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IIk; Slulc of iMicliigan, or llliiiuis. oi- Indiaiia luis advaiitngy^.n

superior to us. The iiiiiirnvciuciits iillu(ii(l lo, are carried on
by cacli Stale independently on iti own credit, and tlie money
irf obtained in l<]ngland, where our debentures cannot be sold.

—

The unlKiud.sonie allusions made by Mr. Uagermaii arc but a

poor return for JiOrd Durham's generous cllbrts to promote our

pitblic impr- vcmcnt». l*^|ually unhandsome is the allusion to

ib(! recomn^endation cA' New York as a port ol" entry. It is

>VelI known that tl«' Hon-. W. Allan, and the Hon. II. Sullivan,

and wc believe Mr. llagcrn^Jin him.self, joim.'d nearly all the

principal merchants of this city in recommending this project.

It was brought under Lord Darhnm-'s* notice and he is now cen-

.surcd for recommending, what all parties, Tories as well as Re-
formers concurred in demanding. Mr. Ilagcrman assumes that

the e/Tect of this arrangement would be to prevent our public

works being supported. Such would not be the case. The St.

Lawrence would still he the outlet for all heavy goods, and we
t^)lould only obtain those connnodities via New York, suited for

the Spring trade, and which would arrive six weeks sooner by
this route. The matter is only mentioned incidentally by liord

Durham, no argument in favour of his measures is founded on
if, anif he had reason to suppose that in bringing it under the

consideration of her Majesty's Government, he was com[)lying

with the wishes of the very party who now basely endeavor to

found on it an accusation against bin). Mow Mr. Hagerman
ciould deliberately make the assertion that the project v/ould not
** receive, coinitciinvce frohi any quarter' after an expression

(rnm the lioard of Trade of Toronto, from a public meeting
<if the inhabitants at which were two, if not more, of the pre-

sent I'.xcculivc Council, and which expression has never been
publicly recalled, we are at a loss to imagine.

Lord Durham's allusion to the "carelessness and profusion''

wliich marked the cxnenditurc on the public works, has given

great oflence to Mr. Ilagrvman and his friends, and has been
indignantly repelled as a " most unmerited and ungenei'ous

insinuation.'' VVc cannot be surprised at this. One of the ve-

ry cases alluded to liy Lord Durham was, doubtless, that of Mr.
\V. H. Robinson, one of ISlr. Dagerman's select committee on
the Report. This gentleman was a Commissioner for expend-
ing a large sum of money, say .CT.oOO. on the W'eHand ('anal.

His services were not i^ralnitcns, as Mr. Hagerman insinuates.

No proper account ot' the money was ever remlercd. The
vmiehors were scandalous, in tact eiitirely inadmissible. Crosses

without witnesses were produced as receipts for money. In

one case a receipt of a man named Shore (a cross without a

witness; was altererl I'roin i."** 10s. to £l>^ 10s. although the

order for the money was (ov XS lOs. and the entry i.i the Se-
cretary's book .iJ-^ 10s. Ciodit was taken on fiiis voucher, al-

tered as it was. for £l^ 10s. and tlic \uatter sli/i rcnuiiii.': nn-
(xphtincil. The report of a select crinmiittec of the House of

Asseml)|y. >igned liv -i\ n.( niiuTs of liie pirsciil HoU'". diar-

ires Mr. Ri.'l>in^"n wiihl^einfr 'hti, irul alviif X'^'CO in liir- h<-
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