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strongly objected to; but to entrust the

future of India and the interests of its peo-

ple to a few thousand British subjects, with
strong European prejudices and manifold

temptations to abuse their delegated trust,

would be a policy so preposterous, that we
can only wonder at the folly of the men who
could publicly meet to discuss such a pro-

position, and embody the demand in a peti-

tion addressed to the Legislature of Great
Britain.

In one very important respect the colonial

system of Great Britain differs from any
now existing in Europe, and it may be said

has no parallel in histoi-y. Our dependen-
cies have been, get^rally speaking, free from
the obligation of contributing, either by
personal service or by money payment,
towards their own defence. As a contrast

to the extreme liberality with which this

country treats her colonies, it m.iy be stated

that the only two European nations which,

in addition to England, possess colonics of
any importance, derive considerable reve-

nues from their dependencies. In 1857 the

surplus revenue paid by the Dutch colonies

into the metropolitan exchequer, after de-

fi'aying all their military and naval expenses,

was 31,858,431 florins, or about L.2,600,-

000; and the estimated surplus revenue
from the Spanish colonics for the last year
was 1 15,000,000 reals, or about L.l ,150,000.
The dependencies of England, on the other
hand, are maintained at a cost which very
seriously taxes the purses of our people.

Tln(| there may bo considerable indii'cct

pecuniary advantages resulting from our
extended colonial possessions we have, in a
previous part of this essay, endeavoured to

demonstrate ; nor is it any nnswer to that

economical view of the question, to say that
the t/adc would exist independently of the
relation. The exports received from Great
Britain by Australia are, as compared with
its population, at the rate of twelve pounds
per head, while the exports received by the
United States are at the rate of less' than
one • and these figures show conclusively
how much larger is the oommerec with
countries which remain part of the empire,
than with those which have separated from
it. Tlie pecuniary relations of the colonies

to the mother f'o\nitry, in the matter of their

military defence, cannot nevertheless be re-

garded otiierwise than as a gigantic anomaly,
which it is inciunbent upon us to take the
earliesi; opportunity to remove, and to place
the numerous dependencies of the country
U|)on that just footing, in regard to cost of
their proteelinn, which policy points out,

and public opinion now appears imperatively
to demand.

In reference to this important question^

the report, the title of which we have pre-

fixed to this artick, supplies many valuable

details and suggestions, which, as embody-
ing the opinions of several individuals of
great official and colonial experience, are

well worthy of attention. To this document
we shall advert in some detail, presenting

in the first instance a statement of the nature

and amount of the liabilities incurred by
Great Britain in providing for the defence

of her colonies.

Including, then, the cost of the German
Legion established at the Cape of Good
Hope, the whole military expenditure con-

nected wiih the colonies amounted, fur ihe

year 1858, to L.3,968,599, of which sum
only L.378,253 was contributed by the

colonies, being one-tenth only of the whole

;

and of that contribution two-thirds were

paid by Victoria and Ceylon ; and it is re-

markable that no other colony but Canada,

and, to a small extent, Victoria, the Cape,

New Zealand, and one or two of the West
India colonies, have even organized a militia,

or established a volunteer force for thei»

protection. " We cofisider," justly say the

the Commissioners in their repoi t, " tiiat

this immunity, throwing as it does the de-

fence of the colonies almost entirely on the

mother coimtry, is open to two main objec-

tions. In the first place, it imposes an en-

ormous burden and inconvenience on the

people of England, not only by the addition

it makes to their taxes, but by calling oifto

remote stations a large proportion of their

troops and ships, and thereby weakens their

means of defence at home. But a still more
important objection is the tendency which

this system must necessarily have, to pre-

vent the development of a proper s|>irit of

self-reliance among our colonists, and to en-

feeble their national character. By the gift

of political self-government, we have be-

stowed upon our colonies a most important

element of national education ; but the

habit of self-defence constitutes a part hardly

less importnnt of the training of a free peo-

ple, and it will never be acquired by our

colonists if we assume exclusively the task

of defending them."

The number of British troops of all arms

and ranks stationed in the colonies during

the year 1858, was 47.251. Now, the first

impression suggested by this return is the

enormous waste of force which the disper-

sion of such an army over a considerable

portion of the globe itnplies. To scatter

the land forces of the en.pire over the out-

lying possessions of a grtnt mnritime state,

such as Great Britain, is rather lo court dis-

aster than to ensure security. The colonial


