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^cm. Is England to pay all the nereflliry officers of the

.civil eftablifhment ? Is England to defray all the charges

of repairing and maintaining the fortifications ? If fo,

-where is the fund to do itf Muft England, likewife, be

obliged to keep a numerous force in Canada to over-

av/e the inhabitants ? Will not this be even neceflary

to bring fpecic into the colony j for if it does not come

by this channel, how can it come at all ? Canada can

have no ballance in her favour from her own commodi-

ties, and, can have no money, but by virtue of the royal

eftablifhment: and itfucheftablifhment was neceflary un-

der the French, will it not be more fo under us ? even the

whole value of the exports from Canada would be fcarce

iufficient to pay its own civil officers, much lefs the

charges of maintaining their fortifications. Are the im-

ports and exports to and from Canada to be exempted

from the ufual duties on their entry and clearance ? If

they were fubjedl to fuch duties, would not the price of

commodities be much enhanced, and the Canadians

tendered more unaWe to pay for them ? And if the ex-

emption was f < take place, would it not be fo much

clear lofs to the revenue ? So that in every cafe, is not

the mother-country fure to fuffer by retaining Canada ?

In a word. Sir, by retaining it, we can expert it to be-

come no other than a colony, \vithout trade and inha-

bitants. Let the advocates for the retention, give me
the lead profpedl of its being made of any real utility

and emolument to the mother country (be it ever fo

fmall ;) and I will not avail myfelf of its very nume-

rous and peculiar difadvantages, very peculiar indeed

!

But I am apprehenfive that this cannot be done/ It can-

not be faid. Sir, that we (hould retain Canada, becaufc

there is reafon to fufpeft the French will prove trouble-

fome
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