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ffouTul. I am unaware of any case in which a political revolution involving a change of

alleijiance has taken jilace witho\it civil war, and I am firmly perauaded that such a revo-

lution would not take i)lace in Canada without the occurrence of that fearful calamity. I

am well aware that wlien the subject is discussed by English politicianB, they invariably

assume that any controversy which may arise in the future will be between England and

Canada, the Canadian peoidebeintf supposed to be a unit. This is a most serious mistake.

• Judgiut,' from the state of ]>ublic opinion in Canada, and I am unaware of any other mode

'of forming a judgment on the point, these is no probability whatever that Canadians will

be united in favour of any revoluticnaiy change. They are united at present in favour of

the connexion with Great Britain, and so long as the advocates of revolution content them-

selves with writing essays in the Fortni<jhthj, and avoid obtruding their opinions in Parlia-

ment or at tlie hustings, the loyalists will probably treat them with silent contempt.

Should, however, any berioiis revolutionary movement be attempted, what are termed

"the secondary forces " would most assuredly display the same vigour that they have dune

on previous occasions.

I must, however, ask attention to what the essayist terms the great forces which must in

his opinion prevail. They are, 1st, distance ; 2nd, divergence of interest ; 3rd, divergence

of political character ; 4th, the attractive force of the great American community which

inhabits the adjoining territory. Now, after a calm consideration of all that the essayist

has said to prove that these are "great forces," I must confess that I have failed to find

more than a single obstacle to the permanency of the connexion. On the questicm of dis-

tance the essayist argues that " political institutions must after all bear some relation to

Nature and to practical convenience. Few have fought against geography and prevailed."

Again, he says that the distance "can hardly be much shortened for the purposes of repre-

sentative government " I confess that unless the foregoing language has some reference to

the Pan-Britannic system, I fail to comprehend it. In the first ten years of Confederation

the distance has not been found in the slightest degree inconvenient, and I can conceive no

rea.son why it should be in the future. 2nd. Divergence of interest. It is contended that

Englishmen control the foreign policy of the Empire, and having no intereet in those ques-

tions in which «
'inada is chiefly interested, "betray by the langour of their diplomacy, and

the ease with which they j'ield, their comparative indifference." No doubt there have been

three or four occasions on which Canada has been dissatisfied vrith British diplomacy. I

am not aware of any treaty made by England since the treaty of Utrecht, in the reigu of

Queen Anne, that has not been vigorously attacked by the Opposition of the day. ^Vhen

the representatives of contending powers come to treat, they each find it absolutely neces-

sary to make couces.sions, and such concessions always cause dissatisfaction. It may, how-

ever, be assumed tliat, as a rule, the British Government has endeavoured to select diplo-

matists of experience and ability to conduct their negotiations, and that their representatives

are better informed as to what it is expedient to press than those who criticize their acts.

It is, however, unfortunate for the argument of the essayist that although our boundary

questions have been always settled unsatisfactorily according to our judgment, no feeling of

• disloyalty to England has been manifested in consequence. I think therefore that, not-

withstanding the fact that there may be some divergence of interest, if it has led to no

feeling of disloyalty in the past, it is still less likely to do so in the future. It is alleged by

the essayist, not only that the interests of the Canadians are neglected owing to the apathy

evinced by English statesmen in questions of controversy between Canada and the United

States, but likewise that Canadians run the risk of being involved in war without having

any voice in the preceding deliberations. It 's now upwards of twenty years since I pub-

lished a pamphlet in London, in reply to a very similar complaint. I shall venture to make
- a quotation from it

:


