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Portngftl.rrofimnp tho straits to tho main
liindH, tho lioMpiUihIo shorcH of Nova Kcotia,

Htrtitt'hed out to th« dinieriHioiiH of the king-

dom of (I reeeu. New BrimHwick waH t-rjuul

in extent to Dunmaik and Swit/crlaiid com-
bined. Lower Canada wan a (,'oiintry iim large

aH h'raniu!, and Upper Caniula, twenty
thouKand niileu larg(;r than (iruat Jiritain

and Ireland pnt together. Aciohh tho ron-

tincut to tlio whores of the racilic wan
British Columbia, the lautl of (iollen pro-

niiHe, and comparable in extent to tho AiiH-

trian Kmj)ire ; and then tho IiHlian tcrrito-

rioH which liebotwoon, wore greater in ex-

tent than tho whole K(.il of UuKsia. There
wer;', he Haid, in Kiirope forty-eight Sover-
eign States and only eleven with a popula-

tion greater than oins. In IhVI, wo wvrv
to stand <,'(|ual in ))opulatiou to tiie ninth

Sovereign State of Europe. The llonour-

ablo Uentlenum further told tho House,
that in l'7'.t:!, the Commerce of the Sovereign

and Jndepiindent United States, their ex-

ports and imports did not amount to one
third of what ours did at that moment, and
there were few States in lOuropo and tliosi;

with vastly greater population than our

own, that could boast of anything like tho

foreign commerce jjassing through our

hands. And France, though the third ma-
ritime power of the world, owned only 60,-

000 tons more of shipping than BrlthiB

America. Then, the Dominion, whether
for industry or defence, would muster a

force of 70,000 seamen, and in round num-
berstTOOjOOO men capable of bearing arms.

These arc not tho qualities of a country
unfitfor self-govcrnmerrt and whoso future

need bear the taint of inferioritv

and dependence. I have said that

Independence is the natural se-

qnenco of the theories which promot-
ed Confederation. Lord Mouck alluded to

it as involving a " New Nationality," when
he first referred to it in a speech from the

Throne. British Statesmen have invariably

discussed it as a step in tho transition our
institutions were undergoing. The events

of the American War, and the attendant
possibilities of a rupture wit'; that Country,

forced upon tho attention of the British

Government the question of the defence of

their possessions on this Continent. They
promoted tho scheme from an Imperial

point of view; and with reference to im-
mediate relief from the embarrassments of

their responsibilities here. I cannot better

express my view of the attitude they as-

sumed than by quoting from tho "True
Witness" of March, 1867, one of tlie best

'written Journals on tliis Continent, and un-
derstood to be an organ of tho Lower Cana-
da Catholic Clergy. The writer says:

—

" We understand that the Bill for the Union
of the B. N. A. Provinces has been rapidly

carried througli tho three readings in the

House of Lordc). In all probability it will

meet the same fate in the House of Com-
mons

J
for iu England public sentiment is

very strong in favour of a meafluro which is

looked upon as (treliminary to the teiufrance

o/ a polilical eonnection, not projitahlf, and
often vtry dangtrou»io i\w people of ( treat

Britain. Some changes have been madit in

tho Quebec scheme, appanuitly at the re-

quest of tho delegates themselves, since wo
nuiy well believe that in the Imperial Leg-
islature tho feeling tfjwards these Pro-

vinces is a desire to i/et rid of them allor/efh^r

as honourahli/ ami ax Kfieeditf/ a» iiotaihle.

They profit t neat Britain neither material-

ly nor nu»rally. •••••••••
All that remains for (treat Brit4iin is to get

ridqf hf.r Aori/i American Provinces aa tpeed-

ili/ and with as Utile loft of moral prenlije as

posHthle. The .s<\-call<d Confederalion of
thexe Provinces pren'^iUa the meann/or accom-

plishing this, and it is therefore eagerlg

grasped at hit men of all parties."

There is no doubt that more or less directly,

'

such views wiue urged U|>on our delegates,

while the negotiations were pro<;eeding in

Ktigland. Indeed so (liitermincd wiTe all

parties there to hurry through the iirrange-

nient, that tho most solemn nanonstrances
of its colonial opponents were treated with
almost imiversal and contumacious neglect.

And the views of the statesmen as might t)o

expected are quietly reflected among the
people of England. All the organs of

opinion, tho popular Times, the Radical

Star and tho Tory Standard, the stately

Saturday Review and the snobbish I'all

Malt izttle, with their satellites all over
the Kingdom adopt the same tone ; either

that Canada is an encumbrance to England
or they aie ready to promote her independ-
ence to-morrow; and every colonist with

whom you speak and who has had tho

entro to British Society will tell you that

tho same feeling pervades the British

mind. Adam Smith wrote (hat no dominant
country could ever voluntarily relinquish its

power over a dependency. But he regarded

the abandonment in the light of a sacriticc,

and in our case England has already ab-

andoned all the patronage which, in his

view, was a temptation to retain dominant
power. But Mr. Cornwall Lewis who
wrote later and after modern Colonial views

began to permeate England, regarded as

probable, that a parent state, d(!riving no
advantage from a dependency and believing

that tho dependency was able and
willing to form an independent state, might
abandon its authority for the want of a
sufficient inducement to retain it. There
iiiight even be positive reasons for its with-

drawal,—as ii" the dependency contributes

nothing to the commercial facilities of tho

dominant country, is a source of expense to

the Supreme Government—and may in-

volve the dominant countiy in wai; and he
further says, that if the parent state under-

stands its true relation to tho dependency
it will voluntarily recognize independence
when there is fitness to maintain it ; will

prepare those for Independence who art*


