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REPLY TO THE CRITICISM.

Mr. Wickham muat
some other critics:

be the same as
" Please re-read

that

the

My reply to
already given to
address criticized."

I said that the road of Canada's political develooment (nnu,

doubte thaf**
^*"**** ^'^ ""^^ ''^" *^ *"** °^ *^* ™**^- No one

one aJetloirihat"
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^ithl f'^
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^^^"^ *^ 1° symptom of deaection from that roadeither towards union with the United States, towards a seoaraterepubhc towards political incorporation with the United KSJom
thereTs

'"P*™*"'" ^™™ **»« B"««h crown. No one sa^tS

fKn P f'"?
that the end of that road is complete emancipation fromthe Colomaloffi(^ perfect self-government, political equality tS

I said that for such a political situation the proper desienationwas not a "Domimon beyond the seas," but ''thriQnS ofCanada"-the title desired uy Sir John A. Macdonald for* yS^eSDoes any one doubt that? ^ ^ *^°-

r»n.!jf*i?
**""*

^*J?*?* ?"^^* ''''* *° subsr-'be tc the British navyCanada has converted almost everybody to her opinion upon ffipoint, including the British government, the British AX?raitv
of iv \* ^M^ S?.«l?*°'" 9^ *^« P"»«t>««)

'
«°d the Navy LeapS uJelf

'

of which Mr. Wickham is a vice-president.
'

*K.. tu »'« the main propositions of my address, and my critics

fel?' ^^''^ ^°"?^ '*"'*
r***

"^""^ «f them. Now let me copy MrWickham's complaint, and a paragraph from the document that he

foreigfrertS.'^^^^'^"
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"agreement," I said that "one of the greatest benp

Sued t ^nJS::^
^''"'" independence is that by it we shS te com-'pelled to place our war-relations upon some satisfactory b^.?

amn^meM " '^^^^^-^-^^P^ffrj''} necessSrs^Se^deSamngement. The picture and the ideal appear to be very much

Wo
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T.^^^l"" P*"*"* °^ ^^- Wickham's letter I ir-.'- short r«nlvHe says that "the position taken by Canada's represJntatF^e^ i??i


