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does not shed its light upon any people on
the face of the earth enjoying more liberty
than my fellow countrymen of Frenchi ex-
traction. And my last words to the doubt-
eus, to the scoffers, is that freedom is worth
fighting for and 'worth dying for.

But, Sir, these mon will flot be reached
by any nioble sentiment; perhaps we can
roach thom by appoaling to thoir solfisli
interests; perhaps thoy will be found sen-
sitive in their .pockots if they are not sensi-
tive otherwise. What woulýd be the condi-
tion of Canada to-day, and of the province
of Quoboc in particular, if England were to
lose tho supremacy of the soas? Canada
to-day is a prosporous country. Quobec
is a very prosperous province; but is not
that prosperity due to our trado with Eng-
land? Lot the market of Great Britain
ho lost-and it would be lost if the British
supremacy on tho ses, were lost-and the
prosperity 'of Canada and the prospority
of Quebec would be affected for, yoýars, if
net for ovor.

Sir, in the set-tiement of political prob-
lems it is very seldoru that a solution can
be reached on pure abstract principlos.
When a conclusion is arrrived at, it is
reached by taking into consideration several
points of view and a common ground has to
be found upon which the différent schools
of thought, the different prejudices and
passions, and the different shades of pub-
lic opinion_ can be united. That is true
everywhere, it is truer in 'uanada per-
lisps, than in any other portion of the
earth. I stated a moment ago that it was the
report of Lord Durham which. had been the
founidation of the system of local self-gov-
erniment. It may bo conaidered a singular
fact that the -report of Lord DIurham was ro-
ceived bvý the French Canadians of that day
with pained surprise. The roason is known
to those who have studied the history of
that period. Friend of liberty as ho was,
broad as ho was in bis conceptions, far-
-iisioned as events showed hîm te have been,
Lord Durham himsolf did not appreciate the
whole effect cf liberal institutions. Coming
to Canada at a tîme when the very atmos-
phero was reoking with rebellion, he form-
ed a hasty judgment UDon the French
population of that day, which. he oxprossed
in ve-hement and somewhat haughty ian-
guago. Ho thought thoy could not ho recon-
ciled to British rule, and stated in bis
report that the conditions were such
that the two provinces should be united,
so that French Canada should be ruled
by the stern and relentiess hand of
an English-spoaking majority. It is not
to ho wondered at that when the report
'was made known in Canada it net only
caused, as I have said, pained surprise.
but produced a feeling of injustice and
'wrong. Sir, 1 *repeat that Lord Durham,
friend of liberty as ho was, did not realize

tho fuli force of free institutions, did not
perceive, as ether men perceived at that
time-men who, on this subj oct had a
botter conception of things than ho had-
that there are principles superior to race
feeling, that there are principles that can
unite mon or all orizins in a comimon aspi-
ration for the welf are of their common coun-
t.ry. $uch a man was Louis Hippolyte La-
fontaine; such a man was Robert Baldwin.
When the provinces were united, Lafon-
taine, speaking of the Act of union, char-
actex-ized it:

.As unjust and despotie in this that it was
imposedl on us without our consent; in this that
it deprives lower Canada of its legitimate
number of representatives; in this that it
deprives us of the use of our language in the
proceedings of the legisiature agaiast the
justice of treaties and the pledged. word ci
the Governor General; in this that it forces
us to puy against our consent, a debt which
one bail fot contracted; in this that it allows
the executive power to take illegal hold, under
the naine of civil list, of an enormous por-
tion of the revenues of the country.

This was a âevere arraigniment, and un-
fortunately it was only too true, but what
was the conclusion arrived at by Lafon-
taine? Did ho say that the French Cari-
adians should net accopt the Act of union?
No. Men there were at that time who im
modiately started an agitation for the re-
peal of the union, and those mon were
joined some years afterwards, when ho
came baýck from exile, by Papineau, a
st.rong man, an eloquent man, a man cf in-
tense nature, and whom the very intenaity
of bis nature alway-s carried beyond the
point into impracticable conclusions. La-
fontaine was a different marn, ho was a
broad man, ho understood tho situation.
.The Act of union was net satisfactory te
his fellow-count.rymen, ho thought it was
an injustice, but ho acoepted it, becauise
princîples there were by which every in-
justice could ho rectified. It is upon thoe
principles, Mr. Speakeýr, that we roly. In
the address which I have just read, ad-
dressed to the electors cf Terrobonne, ho
continuod as follows:

The reformers in the two provinces are an
immense majority. . . . Our cause is the
saine. The interest of the reformers in the
two Provinces is to meet in the legislative
ground, in a spirit of peace, of union, of
unity, of fraternity. Unity of action is more
than ever necessary. I have no doubt that
the reformers of Upper Canada. feel. as we
do, the need of it, and that in the first session
of the legislature, they will Rive us uni-
equivocal proof of it, which, I hope. will b.
the pledge cf a confidence both reciprocal and
durable.

Sir, in theso noble sentiments ho found
an auxillary in that ether great and true
Canadian and British subjeet. Robert Bald-


