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True, again, Mr. Blake taike of Impe-
rial Federation ; but at the request of

Mr. Norris, he ie to, relinquieli this, as
Weil as bis boetility to the National
iPolicy and the Syndicate contract ; for
does not Mr. Norris say, that 'the
people will not tolerate disturbing
eitheir ' Mr. Blake lias sounded a note;
it le eornething about ' subjeets of eub-
jects,' and thereupon bis utterance as
a party leader, in and out of Parlia-
ment, about the National Policy and
the Syndicate, have been untrue. H1e
meant ail the time juet the opposite to,
what lie said. And so lie ie to take the
banner frorn the falling Conservative
Chief tain, and lead on the supporters of
the National Policy and the Syndicate
contract to Independence, and then to
Annexation. How cliarmingly consist-
ent ail tliis ie!

Perbape the most arnusing thing in
tlie ' Review,' is tlie outburst about
the dielionour and degradation of being
Colonists. A new fact lias been dis-
covered, ' the history of a colony cau-
not be anything but contemptible.' It
le declared that ' the present genera-
tion of Canadians will be despised in a
generation or two hence.' WeIl, per-
haps sorne of them will be; but that
bardly justifies one in distorting bis-
tory. We need not go fartber than the
United States to find the people who
are proud to, trace, back their lineage
to anti-Revolutionary tirnes, and wlio
deliglit to recaîl tlie evente of tbeir
colonial life. Ail Arnericans look back
with pleasure upon their colonial bis-
tory, as the grown man looks back upon
bis lit'e prior to rnaturity. It ia sad that
Canadian coloniese are 'a grade just
above the coolie;' and ' so mucli the
worse, we do not feel our chains,' lie-
cause we are ignorant and degraded
like tlie slaves of the South before
Ernancipation. Now, ail this would be
inexpreseibly sad if it were not extre-
rnely silly. In view of the fact tliat we
legiBlate as we please, irreepective of
the wishes of England; that tbe Nati-
onal iPolicy le inirnical to British trade;
and tliat tlie London Times, the ad-

herente of the Manchester Sohool, and
rnany public mien in England bave re-
peatedly told us, tliat we are at liberty
to, saver the colonial tie when we please,
this sort of writing wilI, by many, be
regarded as unintelligible.

We do not propose lu this article to
diecuas the Future of Canada, not tliat
we tbink it inexpedient; but frorn want
of space and leisure. Mucli, however,
can be said in support of the view beld
by Sir Francis Hincks, that it le unde-
sirable to do so. The growth and deve-
lopinent of thie Dominion is rnost pro-
bably as rapid as is consistent witb
tliestability of our institutions. iPre-
cocity in natural life is as likely to be
followed by early death, or a want of
manly vigour at maturity, as lu the
individual man. Tlie person wlio la
asbarned of being a Coloniet le like the
irrepreesible youth, who runs away

ifrom borne before lie le able to take
1care of himself. By ail meane, however,
let every one wlio thinke lie bas a
mission preach immediate Jndepend-
ence or Annexation; but it ie to, be
hoDed that the few who wieh for nati-
onal extinction will not take Mr.
Norris's advice, and say they ouly
mean Independence. Whule we would
give Anuexationists every opportunity
to parade their arguments in its favour,
we take tlie liberty of preeenting the
viewe of one wlio baving propbesied
that it miuet corne to pas loses no op-
portunity of sbowing that bis prophecy
muet or ouglit to corne true. Professor
Goldwin Srnithb las done what lie could
to, indoctrinate Canadiane with a belief
in euch manifeet deetiny, and we can-
not be accused of giving the opinion of
one hostile thereto, if we quote from
bis writings. Sir Francis Hineke, in the
Fortnightly Review, produces state-
meute rnade by Prof. Smnith lu the
BtYstander for 1880, concerning the
United States, which are eubrnitted
for the consideration of tbe readere of
the CÂNADIAN MONTHLY, especially
those in favour of Annexation, either
directly or by way of prernature Inde-
pendence. It will be seen that the


