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PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES

ON THE

SUBJECT OF THE CONFEDERATION OF THE BRITISH
NORTH AMERICAN PROVINCES.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

TuESDAY, Tth February, 1865.

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said that yester-
day he had promised to give to the House
to-day an cxplanation of the provision con-
tained in the 14th resolution relating to the
selection of members for the Legislative
Council of the General Legislature. This
resolution read as follows :—

14. The first selection of the Members of the
Legislative Council shall be made, except as re-
gards Prince Edward Island, from the Legisla-
tive Councils of the various Provinces, so far as
a sufficient number be found qualified and wil-
ling to serve; such Members shall he appointed
by the Crown at the recommendation of the
General Executive Government, upon the nomi-
nation of the respective Local Governments, and
in such nomination due regard shall be had to
the claims of the Members of the Legislative
Council of the Opposition in each Province, so
that all political parties may as nearly as possible
be fairly represented.

Aund under it the first recommendation for
the appointment of Legislative Councillors
from Cunada would, should the Confederation
scheme be adopted, come from the existing
Government of this province. In making
such recommendations, the spirit of the reso-
lution would be carefully observed, and both
sides in this House and as well life as elected
members, be equally considered and fairly re-
presented jn the new Parliament.

Hox. M. FLINT begged to inquire whether
the resolutions before the House were in all
respects the same as those sent to the members.

Hox. M. CAMPBELL said they were not
in one particular precisely as first printed,
there being a clause in those before the House
to allow New Brunswick to impose a duty on
timber and logs,”and Nova Scotia on coal,

which was not found in the first ; as for the
other provinees, the imposition of such duties
was reserved to the Gencral Legislature.
(Hear, hear, from Mr. CURRIE.)

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL said he hoped that
honorable members would rather aid in further-
ing the scheme than take pleasure in detect-
ing the supposed causes of opposition. (Hear.)

Hon. Mr. CURRIE asked whether the dit-
ference between the two sets of resolutions
wag mcrely a misprint.

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL could not say
whether it was owing to a misprint or to an
error in the manuscript.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE again asked whether
the members of the Conference had not signed
the instrument containing its resolutions ?

Hox. Mr. CAMPBELL could only say that
the resolutions now before the Iouse truly
and expressly represcnted the conclusions the
Conference had arrived at. (Hear, hear.)
Those conclusions had not been changed.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE then rose and said
that the measure now before the House was
the most important one cver submitted to a
Colonial Legislature, and he hoped to he able
to approach it with entire freedom from party
spirit, and without the purpose of finding out
unnecessary objections. IHe hoped he would,
at all times, be able to judge of the measures
presented with the fairness and candour of a
Canadian and a British subject. At the out-
set he would, however, say, that the project
now before the House had taken the country
by surprise. 'The first time he had ever ad-
dressed the House he was reported to have
spoken thus:—

That by a course of legislation alike moderate,
prudent and upright, it will yet be the lot of some
resent to live and see the day when Canada will
e the centre of a noble British North American
Confederacy extending from the Atlantic to the



Pacific—a Confederacy not born ¥ war, or bap-
tised in blood, but a Confederacy united by
the bonds of friendship, held together by the
strong ties of friendly commerce and mutunal
interests, and cemented by a common allegiance
to the throne of Great Britain.

From this ¢uotation it would be seen that
then he was in favor of a Confederation of the
several British North American Provinces, but
he little thought then that within two short
years such a scheme would be submitted to
Parliament. He was still in favor of Confeder-
ation—( licar)—hut it must be a Confederation
founded on a just and equitable basis, upon
principles which would be alike advantagcous
to all parts and injurious to nonme. If any
other kind of Confederation were agreed upon,
it would contain within itself the seeds of
decay and dissolution. The project had heen
elaborately presented to the House by the gal-
lant knight at the head of the (iuverument,
and by his able colleague, the Hon. Commis
sioner,of Crown Lands, and what reasons had
they alleged in favor of it? Ile confessed he
Lad heen quite surprised at some of the argu-
ments of the former. That hon. gentleman
had stated that if the scheme were rejected,
whether we would cr would not, Canada
would be forced by violence into the Ameri-
cap Union, or placed upon an inclined plane
which would carry us there. Now when men
occupying high positions like the Lon. mem-
ber, assumed the responsibility of giving ut-
terance to such startling opinions, they ought
to be prepared to support them with very
cogent reasons,

Hon. SR E. P. TACHE—T 'am quite ready
to give them. )

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—II the case were as
represented, it must be because we are quite de-
fenceless, and that except in union with the
Lower Provinees we were at the mercy of the
United States. But what did the honorable
member mean by the inclined plane?  Yor his
parthe had not heard of any desire on the part
of the people of this provinee to change their
political institutions and turn from the glorious
flag under which many of them had fought
and bled. Had anything been heard from
abroad, to the effect that unless we uccepted
this_scheme, England would cast us off or let
us slide down the inclined planc? (Laughter)
Yet these were the sole, or at least the chief,
reasons alleged by that honorable member,
Lict us then ask ourselves whether the scheme
provided a remedy for the threatened evils.
Would Canada indeed beso pliyicully strengtl-
ened sea-ward and land-ward by this allice,

that in the event of aggression on the part of
the United States, we would be rendered quite
safe? It was easy to say that union gave
strength, but would this union really give us
strength ? He could understand that union with
a people contiguous would do so, but union
with provinces 1,500 miles apart at the ex-
treme points, was a very different thing, and
more likely to be a source of weakness. In
his mind it was like tying a small twine at
the end of a large rope and saying it strength-
ened the whole line. When the honorable
member said that Canada would be supported
by all the military power of the Lower Prov-
inces, we should not run away with the idea
that this meant anything. What were the
facts ?  TU'pon looking at the census of those
provinces he found that the male population
between the ages of 21 and 50—the extreme
limits at, which men bore arms—was 128,457,
of which number 63,259 were chiefly employed
on the water, that ig, in the coasting trade and
the fisheries, leaving 65,000 to assist in the de-
fence of Canada. (Hear, hear.) Now, sup-
pose a draft of one-third of these was made
for military exigencies—ard one-third would
be a large proportion—we would have less
than 22,000 men available for the service.
Why, that would not be cnough to defend
their own frontier from aggression. Without
referring to the causes which had led to the
formation of the present Government, or to
the extraordinary conduct of some of the pub-
lic men composing it, he must nevertheless
allude to the express objects they professed to
have in view in coming together. And the
principal object was a scheme of federation,
but not the scheme now offered to the House.
If he understood the matter at all, the Gov-
crnment was organized on the basis of a Con-
federation of Upper and Lower Canada first,
in which Confederation the Lower Provinces
might afterwards be admitted if they wished it

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—Not xo.

Hozx. Mr. CURRIE—TTe was not surprised
at the dixsent of the Honorable Commissioner
of Crown Lands, for the leaders in both
Houses had placed the larger object, that is
the organization of a geuneral Confederation,
as the primary onc. But the basis of the
organization had been reduced to writing, and
he held in his hand the paper which recapitu-
lated the conditions. 'They were as follows:—
“The Government are prepared to pledge
themselves to bring in a measure, next session,
for the purpose of removing cxisting difficulties
by introducing the Federal principle into
Canada, eoupled with such provision as will



permit the Maritime Provinces and the North-
‘West Territory to be incorporated into the same
system of Government,”

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—The resolutions
on the table fulfilled that promise.

Hox. Mr. CURRIE—Well, the honorable
member’s colleague, the President of the Coun-
cil, did not mention the Lower Provinces other-
wise than incidentally at the great meeting in
South Oxford, and the Intercolonial Railway
not atall. Ifhisposition (Hon. Mr. CURRIE’S)
was correct, that the Contederation of Canada
alone was the basis of the coalition, then they
had not carried out their pledge, and he pro-
nounced the scheme now propounded as the
production of a number of self-appointed
delegates, and not the measure the country
expected. Then he had been surprised to
find that in the Conference Canada had so
small a representation. He very willingly
admitted that we had very able men there,
but they were foew compared with the whole
number of the Conference, und did not fairly
represent the population und wealth of the
country. The Honorable Commissioner of
Crown Lands had said, to be sure, that it did
not make much difference as the votes were
not taken by numbers but by the proviuces;
in other words, that Prince Edward Lslind.
with its population of 80,000 souls, had ax
much to say as Canada with its millions.

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—The two sec-
tions of Canada voted separately.

Hon. Mz. CURRIE—That was not much
better, for it made Prince Edwurd Island
equal to Upper Canada, with nearly 1,500,000
of populaticn. But all thig apart, he main-
tained the country was not prepared to pass
judgment upon this momentous question. It
was the greatest matter that had ever been
presented for its consideration, and it should
be the aim of all to have it perfectly under-
stood and approved of before it was adopted.
We should seek toframe a Constitution which
would last for ages. If any portion of the
country were serlously opposed to the project,
and it were carried through in spite of them,
a wrong would be inflicted which would per-
petuate itself in all doming time. If passed
against the sense of a majority of Upper or
Lower Canada, the act might lead to an agi-
tation such as had never been witnessed, and
which might be fraught with the most disas-
trous consequences. To prove that the coun-
try was not prepared for this sudden change,
he would ask how many public meetings had
been held in Upper Canada for the purpose of
discussing it? He had heard of but one, and

that not very influential, where both sides of
the question were discussed. The people had
in fact been waiting for the programme, and
to this moment it had not been supplied—cer-
tainly not in all its details. In s matter of
this momentous importance, upon which the
well-being of millions in the future might so
much depend, he sincerely trusted the country
would not be hurried, but that full time for
discussion would be given to enable it to arrive
at a safe verdict. (Hear.) It was said that
all the Governments interested were in favor
of the project, and it was well known that
there was to be a dissolution of Parlizment.
in one of the provinces; if'so, where was the
necessity for haste in Canada, unless indeed
it was for the purpose of unduly influencing
the other provinces? When the union
betwecen Upper and Lower Canada was
cffccted, there had been no such impatience
of delay. The lmpeiial Government had
brought in a bill; copies of which were sent
out, and submitted to the Parliament of Upper
Canada—XLower Canada then had no Parlia-
ment to consult, and in its case there was less
necd of delay than now-—the bill was sent
home again approved, though mectings were
held in Lower Cunada strongly opposed to the
measure, and to this Gy 1t s sald it was
foreed uwpon au wuwilling peoph.  (Hear,
hear, from some of the Freuch mewbers,)
It time was then allowed, why should ot
time be allowed now, wlen & much more im-
portant union was in question ? (Livar, hear.)
Had the views of such eminent men as Lord
Ellenborough and Lord Duarbam been duly
appreciated in 1839, this Parliament would
not now be met for the purpose of dissolving
a union which had been unprofitable to one
section, and unsatisfactory to the other,
(Hear, hear, derisively.) He would now take
the liberty to quote the views of Lord Dui-
ham, to which Le had just alluded. They
were as follows:

I am averse 1o evecy plan that has heen pro-
posed for giving an equal number of members to
the two Proviuces, ia order to obtain the tempor-
ary end of out-numbering the French, because I
think the same object will be obtained without any
violation of the principles of representation, and
without any such appearance of injustice in the
scheme, as would set public opinion both in Eng-
land and America strongly agaivst it; and
because, when euiigration shall have increased
the English population in the Upper Province, the
adoption of such a principle would operate to
defeat this very purpose it is intended to serve,
It appears to me that auy such elcctive arrange-
ment founded on the present P’rovinvial Divisions



e

would tend to defeat the purpose of Union, and
perpetrate the idea of disunion.

He cited theso pregnant words to indicate
the duvnger of resorting to temporary expe-
dients fov ibe purpose of overcoming grave
difficulties, If hon. members desired to es-
tablish a union under which the provinces
would grow in wealth, power and importance,
they must endeavor to make it as nearly infal-
lible as fallible men could. He had already
remarked that there had been but little dis-
cussion in Upper Canada on this subjeot, and
he felt it ill became him, representing, as he
did, a large constitucncy, to vote approbation
hefore the people understood what the vote
involved.  In the Lower Provinees the people
and the press scemed alive to the subject, tor
the latter teemed with articles for and against,
al tending to give information which our
population had not reeeived, But speaking
of the Lnwcr Provinees, he wag really afraid
that smuc public men down thore were dis-
posed to exagroerate the advantages of a union
with Canada, just as some of ours scemed prone
to u:nify tie riches of the Lower Provinces,
I we were golng into a partnership, which he
hoped would lastif entered into—(hear, hear, )
—wu should not attempt to deceive each other,
for if the people found they had been deccived,
the compuict would be short-lived. To give
honorable members some idea of the manner
in which the subjeot was presented by leading
men in the provinces, he would read them an
extract from the specch of a Mr. Lynon, at a
Inrge meeting in Hulifax, as reproduced by
one of the organs of the Government there.

Hox. Mr. CAMPBELL—Whst organ ?

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—They had so many
organs they did not seem to know them all.
(Luughter.) He would now read from the
speech in question :—

But we are told by others that we had better
have nothing to do with Canada, because she is
bankrupt. Canada bwkrupt! 1 wish we were
all such bankrupts. She is overflowing with
wealth.  This is now rapidl developing itself,
and must eveatually place ier among the first
nations of the carth. I have travelled over and
cxamined that great cuuntry, and it would take
more than all the time allotied to me to tell you
of her wealth and resources. Her rivers are
among the largest in the world, and her lakes
are mighty inland oceans. I never had any idea
of their extent until I stood on the shore of Lake
Erie, saw hefore me a large square rigged ship,
and was told that such was the class of vessels
that navig.ted those waters, Why, sir, 7,000,000
tons of shi ping trade upou those mighty lakes.
Again, look at the growth of the population.
Sixty years ago it was 61,000, now it is 3,000,600.

Upper Canada doubled her population in ten
years, and Toronto, in the beginning of this
century the abode of the red man of the forest, is
now one of the finest cities of British America,
with a population of 40,000. The soil is of the
richest description, indeed it is only too much so.
In some places rich alluvial deposit is found to
the depth of 50 feet, and in many instances lands
have yielded their crops for years without the aid
of aspadeful of manure. Canada has not only
the greatest yield but the best wheat in America.
It is a well-known fact that the people of the
United States ia exporting their best flour mix it
to a large extent with Canadian wheat, and in
order to give you an idea of the increased growth
of it I would inform you that while in ten years
the wheat erop increased in the States 50 per
cent. (an immense increase), it in the same time
in Canada increased 400 per cent. The average
crop is equal to that of the best wheat growing
countries in Europe, while some places have
yielded the almost incredible quantity of 100
bushels to the acre. The yield of last year was
27,000.

He only wished that this honorable gentle-
man alone had been mistaken, but even the
Hon.Mr. TILLEY, one of the most distinguished
statesmen of New Brunswick, had made the
statement that our tariff wasin fact only an
eleven per cent. tariff. But all the errors were
not on that side, for they need but turn to a
celebrated speech of one of our own leading
men—a speech regarded almost as an important
atate paper—and there it was stated that the
United Provinces would become the third
maritime power in the world. (Hear, Hear.)
England, 1t said, was first, then the United
States, and the speaker doubted if France
could take the third rank before us. OQur
sea-going tonnage would be five millions, and
our lake tonnage seven millions. These were
vast figures, and it almost bewildered the mind
to conceive their magnificent proportions.
(Laughter.) Now supposing all these vesscls
were 500 tons each, it would require 14,000
to make up the sum, but unfortunately the
census showed that we had but 808 sailors to
navigate them—rather a small number it must
be admitted for 14,000 ships. (Great laugh-
ter.) The way the mistake—to use the mildest
expression—was made, was simple enough.
The vessels were entered at the Custom
Houses every time they came in and left port,
and as some of them came into port 200 times
in the year, as at Toronto for instance, their
tonnage was counted 200 times. It was easy
in this way to run up our inland marine to
seven millions of tons. But then if the pro-
ducts of Canada were as great as Mr. LyNox
represented, why of course we would requirs



all those ships to carry away all that wheat.
(Hear, hear, and laughter.) He would be
glad if he could tell as fine a story, but he
could not do that and at the same time tell
the truth. Then the Lower Provinces were
told that our tariff averaged eleven per cent.,
but was it s0? [The honorable member was
here quoting from a speech of Hon. Mr.
TILLEY, to which he had before alluded.]

Hon. Mr. ROSS—Read on.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE, reading er, imme-
diately came to a paragraph explaining the 11
per cent. to mean the average of duties on the
value of all imported goods, a large proportion
of which were duty free.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—The statement was cor-
rect. (Hear, hear.)

Hon. MR.CURRIE then proeeeded to show
the truth in regard to the duties on staples
and articles in demestic use in Canada. He
said if honorable gentlemen would turn to the
Trade and Navigation returns for 1864, they
would find that in the first half of that year
we imported and paid the following duties en
eight kinds of commodities :

Value. Duty.

Cottons. - o nvmnnnnnnnnn. $3,277,985 $644,381
Woolens .....eevninnne. 2,537,669 499,084
Tea, 1bs., 3,048,567, ... - 1,059,674 275,126
Iron and hardware....... 776,226 151,422
LNeD.eneeemeeeeaennnns 421,543 84,136
Hats and Caps 281,197 55,546
Sugar........... 779,907 376,189
Sugar, refined 9,980 6,260
Coffee, green..... veeenan 89,016 20,449

$2,112,593

Thus hon. gentlemen would sec we pay
more than fifty per eent. on our sugar, nearly
twenty-three per cent. on coffee, while upon tea
we pay about twenty-six per cent. He was
afraid that if the present condition of Canada
was calmly considered we would be found
going into the union in a state far different
from the glowing representations of Hon. Mr.
LyncH. Let hon. members look at the trade
of Canada for half of the year 1864, and they
would find that the balance against us was
$9,999,000. Then there was the interest
upon the public debt ; interest upon loans to
private individuals; bank dividends payable
abroad, for much of the stock of our banks
was held out of the province ; the interest to
loan companies and others; all to be added to
the debit balance, and the picture of wealth
conjured up would present a very different as-
pect. Indeed, he wondered how, with all thesc
burdens, the country had borne up so well.—

In the next place, he objected to the manner in
which the schemc had been brought down.
Why, if the Government desired the House to
vote favorably, did they not act and speak
understandingly ? Why did they not at once
bring in the schemes for the local governments
and the estimated eost of the Intercolonial
Railway ? He (Hon. Mr. CURRIE) did not ob-
jeet to the principle of Confederation. (Hear,
hear.) No, and he believed there would be
the most perfect unanimity on the subject, as
there was among the delegates as to the prin-
ciple of Confederation, but he asked to have,
as part of the scheme, the cost of the railway,
which seemed to be part and parcel of it. We
knew little of this project, where it was to
commence and where to end, or how many ends
it was to have. We heard there was to be one
branch from Truro to Pictou; and then it was
said again that the road must pass through the
valley of the St. John, and end in that city.
Were we to accept the project without inform-
ation? Were we to have a road to Halifax ?
to purchase the Grand Trunk to Rividre du
Loup and the link from Truro to Halifax, all
of them to enter and form part of the national
railway ? Notwithstanding the admitted talent
of the delegates, he eontended that 4 manifest
injustice had been done to Cunada, and espe-
cially to Upper Canada, in the distributiun of
the subsidies to the local governments. Hon.
gentlemen must bear inmind that the subsidies
change not with population, but remain fized.
They were as follows: —

Upper Canada ....... ...... $1,116,873 00

LowerCanada........ ...... 889,248 00

Nova Scotig ...oovvee cvnen- 264,000 00
New Brunswick....... $201,000
63,000

— 264,000 00
Prinee Edward Islawd.. 64,035
89,043

~— 153,723 0@
Nowfoundland . .. .. ... 98,110
270,890

— 369,000 90

$3,056,849 00

If a person was propesing to enter into a
partnership he would naturally inquire into the
assets of the other members of the intended
firm. We knew what our assets were. We
had the finest eanala in the werld, whieh had
cost many millions.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—And they pay.

Hoy. Me. CURRIE—Place tolls on the
St. Lawrence Canals and you will sec what
they pay. There was one canal that did pay.
the Welland, In 1861 this work alone earned



a net revenue of $184,289 50, over and above
the costs of repair and management; and if
you add to that amount the tolls unwisely re-
funded, $56,47f 63, you have an amount
equal to five per cent. on the total expendi-
ture on the Welland Canal, as shewn in the
Report of the Commissioner of Publiec Works,
up to the 1st January, 1862, and a margin
of 87,436 to the credit of this work. Then
we had the St. Lawrance Canals, and if they
did not pay it was because of the extravagance
of the management and the system of toll on
those works. (Ilear.) It was reported that
some people believed if we could only get
Confederation we would have enough to pay
for both the gener:l and local governments,
and so much more to spare that we would not
know what to do with our money. What
would he the revenue of the Confederation?
Taking the year 1363 as the basis, we find
the revenues of the proposed Confederation for
that year, {rom customs and excise, to be as
follows :

Canada.............cooain... $5,999,320 98

Newfoundland.. . .......$496,898
Prince Ldward Island.. 153,520
Nova Scotia. .......... 861,989
New Brunswick........ 768,353

——— 2,280,752 00

8,280,072 98

We will now consider the burdens to be
assumed by the Confederation. Interest on
the debt ot Canada, $3,812, 514 01 ; interest
on the debts of New Brunswick and Nova
Seotia, of $15,000,000, say $750,000; in-
terest on the debt of Newfoundland, of
$946,000, and the debt of Prince Edward
Island, of $240,673—$59,333. Add to this
the interest on the cost of constructing the
Intercolonial Railway, not less than $1,000,000
yearly, supposing it were to cost us but $20,-
000,000, and the amount to be spent yearly
for defensive purposes, $1,000,000.  And
assuming that civil government and the cost
of legislation should be no more for the Con-
federation than for Canada, which is certainly
a reasonable view, we have for civil govern-
ment, $430,572 47; for legislation, $627,-
377 925 judges' salaries, Lower Canada,
$115,755 55; judges’ salaries, Upper Canada,
$157,690 33 ; emigration and quarantine,
$57,406 32 ; occan and river service, $511.-
356 40; livhthouses and coasts, $102,724 75;
fisheries, $22,758 41 ; cost of collecting revenue
and excise in Canada, $401,561 41; local
subsidies to provinces, $3,056,849. Thus
shewing a balance against revenue of $3,825,-

781 89; and if the canals are to be enlarged,
as promised, an additional debt must be created
of $12,000,000 for such purpose,—another
annual charge of $600,000,—or a total balance
against revenue of $4,425,781 89. These
gentlemen from the east were going to give us
the Intercolonial Railway and enlarge our
canals, but if to enlarge the canals, why were
not the canals put in the Constitution ?

Hon. Mr. DICKSON—They did not want
to throw cold water upon it. (Laughter.)

Hon. Mr. CURRIE— Why not give a
guarantee for their enlargement? He found
that the desirable improvement would cntail
an expense of $12,000,000. As to the local
subsidy, he regarded it as a farce, or as honey
spread out to catch flies. As to the argument
that the rejection of the scheme would injure
our credit, he would ask whether the bond-
holders would not much prefer our present
financial condition to one of fifteen millions
of increased indebtedness, with nothing of
value to show for it. If the people of Eng-
land knew that Confederation and the Inter-
colonial Railway meant an increase of fifty
per cent. on our tariff, they would not be so
anxious for it. As to the representation in
the Confederated Legislative Council, it was
proposed to give Upper Canada and Lower
Canada twenty-four members each and to the
Lower Provinces twenty-cight. That is, the
780,000 souls in the Lower Provinces would
have four members more than Upper Canada
with its million and a half. This proved that
though Canada had talented men in the Con-
ference, they cither forgot our interests or
sat there powerless. When the Legislative
Council of Canada was made elective, his
honorable friend near him (Hon. Mr. CHRIs-
T1E) had stood up for the right of Upper
Canada, as the Delegates should have done
in the Conference. On the second reading of
the bill to change the constitution of the Lepis-
lative Council, on the 14th March, 1856,—

Mr. Brown moved, seconded by Mr. ForEy,
That it be aun instruction to the Committee to
amend the bill, by providing that the members of
the Legislative Council shall be elected for four
years, one-half retiring every second year.

Mr. GovLp moved, seconded by Mr. WricsT,
That it be an instruction to the Committee to
amend the bill by providing that the constituen-
cies shall be arranged according to population,
without regard to the division line between Upper
and Lower Canada.

This amendment was supported by the Hon.
Messrs. A1gins, BrowN, CAMERON, CHRIs-
718, FoLey, FREEMAN, WiLsoN, and many
leading reformers in Upper Canada.
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And on the third reading of the bill on the
27th March,—

Mr. HARTMAN moved, seconded by Mr. Crris-
TIE, That the bill be recommitted to a Com-
mittee of the whole House, with a view to ar-
range the electoral divisions so as to embrace
within each, as nearly as practicable, an equal
population, and without regard to a division line
between Upper and Lower Canada.

This amendment, although supported by
Messrs, BRowN, CHRISTIE, and twenty other
Upper Canada members, was not carried.

If representation by population were right
in 1856, was it not equally right in 1865 ?
But it might be said that the union was to
be a federal one, whereas it was no such thing.
It was neither federal nor legislative, but a
mongrel between both. If the representation
had been properly arranged, there would have
been no necessity for honorable members
vacating their seats. In that cage, Upper
Canada would have had 30, Lower Canada
24, and the Lower Provinces 18. Yesterday
the Honorable Commissioner of Crown Lands
had given reasons for abolishing the clective
principle as applied to this House; but not
over ayear ago he had lauded the system, and
he (Hon. Mr. CurriE) had not heard the life
members say a word in opposition. The
system had got a fair trial of eight years, and
had proved satisfactory, and would a few self-
constituted delegatcs, with a dash of the pen,
destroy that which had received the sanction
of the country? He was never sent to this
House to vote away its constitution—(hear,
hear)—and before endorsing any such prope-
sition he would wish to go to his constituents,
and if they said yes, he would not oppose—
(hear, hear)—but without that permission, he
was not going to give a vote which might
have the effect of giving him his seat for life.
(Hear, hear.) He had heard of Lower
Canada domination, but if this was the first
taste of eastern domination, he wished no
more of it. (Hear, hear, and laughter.)

Hon, Mr. CAMPBELL—It was not a
peculiarity of Canada, but the judgment of
the whole Conference. (Hear.)

Hov. Mr. CURRIE—He then presumed
it was not the proposition of the honorable
member that the seat the people had given
him should be given to the Crown; but it
.seemed he had passed under the domination
of the Lower Provinces. (Laughter.) In
1849, the Legislature had made provision for
the support of common schools in Canada,
and had set aside one million acres of the best
lands for that noble purpose. The lands, all

2

situate in Upper Canada, had been sold, and
a fund of 2 million and a quarter accumu-
lated, but with another stroke of the pen this,
too, was to be scored out. In 1862, the
Government of the day had brought down a
bill to amend the Separate School Aect of
Upper Canada, and without expressing an
opinion as to its merits, he might say it had
produced a very strong feeling of indignation,
A mass meeting was held in Toronto to con-
demn the bill, and the people were so exas-
perated that they had called upon certain
members of the Government to resign. Other
meetings were held, viz. :—

Meeting at Harrington, North Oxford, 25th
March, 1563 :

Resolved,—That the Hon. W. Macpouvear,
has betrayed the interests of his constituents for
the sake of office.

Meeting at East Nissouri, 6th April, 1863 ;

Resolved,—That this meeting, while viewing
the manner in which the Hon. Wa. MacpoueaLn
has betrayed the interests of his constituents in
supporting Mr. Scort’s Separate School Bill, be-
lives it to be his duty to resign his seat in the
Provincial Parliament as member for the North
Riding of Oxford.

He had read these resolutions to show the
feeling which then prevailed, and he might
have quoted articles to prove that the measure
was regarded as 2 most iniquitous one. He
would give one or two from the Globe :—

We can hardly believe that a government
based on the double majority, will permit an al-
teration in our common school system in defiance
of the vote of an Upper Cunadian majority.

March 20th.—The prospects of Mr. Scor1’s bill
in the Upper House are not very bright. When it
was brought up from the Assembly, nobody rose to
move the first reading, and Sir ETienxe TacHE,
who, it will be remembered, introduced this last
Upper Canada Separate School Bill, which passed
into law, was about to assume this responsibility,
when Mr. McCRrEs, the newly elected Councillor
for the Western Division, came to the rescue.

The SpeakEr then very improperly suggested
Mr. Aikixs as the seconder, an office which the
member for the Home Division promptly declined.
No one else appearing, Mr. LETELLIER, a French
Canadian, seconded the motion. This is French
domination with a vengeance. We are not as-
tomished to find that there is a disposition to give
the bill strong opposition, regardless of the con-
sequences to the government.

April 11th.~~The bill passed the. second reading
in the Legislative Council, 11 0 13 irciz Upper
Canada. ’

In spite of every temptation, Upper Canada
stands true to her school system. The bill may
pass as other infamies have passed our Legisia-
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ture before, but it will not be by Upper Canada
votes. If our school system is destroyed, Lower
Canada must bear the shame of it.

April 21st.—Although the bill has passed
both Houses, and no number of meetings can
stay its progress, it is well for the people of Up-
per Canada to pronounce upon its merits. They
are deeply hart and mortilied by this treatment
they have received from Lower Canadians and
triitors among their own representatives. A sense
of personal wroug and injury exists which we
have never witnesved in so great a dezree before.
The iron of Lower Canada domination seems to
have touched the soul of the people and the wound
rankles. The word contempt does not express
the feeling which is " nanifested. There is a spice
of bitterness about it which takes it out of that
category.

But, notwithstanding these evidences of dis-
sutistaction, the act hecame law, and it re-
mained for the present Government, by this
scheme, to perpetuate the law.  He was sar-
prized that the Government. framed as it was,
should become parties to such a scheme. They
had not yet done with the school question,
They proposed o protect  the  Protestant
minority of' Lower Canadit, and a petition was
on the table exhibiting what wax desired. This
was proof cnoueh that the people were not
satisfied ; and whother or not the scheme of
Confederation were adopted, the Government
should bring in 2 weasure to do the petition-
ers justice, Then from Upper Cinada the
Roman Catholies asked to he placed in a posi-
tion precisely similar to that wlhich the Pro-
testants of Liower Cruada were seeking, and
it euch of these minorities were suffering in-
justice, why should not their complaints be
redressed before a Confederution took place ?
Let these measures prelude Confidevation,
and let not Parliument he asked to proceed
blindfold. e wus satistied that if the Inter-
colonial Railway project were tuken out of the
scheme, we would not hear mueh ahout it
afterwards. Some leading men in Halifux
had said, * the Railway first, and Confedera-
tion next.”

Hox. Mr. SANBORN—LHon, My, Trirey
had said that.

Hox. Mr. CURRIE—Then it would be
better to try the Confederation without the
railway. It would, after all, be much casier tor
the members from the Lower Provinces to
come to Ottawa than it used to be for the
members from Nandwich to go to Montreal at
the tine ol the wnion. The Grund Trunk
Raiway had cost the province a vast sum, but
then it Liad heen of vast service to the country.
But where is the company that would keep the
Intercolonial Railway ranning for its earnings,

the road and the rolling stock being made over
to them as a gift? Suppose a merchant from
Montreal wants to go to England, which road
will he prefer? Why, he would go by way of
Portland. Would any produce be sent over
such aroad? How much wheat was there
sent over the Grand Trunk, even in winter ?

Hon. Mr. FERRIER—A great deal.

Hox. Mr. CURRIE—How much from
Montreal? And why did we hear complaints
from Huron and Bruce?

SEVERAL VOICES—They have no rail-
way there. (Laughter.)

Hon. Mir. CURRIE—Was there not the
Buffalo and Lake Huron Railway passing
through Huron ? It was our duty to hesitate
and not to press on at railway speed, but to
act like prudent men. We were sent here to
place a check upon hasty legislation. But was
there ever such hasty legislation as this? Yet
as the Government were strong in Parliament,
they might attempt to press the measure with-
out the consent of the people. If they do, how-
ever, pursue such a course, they will perhaps
receive a check in Nova Scotia or New Bruns-
wick, for in these provinces they had no inten-
tion to pass the measure without a free and
full discussion. .

Hox. Mr. ROSS—Why, if' it was good for
them as the hon. member said, they might be
glad to do it. )

Hox. Mr. McCREA—If it was so unfa-
vorable for Cunada it must be in the same
ilegree fayorable to the Lower Provinces,

Ho~x. Mr. CURRIE—ObL, that does uot
by any means follow, they are a frugal, indus-
trious and intelligent people, and it may be
considered inadvisable by them to join a people
who, in the short term of ten years, by a course
of extravagance and prodigality increased the
expenses of their government nearly four hun-
dred per cent., independent of the increase of
the public debt. They might also call to mind
the Grand Trunk swindles,

Hon. Mr. ROSS—When the hon, member
suid that there had been Grand Trunk swin-
dles, he said what was not correct.

Hox. Mr. CURRIE—Perhaps he used a
wrong term. He meant Grand Trunk frauds.
Those people might hesitate about connecting
themselves with a people that had almost
brought themselves to the verge of national
bankruptey, and loaded themselves with such
a heavy tariff, they might recall to mind the
political dishonesty of our public men, men
who had so maligned and blackened the pub-
lic character of each other as to require a
wider stage and a new audience to witness



11

their future acts. They would also observe
that all formerly connected with the Grand
Trunk were urging this scheme forward. He
then accused the Government of bad faith in
bringing down these resolutions, instead of a
measure simply for the Canadas; that the
reform party only committed themselves to
the latter scheme when Mr. BRowN cntered
the Cabinet, but now it was only secondary.
To bear this out he read the following reso-
lution adopted by that party :—

Moved by Mr. Hore MoKENziE, and second-
ed by Mr. McGiverixn— That we approve of the
course which has been pursued by Mr. Brow~ in
the negotiations with the Government, and that
we approve of the project of a Federal union of
the Canadas, with provision for its extension to
the Maritime Provinces and the North-Western
territory, as one based on which the constitutional
difficulties now existing should be settled. 4

He was not personally opposed to Con-
federation in itself, but this measure was so
defective that he could not support it, bearing,
as it did, the seeds of decay apparent in its
details. He heartily concurred in the views
expressed recently at Halifax by a distinguished
Upper Canada Statesman—(MR. BROWN):—
“Qn a survey of the whole case, I do think
that there is no doubt as to the high advan-
tages that would result from a union of all
the colonies, provided that terms of union
could be found just to all the contracting
parties, and so framed as to secure harmony
in the future administration of affairs. But
it were wrong to conceal for a moment that
the whole merit of the scheme of union may
be completely marred by the character of its
details.” He asked who would not say that
the details of this measure did not so mar as
to spoil the scheme. If we are to have u Con-
federation, let it be put upon a proper and
permanent foundation, one that will be of ad-
vantage to this young and vigorous province,
and he expressed the hope that only such a
scheme would be sanctioned by Parliament.
(Hear, hear, and applause.)

It being nearly six o'clock, Hon. Mg.
Ross moved to adjourn the debate till the
morrow, which was carried.

The House then adjourned.

———

WEDNESDAY, February 15, 1865.

Hon. Mg. SEYMOUR said :—Honorable
gentlemen, I desire to make one or two re-

marks in reply to something which fell from
my honorable friend the Commissioner of
Crown Lands, in reference to the objections
T took on a former oceasion to the details of
this scheme. That honorable gentlemau,
after explaining one or two minor points, dis-
posed of the others by saying that I opposed
everything.  As that statemeut might imply,
if honorable members of this House were not
acquainted with me, that my eourse had been
factious, I desire to state what L have op-
posed. Haviag been always a strong advo-
cate of retrenchment and financial reform, I
have opposed the exorbitant expenses of the
Government. [ have opposed the cxtrava-
gance which has marle the expenses of the
civil vovernwent of Canada exceed those of
any other country on the tace of the globe,
in proportion to the revenue. I havealways
opposed the expenditure of mopey without
the authority of Purliament. (Hear, hear.)
I have always opposed the extravagant grants
and subsidics to the Grand Trunk Railway
Company. (Hear, hear.) My honorable
friend opposite (Hou. Mr. FERRIER) has
spoken of the benefit of the Grand Trunk
Railway, and of the great expenditure of
English capitalists in the work. It is true
the work was undertaken by them, but
Canada has borne her full share—has fulfil-
led every agreemcnt. And wore than that,
(snada has paid at the rate of thirty thousand
dollars per mile for her railways; Canada
has contributed £15,142,000 in principal,
and $5,400,000 in interest, without taking
into consideration a large number of smaller
watters. If a calculation be made from
these amounts, it will be found as I have
stated, that Canwla has paid at the rate of
$30,000 for all the railway which was re-
quired, npamecly, from Quebec to Toronto,
which would have connected with the Great
Western, and formed a Trunk line through
the province to Sarnia. If large sums have
been expended ; if large sums have been
squandered, have mnot Eoglish contractors
benefited 7 Are the people of Canada to be
blamed ? The scheme was planned by Eng-
lish capitalists, and Canada fulfilled every
obligation. (Hear, hear.) Now, there is
another matter which I bave opposed. I
bave always opposed the loose system of
management of the Crown lands, a system
by which our splendid domain has been frit-
tered away. 1 do not mean my remarks on
this subjcet to apply to my honorable friend,
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the present Commissioner of Crown Lands.
He has only been in office a few mouths, and
I have not read his report. But I refer to
the pust, and I say that the whole of that
do:uain has been squandered away in useless
There 15 another matter which I

expenses.
have opposed—the Militia Bill of 1862, I
admit that I opposcd that measure. That

was a measure which was going to entail
upon the country an cnormous expenditure,
which would have exhausted our resources
at a time when that expenditure was not
required. Why, honorable gendemen, was
not the 7Trent difficulty sertled at the time ?
Had not the American (fovernment complied
with the dewands of Great Britain, and what
threatened us to authorize that expenditure 7
There is one expenditure which [ opposed,
which might perhaps be questioned. I op-
posed the Supply Bill ie 1858, and I had
then voting with me, my honorable friend
the Commissioner of Crown Lards. (Hear,
and laughter.) Whether that vote can be
defended in a constitutional point of view, I
cunnot say ; but every vote 1 have given in
this House, or the other branch o)’ the Legis-
lature, hes beeu given in accordance with
what T couceived to be the interests of my
native country. (Hear.) My honorable
friend the Commissioner of Crown Lands,
alluded the other day to the conservative
feature of the Senate in the United States,
in allowing the same represeutation to small
states as to the larger states. But this does
not at all affect the general arrangewment,
because the lurge majority are large states.
But while my honorable friend approves of
this portion, he should have expressed an
opinion on the whole system. In the United
States, no change of coustitution can be ef-
fected without the consent of two-thirds of
both brauches of the Legislature, and that
must afterwards be sanctioned by three-
fourths of the state governments. This is
a conservative feature also. Then, what are
the constitutions of the state governments.
I bave here a clause taken from the consti-
tuticn of one of the states (Connecticut),
which provides that :—

Whenever a majority of the House of Repre-
sentatives shall deem it necessary to alter or
amend this constitution, they may propose such
alterations and ameudments, which proposed
amendments shall be continued to the next gen-
eral assembly, and be published with the laws
which may have been passed at the same session,
and if two-thirds of each house, at the next ses-
gion of said assembly, shall approve the amend-

ments proposed, by yeas and nays, said amend-
ments shall, by the secretary, be transmitted to
the town clerk in each town 10 this State, whose
duty it shall be to present the same to the inhab-
itants thereof, for their consideration, at a town
meeting legally warned and hel-! for that purpose;
and if 1t shall appear in a manner provided by
law, that a majority of the electors present at
such meetings shall have approved such amend-
ments, tLe same shall be valid, to all intents and
purposes, as a part of this constitution.

Thatis the wuy one of the oldest states
guards the rights and liberties of its people.
Then here is another extract from the con-
stitution of the state of Mississippi, one of
the new states, showing how the people there
arc protected against hasty innovation :—

Whenever two-thirds of the general assembly
shall deem it necessary to amend or change this
constitution, they shall recommend to the elec-
tors, at the next election for members of the gen-
eral assembly, to vote for or against a conven-
tion; and if it shall appear that a majority of the
citizens of the state, voting for representatives,
have voted for a convention, the general assem-
bly shall, at their next session, call a convention,
to consist of as many members as there may be
in the general assembly, to be chosen by the
qualified electors in the manner, and at the times
and places of choosing members of the general
assembly; which convention shall meet within
three months after the said election, for the pur-
pose of revising, amending, or changing the
constitution.

Now, in addition to this, what have we
seecn ? Have we not seen changes in the
constitution latterly in respect to slavery, and
have they acted upon this till they have
been ratified by the state governments ?
Now, compare this mode of procedure with
that adopted in regard to the scheme—and
very properly galled a scheme—of Confedera-
tion submitted to this [House. How were
these delegates called into existence ? Are
they not self-appointed ? (Hear.) Did not
the members of the Executive Council of
Canada constitute themselves delegates ?
(Cries of “ no, no,” and “ yes.”) And the
members of the Executive Councils of the
Lower Provinces, did they not also constitute
themselves delegates 7 ~They prepared a
scheme which they have laid before Parlia-
ment, and what is that scheme ? It was
embodied in resolutions sent to members of
the Legislature before the meeting of the
House, warked ¢ private,” both on the out-
side and inside. Did any honorable member
feel himself at liberty to go before his con-
stituents, and explain it to them ? Did an
honorable membher feel himself at liberty to
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call his constituents together, and say, here
is a scheme on which I will have to vote at
the next session of the Legislature? No, he
could not doit. Some of the newspapers did
publish what purported to be the resolutions,
but were they copied all over the country so
that the people might see and judge of them ?
No, they were not, and what was the reason ?
Did not the Provincial Secretary write his
mandate to the press, that any newspaper
that did not support Confederation, was not
to receive the Government patronage. Not
being an elective member, I did not feel
wyself at liberty to address the people on
these resolutions. Did any member take
them to his constituents and explain every
detail of them?

Hon.Mr. MACPHERSON—Dou'tlet the
houorable member endeavor to create a false
impression. I, for one, held two meetings
a day for some time, and fully explained the
scheme to my constituents.

Ho~n. Mr. SEYMOUR—Did my hon-
orable friend tell them how much this
Intercolouial Railway was to cost, or how
much Upper Canada was to pay forit? That
it was to be established by the Government,
and kept up as a public work. I should be
glad to hear my honorable friend on these
points before a popular assemblage. (Hear,
hear). We have been told by my honorable
friend the Commissioner of Crown Lands,
that concessions had to be made, but how
were these concessions made?  Unfortunate-
ly they were all made one way; they were
made to the Lower Provinces. No conces-
sions to Canada, East or West, but all in
favor of the Lower Provinces. And could
you expeet anything else would be the result
of the Convention, when the small province
of Prince Edward Island, and the small pro-
vince of Newfoundland, sent representatives
in the same manner and the same number
as the whole Province of Canada! Could it
have been expected that the delegates from
Canada would supply all the talent? How-
ever much I esteem the talents of the mem-
bers of the Executive Council, I believe
there are those in the L.ower Provinees who
possess the talent necessary to arrange a
scheme of this kind. When Canada, with
its 8,000,000 of population and $11,000,000
of revenue, was represented there by twelve,
and the Maritime Provinces, with only
800,000 of population and a revenue under
$3,000,000, was represented by nearly two to
one, could it be expected that a favorable

arrangement could be made. (Hear) My
honorable friend says that they voted by
provinces, but it was all the same. Now,
what was the first concession? The first
concession was in granting twenty eight
members of this House to those provinces,
with only 500,000 inhabitants aud payinga
small amount of reveoue, whereas in Upper
Canadawe have 1,500,000 of population, and
contribute $7,000,000 or $8,000,000 to the
revenue, and yet have only twenty-four
members. Here is the first concession to
make the Lower Provinces come in to sup-
port the scheme  And is it not a fuct that
this House will have the control of the
legislation to a certain extent, and are we
not entitled to it? Then there is another
point in connection with the Lower Pro-
vinces, which I will here notice. The
franchise is lower there— it is almost univer-
sal. Persons entered upon the assessment
roll for a small amount of personal property
may vote for members of the Confederate
Parlisment. Here members are elected by
persons assessed for real property tox certain
amount. This is another matter which
should have been attended to. 1t is not
right that members should be sent to the
General Parliament on these terms. (Hear,
hear.) The whole scheme is, in fact, a
history of concessions, and all on cne side.
The arrangemeat of the public debt at a
rate per head, instead of according to re-
venue, is another mistake. My fricnd, the
honorable for Saugeen (Hon. Mr. Mac-
PHERSON), whom I do not see in his place,
stated the other day that myargumeuts were
fallacious ; that in this case the rate per
head of population was the one which ought
to be adopted. Is not the revenue tle
means of payment of the debt? Is popula-
tion to be considered? I will satisfy my
honorable friend that his reasoning was not
correct, at least it is not what I would ex-
pect from a gentlen:an occu;iying the position
he does in the country. Is population al-
ways wealth? No. It is wealth when it
can be profitably employed; it is wealth
when you can employ it in manufactures, or
in the cultivation of good farming lands;
but lock at the case of Ireland, where popu-
lation has been a source of poverty.

Hon. Mr. MACPHERSON—What I said
was, that past revenue was not a fair cri-
terion of what each province was to pay.
In future we would have 2 uniform tariff. I
am sure that my honorable friend will not
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say that in this country population is a source
of poverty.

Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR—My honorable
friend says he adopts one plan for the past
and another for the future. What justice
is there in that? We have only to look at
the proposed system to see the effect it has.
If New Brunswick, with a million revenue,
be allowed to put her dcbt of seven millions
upon the Counfederation, then, upon the same
rule, Canada should enter into the Confedera-
tion with all her debt and more. The esti-
mated revenue of Capnada is eleven millions.
Any one could figure that out and see that
Canada should have had no debt left for the
local governments to pay ; but on this prin-
cipal of concessioun, why, of course, Canadx
must suffer. Now, to shew the working of
the system, look at the effect of the rate of
S0 cents a head. Upper Canada will pay
$1,540,000 to the General Government, and
receiveback $1,120,000 for the Loeal (vovern-
ment.  That is, supposing Upper Canada
contributes two-thirds of the revenue of the
united provinces. That has been admitted
by one who now holds a high position in the
Government. This is the fine scheme which
my honorable friend from Saugeen lauds.
You pay according to wealth, and the dif-
ference against Upper Canada is $120,000,
or in other words, Upper Canada pays
51,540,000 out of one pocket and receives
back $1,120,000 in the other. This is the
working of the system which has been car.
ried out, very much against the iuterests of
not only Upper Canada but all Canada. The
third concession is the amount to be paid to
Newfoundland, as a set-off against her not
being indebted. There may be, I admit, a
show of fairness in this, but the sum isa great
deal too large. Canada will go on increasing,
whereas from Newfoundland we can expeet
very little. The fourth matteris that of the S0
cents a head, to which I have just allude,
and I bave shown the working of that, and
it is decidedly against it. ~Then comes
the $63,000 a year to New Lrunswick.
for ten years. T was very glad to hear
my honorable friend from Saugeen (Hou.
Mr. Macpuenson) disapprove of that. I
am glad to find him, so strong a supporter of
this scheme, admit that that was wrong. I
have made my calculation in 2n Upper
Canada poiot of view. So long as the union
was maintained, however, my voice was never
raised by way of comparison. I desire to
maintain that union. = (Hear, hear.) But

now we are forced to take this scheme as it
is, without any amendment in any particular.
T only now wish to point out that of the
principal which this $63,000 represents, and
which my honorable friend from Saugeen
cannot endorse. Upper Canada will have to
pay $367,000. Then $150,000 a-year to
Newfoundland is a sixth concession, made
for worthless lands. This is equal to a capi-
tal of three millions. The lands of the other
provinces are well taken care of ; but those
in. Newfoundland, what are they worth?
They are entirely valueless. When my hon-
orable friend the Commissioner of Crown
Lands has all these lands to control, T am
sure he will have his hands full. The lands
of other provinces were worth retaining, and
they were left under their own management;
but as these happened to be good for nothing,
they were put upon the General Govern-
ment. Had they been good for anything,
they would also have been reserved. There
is another question. It is proposed to take
the government railways of New Bruoswick
and Nova Scotia, and make them provinecial
works. I suppose we shall be told that the
canals of Capada are also taken, and made
public works of the Confederation. But
there is a very great difference between these,
The railways had only au existence of a few
years, they would be worn out soon, and
must be kept up at the expense of the Con-
federate Government.  What advantage
could they be to the Confederate Govern-
ment?  What are our expenses now for
public works? Have we not seen the tolls
removed oa our canals, aud will it not be a
part of the poliey of the Confuderate Gov-
ernment to remove the rates paid on these
railways, and they will be kept up, as all
public works are, at an enormous loss to the
Government. ( tear, hear.) My honorable
friend from Niagara the other day, I thought,
on one point, was not quite correct in what
hésaid in respect to Upper Canada. (Laugh-
ter, and hear, hear.) From the census of
1861, I find that the cash-value of farms in
Upper Canada was $205,162,315, and in
Lower Canada $16%,432,5646, making a total
of $463,594,861. The live stock in Upper
Canada was valued at $53,227,516; in Lower
Canada, $24,572,124. Wheat, Upper Can-
ada, $24,640,425; Lower Canada, $2,563,
114, Other grains, Upper Canada, $38,-
123,340 ; Lower Canada, $23,534,703. Now,
in timber, mineral wealth, manufactures and
fisheries, Upper Canada is quite equal to
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Lower Canada and the Maritime Provinces.
I believe that if Upper Canada could be left
alonz, if it was not to be burthened and its
back broken by these concessions, the whole
of Canada would bucome still more prosper-
ous, provided we did not enter into any
further uscless and wasteful expenditure.
Compare these resources with those of the
Lower Provinces! The gallant Premier,
the other day, stated something with respect
to the wealth of those provinces—with res-
pect to their mines and timber. Bat the
timber must become exhausted, and conse-
quently that country cannot grow richer;
whilst in Canada, with a good productive
soil and an industrious population, we must
go on increasing in wealth. What is the
value of the mines which we are to get? In
Nova Scotia the royalty on coal is only $28,-
000, and the revenue derived from the gold
fields, $20,000 ; and what else have we to
obtain from these provinces? Why, in
Nova Secotia they have no timber, and con-
sequently their revenue cannot iacrease ;
whilst we in Canada must inevitably go on
and grow in prosperity, because the ele-
ments of our wealth are in the soil and
climate. (Hear, hear.)

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—Surely my hon-
orable friend does not pretend to say that
Nova Scotia cannot increase. Why, in the
last year it has doubled.

Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR—What else have
they besides their coal fields? It is not
pretended that they have any timber. If
you increase the tariff, you will increasc the
revenue; but it must not be expected that
the revenue can be doubled. They wil
lessen their consumption if you increase the
tariff. It is fallacious reasoning to say that
when you double the tariff you double the
revenue.

Hon, Mr. CAMPBELL—For the year
1859, the revenue of Nova Scotia was
$6%89,000, and it increased the next year to
$1,249,000, and went on increasing, and yet
my honorable friend says that it cannot in-
crease.

Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR—I have not the
statements which the honorable gentleman
has quoted from, but the figures I have given
are those of 1862. There are excise duties,
but I believe that the local duties will be
paid to the local governments. The com-
plaint which hasbeen made by Upper Canada
has been, that although they contributed
two-thirds or three-fourths of the revenus,

they did not possess a corresponding control
of the legislation, and that they did not re-
ceive back in proportion to the amount they
paid. Will this be remedied by this mea-
sure 7 Draw a live east of Montreal, and do
you not find the control of the legislature
there, in consequence of the concessions
made to the Maritime Provinces ?

Hox. Mr. CAMPBELL—The balance
will be restored when the Red River comes
in.
Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR--I am afraid that
no one here will live to see that country
come in. I have listeued with a good deal
of attention to the speeches of my honorable
friends, and I have read the reports of the
debates in the other branch of the Legisla-
ture, and the only argument I have hcard
brought forward in favor of this scheme, is
that it will strengthen the connection with
the Mother Country. (Hear, hear.) Now,
honorable gentlemen, I yield to no one in
saying that that connection ought not to be
broken. I say we are infinitely better here
under the flag of Great Britain than under
that of the United States. (Hear, hear.)
But no reason is assigned ; we are not told
in what way the connection is to be strength-
ened. Can you altar the geographical posi-
tion of the country ? Willyouhaveany more
people or meaps ? Your revenue is mot
increased, nor is your population, nor is your
geographical position altered. 1s it because
the people of the Lower Provinces are ready
to expend a large sum for the defence of the
country 7 Why, to show you what those
provinces consider it necessary to do in this
direction, I will read a short extract from a
statement of the Finanecial Secretary of Nova
Scotia :—

As regards the sum proposed to be granted for
the militia—$20,000—honorable gentlemen might
think it a large amount in the present state of the
finances ; but, looking at the large sum already
expended, and still being expended in Canada—
the efforts being made in New Brunswick for a
similar object—would it be creditable to uvs as
Nova Scotians, particularly considering the eflurts
put forth by the British Gove nment to protect
us, to expend a less sum.

The large sum of $20,000 was to be ex-
ended, and that at a time when the expen-
sive Militia Bill, to which 1 have aliuded, was
before this House. (Hear, hear) Twenty
thousand dollars was the sum that was pro-
posed by the Legislature of Nova Scotiz, the
next important colony to Canada, at a time

P
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when we were told here that we were in
danger from our neighbors across the line.
But soniething more was said by the Fin-
ancial Secretary. The present Premier was
pressing to strike out this item and put
$8,000 instead, and the Financial Secretary
said :

Under urdinary circumstances he would agree
with the honorable member as to striking out the
$12,000 extra grant for the militia ; but consider-
ing the lurge sum about to he expended on this
service by New Brunswick, the enormous ex-
penditure of the Home Government for our pro-
tection, and what they expected of us, he con-
sidered the appropriation necessary. He would
he ashamed of the (iovernment if they had not
proposed this vote, and he was prepared to stand
or fall by it, as he felt that the honor of the
country was at stake.

The honor of the country was at stake in
this $20,000. New Brunswick the same year
spent $15,000. Now, I opposed the expen-
sive Militia Bill submitted to this House;
but then the Ciovernment had expended over
half a million dollars a year in militia ex-
penses; and | admit they are going on very
properly pow. (ITcar, hear.) Then we
have been told that this Confederation
scheme is ¢oins to raise the credit of the
country. My honorable friend from Saugeen
ventured the statement that on the intelli-
gence of the adoption of these resolutions
in the Conference reaching Englind, funds
rose fiftcen to seventeen per cenmt. Now,
does any honorable gentleman suppose for a
moment that that was the cause for this rise.
[A voiece—It was.] T have here from the
files of the London TUmes, the quotations of
Canadian Securities, and on the Tth of
November,—the date of His Kxcellency’s
letter, eonveying information of the adoption
of' the scheme,——the inseribed stock was 86
to 90.

Hon. Mr. MACPHIERSON—I stated a
fact when 1 said that that rise took place in
consequence of the resolutivns. T would like
my honoruble fricnd to explain it in any
other way.

Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR—We know that
there are various causes which operats in
raising or depressing stocks in England,
the rate of interest of the Bank of England,
&e.  Well, on the Tth of November as I
said, the quotation was 86 to 90, and I find
that on the 25th Novemwber, giving time for
the news to reach England, it was only 88
to 92.  And now, with a strong probability
of the measure passing, what is the price ?
The last quotation is 81 to 83.

Hon. Mr. MACPHERSON —I suppose
the honorable member knows the reason of
this decline. Soon after what was done in
the Conference was known in England, the
St. Alban’s raid took place, and the con-
sequence of the eveats connected with that
was a fall of 17 or 18 per cent. in our secu-
rities.

Hon. Mr. SEYMXOUR.—In consequence
of the wise policy of the statesmen of Eng-
land friendly relations had been maintained
with oar neighbours. It is true the pass-
port system was put on, but it isto be removed
again, and all things are to become as they
were before, with the exception, perhaps, of
the Reciprocity Treaty. IKvery man of
business knows that that rise in stocks was
not caused by anything connected with the
Confederation scheme. Why should it?
What is it that increases the value of stozks
and depreciates them ? Is it not the confi-
dence of capitalits who have invested in
them, that the interest will be paid. But
under this Confederation scheme will not
our expenses be increased. This Intercolo-
nial Railway must be built and kept up, and
this must be at the cost of Canada. You
have got your local governments to keep up,
and you have got your Confederate Govern-
ment to keep up, and if we look at the ex-
pericnce of the pasi, is it likely there will
be any reduction in the fature? (Hear,
hear.) I have got figures here to shew what
the cost of the two governmeunts was before the
union of the provinces. The whole expense
of the government of Lower Canada, with the
salaries of officers, &c., was £57,618. Tn Up-
per Canada we were as economical. We were
then under the rule of the family compact,
and a worse compact we might have. (Hear,
hear, and laughter.) They were high-mind-
ed, and they did not stoop to matters of cor-
ruption, as others have done since. (Hear,
hear.) The whole expenses of the two gov-
ernments were only a little over £100,000a
year. What are theynow? Some two years
ago the expenses of the civil government
alone, not including the cost of the militia,
were $3,000,000. Here, in a little more
than twenty years, the expenses have in-
creased seven-fold, notwithstanding that we
have only one Goverument. Now, what are
we to expect from the Counfederate Govern-
ment?  Every honorable member knows
that things must be made pleasant for every-
body, and when you are forming a Confed-

erate Government, these expenses must be
coutinued. You cannot turn people adrift,
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and you must either employ or pension them.

Are we to suppose that because there is a
Federation, these expenses will be lessened?
I admit that in the Lower Provinces they
have managed their affairs with less expense
than we have. But now we will bave the
local governments to pay for. We will
have ancther staff to keep up for each pro-
vince, which will add very materially to our
expenses. The money must come out of the
pockets of the people, who will have to pay
it either by direct or iudirect taxation.
What possible difference can it make to the
people of this country, whether they pay it
directly by taxation or in duties. Dircct
taxation must be imposed, and that to a large
extent, by the local governments.

It being six o’clock, the SPEAKER left the
Chair.

After the dinner recess,—

Hox. Mgr. SEYMOUR, continuing his
remarks,said—-I think, honorable gentlemen,
that, taking into covsideration the vast im-
portance of this scheme—its importance in a
financial point of view alone, without saying
one word about the principle of changing the
constitution without consulting the people—
there should be an appeal to the country
before it is carried into effect. A point
which I did not enter fully into before the
recess was the argument that Confederation
would strengthen the connection with the
Mother Country. Now, do we not see all the
financial reformers in England, with the
Times and other influential organs of the
press, which on financial grounds were desir-
ous of separating the colonies from the present
state, all advocating this measure in the
warmest possible manner? Undoubtedly the
" imperial government will sanction the scheme,
but it is the policy now of that Government
to sanction anything of a local character that
the colonies desire. Well, in addition to the
the press that is favorable to the separation
of the colonies from the Mother Country, and
financial reformers like Gorpwin SmirH
and others who have favored the same views,
what was stated a short time ago by the
Under Secretary of State for the Colonies
to his coustituents 7 In speaking of this
scheme, he said it was favored by the Imperial
Government for the purpose of preparing us
for a change in our relations ; for the pur-
pose of educating us to defend ourselves.
(Hear, hear.) Was it not very strong lan-
guage, coming as it did from no less a per-
sonage than the Under Secretary for the

3

Colonies, that the Tmperial Government is
ready to favor a separation whenever we
asked for it ? (Hear, hear.) Now, I am
not one ofs those honorable gentlemen who
wish to see the day arrive when the colonies
will ask for such scparation. I am not one
of those who wish to educate the people to
that idea, but would rather impress upon
them the paramount importance of endea-
voring to maintain the union and connection
with the Mother Country. (Hear, hear,)

Hon. Mr. DEBEAUJEU—What is the
opinion of the foreign press with regard to
us? Has it not threatened us, so that it is
our duty to be prepared ?

Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR~I suppose my
honorable friend alludes to the press of the
neighboring republic. We have certainly
gcen some of those newspapers, but very few
of them threatening to invade and overrum
us, but have you heard anything of that kind
from the Gtovernment of the country, and
are not our relations with it of the most
friendly character? Are you to be governed
in your conduct by the rash utterances of a
few newspapers,—perhaps sensation news-
papers ? .

Ho~n. Mzr. MACPHERSON—Has not
Mr. SEWARD threatened us?

Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR—Not since he
entered the (rovernment. (Hear, hear, and
laughter.

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—Yes, just be-
fore the last presidental election.

Hox. Mgr. SEYMOUR—Well, that is a
matter of very little importance. (Lauglter.)
Now, honorable gentlemen, I have shown
that this scheme has no precedent, even on
the other side of the line. Among all the
wild republican theories of our neighbors,
they have never proposed to change the
Constitution in this manner—never changed
it, at all events, without the consent of the
people, obtained in some form or other.
Reference has been made, I think, by my
honorable friend in front (Hon, Mr. Ross)
to the uvion of England and Ireland. Well,
every houorable member knows the means
employed to bring about that union. May,
in his Constitutional History, states that
£1,500,000 sterling were spent in carrying
it. But how was the rcpresentation dealt
with in thas case 7 Did England, being the
richer country, possessing the largest share
of wealth and capital, give a preponderance
of the representation to Ircland, as we pro-
pose to give to the Lower Provinces ?
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Hon. Mz. ROSS—That was a legislative
union, while in this the representation will
be based on population.

Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR—Tbat does not
affect the case. After the Irish union was
effected, what was the representation of Ire-
land in the House of Commons? It was
100 members in a total number of 656 ; and
in the House of Lords 28 Pcers,in a House
of 450 members. And although it was con-
sidered by England an absolute nceessity
that the union should be brought about, she
did not give a preponderance, and scarcely a
fair share, of the representation to the sister
kingdom.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—That is because in the
English Parliament they do not recognize
the principle of representation by population.

Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR—My hon. friends
will say that this proposed echange is ncither
American nor English.

SEVERAL HOON. MEMBERS—-TIt is
Canadian. (Hear, hear.)

Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR--No, it is neither
onc nor the other; it is a mongrel Constitu-
tion. (Lavghter.) In England no import
ant change in the laws is ever carried with-
out heing discussed in Parliament, session
after scssion, followed by au appeal to the
people upon it. Even so umimportant a
change—or what would, in comparison with
this scheme, be here regarded as so unim-
portaut a change—as the extensisn of the
tranchise has been discussed in Parliament
for years, and submitted to the people before
passing into law, Now, I would like to en-
quire of honorable gentlemen, what are the
legitimate functions of the Legislature of this
country. Do we not assemble here for the
purpose of enacting good and wholesome
laws for the people?  (Hear, hear,) Those
laws may be repealed, if they chance not to
meet public approval ; but here ycu propose
to change the Constitution—to change the
whole frabric of society—in fact to revolu-
tionize society, without asking the consent
of the people, and without the possibility—
ab any rate, the reasonable possibility—of
this important change ever being reconsid-
ercd, Does not this important subject affect
every freeholder in the country as much ag
it affects us, and arce there not thousands of
people in the country who have as great an
interest in it as the members of the Exscu-
tive Council of Canada? And yet forsooth
these gentlemen prepare a scheme, bring it
down to this House, and tell the reprosenta.

tives of the people that they are not at liberty
to ascertain the wishes of the people respect-
ing it, nor to alter it in any manner, but
must take it as it is.  Still we are told, not-
withstanding all this, that this is freedom,
and that we are a free people.

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL— You are at
liberty cither to accept or reject it.  (Hear,
hear.)

Hon. Mr. SEYMOUR—Well, that is all
very well, but we are told we must accept
the scheme as it is; and all the influence
that the Government can usc—which I fear
will be successfully used—(hear, hear)—will
be employed to carry it through without the
people having an opportunity of saying yea
or nay upon it. We are told it is not Brit-
ish to permit this—even to pass a short act
allowing the people to vote upon it; but if
this is not DBritish, neither is the proposi-
tion itself. (Hear, hear.) I entreat hon-
orable members not to pass a measure of
this importance without delaying it some
little time, at all events, for the purpose of
obtaining an expression of public opinion
upon it.  The people who are to be governed
by it, who are for all time to come to live
under this Constitution, certainly have a
right to be consulied before it iz consum-
mated ; and for the special well-being of
the country, I hope and trust it will not pass
without affording them that opportunity.
(Hear, hear.)

——

TavrspAY, February 16, 1565,

Hon. Mg. SIMPSON said—I think it
was said by a wise man that there is nothing
new under the sun. But had Sorovoy
the scheme now before the House presented
to him, he would probably have changed his
opinion. Possibly nothing new can be said
on the subject of representation by popala-
tion, or even on the scheme now before the
House ; but representing, as I do, one of the
largest and wealthiest constituencies in
Upper ‘Canada, I think it necessary for me
to give my reasons for the position I have
felt it my duty to take in reference thereto.
It has been stated that the elections which
have lately taken place have gone in favor
of the Government ; but, even if such were
the case, how could it possibly be otherwise,
seeing that men of all shades of politics have
united in forming a happy family. We have
seen those who have beca for almost a life.
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time antagonistic to each other opening their
arms, as was so well and eloquently depictod
the other evening by the honorable member
from Montreal (Hon. Mr. FERRIER), and
embracing each other; and we have been
led to imagine that the millenium, so long
predicted and anxiously looked for, has,
so far as Canada is concerned at all events,
at length arrived. (Laughter.) We are to
have no more discord and no more strife, but
are henceforth to live in harmony the one
with the other. It has been asserted that
in regard to myself I owe nly return without,
opposition to the fact that I avowed myself
in favor of the Confederation of the pro-
vinces on the basis submitted. This is not
correct. I held no meetings; I made no
speeches ; and in no instance was I asked
what were my views in regard to the scheme;
and, if honorable gentlemen will permit me,
I will read a portion of my short address to
the electors. It is as follows :—

You will reasonably expect me to give my
views on the important constitutional chanies
that are now contemplated. No one at all ac-
quainted with the effects produced upon our legis-
gislation and on the general prosperity of the
country, by the unhappy sectional difficultics
existing between Upper and Lower Canada, but
must have felt that some remedy should be found
for those evils. Whether the very able gentle-
men who have so strangely united to solve and
remove these difficulties will be able to accomplish
their praiseworthy task, time alone can tell. We
need the details before being able to pronounce
an opinion ; but heartily (and I hope in common
with every well-wisher of their country) I most
earnestly pray that they may succeed.

It will be seen that here I simply state
that the gentlemen who had so strangely
come together would be entitled to the thanks
of the country if they were able to agree
upon a scheme which would solve the ad-
mitted difficulties between Upper and Lower
Canada. But as I have read from my
address, so I still maintain that, before we
can be expected to express an intelligent
opinion, we ought not simply to have half a
scheme, but the details of the scheme in its
entirety. If we refer to the election in
North Ontario, where the Honorable Pro-
vincial Seeretary had been the representative,
and who returned for re-election after accept-
ing office in the present Government, we
find that he was defeated by a gentleman
(Mr. M. C. CaMERON) who is known to be
an opponent to the project. Andif we take
the more recent election which occurred in
South Ontario, we find the contest between

two gentlemen, both personal friends of my
own, and both of whom were favorable to
the principle, but who pledged themselves
that before it became an accomyjlished fact,
it should, so far as their vote would extend,
be subunitted for the approval of the people.
And T would be greatly deceived if the gen-
tleman who has now the honor to represent
that riding in the other branch of the Legis-
lature (Mr. G1BBS) shall be found support-
ing the scheme unless that course be first
taken. We need the details before it is
possible that we can pronounce upon the
scheme and consider it on its merits.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—You have the details.

Hon. Mr. SIMPSON—The details are
unfortunately the very things that are want-
ing—they are the marrow of the whole
affair. (Ilear, hear.) When the agitation
for representation by population was first
started in Upper Canada, [ stated that T had
no confidence in it as a eure for the evils
we complained of, and I then, and have
ever since, felt that it would be better
for the two provinces to separate than
to create sectional jealousics and strife by
the demand for an 1ncreased representation,
and the religzious cries associated with it.
For my part, I have never, like some honor-
able gentlemen of this House, attended and
presided over that kind of political organi-
zations known as conventions, not believing
these to be the proper means of redressing
the grievances under which the country
labored. The effect of those conventions
was to add fuel to the agitation which was
already sundering the couuntry. That such
should be the result I deeply regret,inasmuch
as some of the dearest friends I have in the
world are not only Lower Canadians, but
adherents of a different faith. The fruit
of this sectional hostility and discord we now
see in the demand which has sprung up for
Federation with all its concomitant burdens.
I can lay no blame to my conscience for
having assisted to bring about so uanatural
a state of things, and whatever may be the
consequences of the new condition of politi-
cal existence towards which we are appa-
rently drifting, my skirts, I rejoice to say,
are clear, for I have bad no haud or part in
it. We are told that if this scheme is car-
ried out, Upper Canada will be entitled to the
great advantage of having in the House of
Commons of the Federal Government 17
additional members. But what real advan-
tage is thisto be tothe country ? Do we desire
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17 additional members for the purposc of
crushing Lower Canada—is that what is
meant ? I answer,no. But even supposing we
have 17 additional mewbers—supposing re-
presentation by population is conceded in the
new order of things—what will be the gain
to Upper Canada? Will these 17 new
members cure the evils of which we
complain ?  Will they be able to reduce the
excessive expenditures under which we are
now laboring, and which have been one of
the causes of the agitation for constitutional
changes ! I do not believe a word of it.
Supposing U pper Canadu has a larger repre-
sentation by that npumber than Lower
Canada, you must remember that Lower
Canada, with the Kastern Provinces, is en-
titled to 112 members; so that Upper
Canada would still be in a large minority of
the whole House. My honorable friend the
member for Niagara (Hou, MMr. CURRIE) has
brought before the Housc a number of valu-
able statistics bearing on this question, and
I must say I deeply regret the members
of the Government sitting in this Chamber
have not attempted to refute them. If
these figures werc wrong, they were easily
susceptible of being so proved, especially
by so-able a gentlewan as the Ilonorable
Commissioner of Crown Lands. But he has
not attempted the task, inasmuch as he
knows it would be a hopless one. I hold in
my hauds a statement furnished by the
Auditor General to the Minister ¢t Finance,
from which it appears that our debt amounts
to $75,078,000, and deducting sinking fund
and bankers’ balances, $7,182,000, leaving
a balance of $68,446,000 as the actual debt
of Canada, to be borne by the people of this
province under any scheme that can be con-
cocted. I we assume that the cost of the
International Railway will he $20,000,000
—and from the expericnce afforded by the
Greud Trunk there is too much reasen to
fear it will be double that amount—the pro-
portion which Upper Canada would have to
bear would be %15,000,000, and this added
to the already existing debt, wonld make our
direct debt $%3,446,000. This increase in
our debt will be one of the fruits of Con-
federation. DBut it may be said that the road
will yield a revenue, though every member
of the House who knows anything of rail-
way statistics, and the character of the coun-
try to be traversed by the International Rail-
way, must kvow that this is impossible.
My honorable friend from Toronto (Hon,

Mr. Ross) when he issued his flaming pro-
spectus to the capitalists of England fondly
hoped that the Grand Trunk would pay 113}
per cent. on the investment. But we know
how these expectations have been disap-
pointed by the actual result, and so far from
there being grounds to hope that the Inter-
colonial Railway will occupy a better position,
there is too much reason to fear that it will
be still worse. Why, the cost of its main-
tenance could hardly be less than $500,000
per annum heyond all its receipts. How
then could such a work be considered to be
of benefit to the country ?

Hon. Mr. ROSS—In the same way as the
canals—Dby cheapening the cost of transport-
ation.

How. Mr: SIMPSON—This is impossible.
It costs two cents per ton per mile to move
freight by rail, and as the distance from To-
routo to Halifax is 1168 miles, it would cost
52.28 per barrel to move flour from Toronto
to that port ; while a barrel of flour can now
be sent »@ the St. Lawrence at 50 cents or
under, and »i@ New York at 53 cents. Tak-
ing another view of the scheme, in its finan-
cial aspect, we find that Canada now con-
tributes, in all f rms, to the support of the
General Government, over $10,000,000 per
annum. No one will say that we shall be
called upon to contribute less under Confed-
cration. And if we add to this sum the in-
terest, at five per cent., on the additional debt
of §15,000,000 created by the proposed rail-
way and the expense of two local govern-
ments, assuming them to cost $1,000,000
each, which is below the mark, with $1,000,-
000 to be expended annually on the militia,
as well as our share of maintaining and run-
ning the railway, we will find that the people
of the two Canadas will be called upon to
contribute 814,200,000 annually, instead of
the $10,000,000, as at present. And I would -
ask honorable gentlemen if the country is in
a position to bear this additional burden ?
(Hear, hear.) Really, looking at the ques-
tion of expense, I am not sure whether I
would not be in favor of returning to the
primitive system of administering the affairs
of the country—in preference to having this
scheme—by a Governor in Council. (Laugh-
ter.) For there is no question that our an-
nual expenditure will be, under Confedera-
tion, at least many millions more than at
prescnt, with the cost added thereto of main-
taining and running the Intercolonial Rail-
way—a work which can never pay.
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Hon. Mr. FERRIER—It was predicted
wher it was proposed to build the Rividre
du Loup section of the Grand Trunk that it
would never pay, but the fact is that for the
last two years it has not only paid expensecs,
but has given a profit.

Hon. Mr. SIMPSON—I should not con-
tradict the honorable gentleman, because he
knows more about Grand Trunk matters
than I do, or most other people; but my late
respected friend, Mr. FREER, who was the
lessee of that section during two or three

ears, told me that, while ggeeiving a subsidy
of $18,000 per annum for running it, with
the free use of four engines, and with a
suitable equipment of roliing stock, it would
have ruined him had he continued to work
the line even on those apparently favorable
terms.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER—It is perhaps use-
less for me to say anything more, as the hon-
orable gentleman will not believe what Isay,
—(Hon. Mr. SimpsoN—Ilear, hear)—but
all I can state is, that a premium was offered
for the lease of the line, but the company
determined to take possession of it.

Hon. Mz, SIMPSON—DBut the real ques-
tion is, what was the cost of original con-
struction, the intcrcst on that amount, and
th: cost of maintenance ? Take these charges
into account, and it would require a pretty
large rental to cover them, much larger, 1
think, than any responsible person would
offer for a lease of the line. As tothe In-
tercolonial Railway, we have no information
from the government respecting the route
to be followed or the length or cost of the
road ; but from figures I have been able to
obtain, the following may be taken to be
nearly correct :—

Miles To be
built.  buiit.
From Halifax to Truro.......... G5 ..
.. Trurd to Shediac.......... .. 90
Shediac to St. John ....... 108 .
St. John to St. Andrews
(under contract)........ .. 73
St. Andrews to Woodstock.. 50 ..
Woodstock to RivierduLoup .. 160
223 325

The total length of road from Rivitre du
Loup is 548 miles; add from Riviere du
Loup to Quebee, 120 miles; Quebec to Mont-
real, 170 miles; Montreal to Foronto, about
380 miles ; ge that we have a total of 1,168
miles over ghich it is gravely proposed to
send flour and other heavy produce during

the winter months. (Hear, hear.) As has
been already stated, before a barrel of flour
could reach Halifax from Toronto, it would
be nearly eaten up in expenses. [An honor-
able member—There would be nothing
left but the hoops. (Laughter).] It has
been urged that under Confederation an
active trade would spring up between Canada
and the Maritime Provinces. A trade in
what ?  What have we to send them ex-
cepting flour and the coarser grains? The
former, as has been shown, cannot be sent,
and the latter they do not require. The
principal articles of export from the Lower
Provinces are fish, timber and ships. We
can take a moderate quantity of fish; but
our forests supply us with an abundance of
timber, and the ship yards of Quebec turn
out some of the finest sailing ships in the
world. The true markets for the principal
staples of export for these provineces are
New York and Boston. Small vessels from
thirty to fifty tons, laden with fish, run from
the Maritime Provinces to these ports,
where they disposc of their cargoes and
purchase with the proceeds corn meal, flour,
pork, molasses and other necessaries. But
it has been left for our Canadian statesmen
to propose new political alliances in order
to divert trade and commerce from their
natural channels. It is yet further said in
favor of Confederation that it will increase
our power of defence. In the ordinary ae-
ceptance of the term, union undoubtedly is
strength ; but there arc cases in whicl
union, instead of being a source of strength,
is in reality an element of weakness. If we
could attach the territory possessed by the
moon to these provinces, and obtain the as-
sistance for our joint defence of the man
who is popularly supposed to inhabit that
luminary, we might derive strength from
the Confederation. (lLaughter.) But al-
though John Bull is accused of doing many
foolish things, I am persuaded that the
Motlier Country is far too wise to entrust
the lives of her valuable soldiers when sent
to our defence—as in case of nced I feel
well assured they would be—in passing over
a road so liable to attack and so easy of
destruction by our neighbors on the other
side, should we unfortunately cver become
involved with them in war, which I sincerely
pray may never occur. (Iear, hear.) In
conclusion I have simply to say that I cannot
possibly vote for the scheme before the
House, and thereby deprive the wealthy and



intelligent freemen, who have twice elected
me unanimously, of a constitution obtained
by long years of struggle, without knowing
what we have to offer them in its stead.
(Cheers.)

—_——

Fripay, February 17, 1865,

Hox. Mr. CURRIE said—Hon. gentle-
men, with the consent of my hon. friend
opposite (Hon. Mr. Dicksox) who is en-
titled to the floor, in consequence of having
moved the adjournment of the debate, 1
rise for the purpose of proposing the resolu-
tion which for some leagth of time has been
before the Ilouse, on the notice-paper. It is
one which, I think, should commend itself
to the good sense and impartial judgment
of the members of this ITonorable House;
and I shall be surprised if it shall mect any
degree of opposition from the hon. gentle-
men representing the Government in this
branch of the Legislature. (IIcar, hear.)
The resolution is as follows :—

That upon a matter of such great importance
a3 the purposed Counfederation of this and certain
other British colounies, this Tlouse is unwilling to
assume the responsibility of assenting to a mea-
sure involving so many important considerations,
without further manitustation of the public will
than has yet bezn declared.

It is not aimed at either the destruction
or the defeat of the resolutions before the
House. It simply asks for delay until such
time as the people of the country can more
fally exzpress their views on the matter, than
they have hitherto had an opportunety of
doing. 1fon. gentlewen, I stated, when I
first addressed this Chamber in reference to
the proposed address, that T was not opposed
to the Confederation of the British Pro-
vinces in itsclf, but that I was opposed to
many of the details cmbraced in the reso-
lutions upon which this Iousc is asked to
found an Address to IHer Majesty the
Qucen. The hon. gentleman (Hon. Mr. Ross)
who followed me upon that occasion, stated
among other things, that I had attempted
to deery the Lower Provinces, and that I
had attewpted also to deery the ecredit of
Canada. T appeal to hon. members present,
who were good enough to listen to me on that
occasion, to point out a single word which I
sail, reflecting upon the credit of the people
of the eastern provinces. Instead of having
said anything to their diseredit, I thought

I bad paid them a very high compliment.
So far from reflecting upon the character of
the public men of those provinces, I alluded
to but one of them by name, the Hon. Mr.
Tiorey, and I paid him the compliment,
which he fully merits, of stating that he
must be ranked among the leading and most
prominent of British American statemen.
(Hear, hear.) As to my decrying the credit
of Canada—if, to tell the truth—if, to speak
the honest convictions of one’s mind—if; to
state to the world what the Public Accounts
of our country tel® us—if this be to deery
the credit of our country—then I am guilty
of the charge. But the hon. gentleman went
on anl told us, that my speech was so illo-
gical that it was unworthy of notice.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—I did not say that.

Hox. Mr. CURRIE—The hou. gentle-
man said what amounted to that. And yet
to my astonishment he found it necessary to
reply to mein aspeech four columns in
length—a specch, however, in which he
failed to controvert a single position which
I had the honor to take on that occasion.
Then T was charged with having attacked
statements of fact made by our public men.

Hox. Mr. ROSS—Hear! hear !

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—The hon, gentle-
man from Toronto says ‘¢ Hear, hizar” But
I ask, is it not the duty of hon. gen-
tlemen, standing on the floor of this
House, to correct misstatements which have
been seut to the country? Was I doing
anything more than my duty, when, in
my humble way, I endeavored to correct
what, if not misstatements, were at least
evidently incorrect statements? We have
bad too much of that kind of thing in this
country. And since my hon. friend from
Toronto (Hom. Mr. Ross) has chosen to
remind we of it, I must say that I think it
is much to be regretted that certain state-
ments have been made in this country, and
sent from this country, which, instead of
helping to build up our credit, have done
much to injureit. (Hear, hear.) Perhaps
I could not allude to anything more forcibly
in point, than the flaming prospectus sent to
the world under the auspices of my hon.
friend from Toronto, in which he promised
the confiding capitalists of England a
dividecd of 113 per cent, on the stock they
might subscribe to the Grand Trunk Rail-
way.

Hox. Mr. ROSS—Was it not 11} 7
(Laughter.)
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Hon. Mr. CURRIE—No; he was uot so
modest as to put it at 11%. (Laughter.) It
was 11} per cent. I was charged with
attacking the statements of the Hon. Mr.
Triiey. Istated, when last addressing the
House, that Hon. Mr. TILLEY informed a
public meeting—I think in St. John, New
Brunswick—that the tariff of Canada wasin
fact an 11 per cent. tariff, and my hon. friend
from Toronto said that Hon. Mr. TILLEY was
correct in making that statement.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—What I said was that
the average duty on the whole imports of the
country, including the free goods, was 11
per cent.

How. Mi. CURRIE—Then I must say
that that is a very novel way of arriving at
the tariff of a country—to take all the duti-
able goods, to add to them all the free goods,
and then to average the duty on the whole.
It may be a very convenient, but it is not a
correct or honest mode in my opinion.

Hon. Mgr. ROSS—It is precisely what
Hon. Mr. T1LLEY did ; and I did it in the
same way.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—My hon. friend
told us that our present able and talented
Finance Minister had stated the tariff of
our country to be an 11 per cent tariff. T
asked my hon. friend when the Ifinance
Miunister stated that ?

Hon. Ma. ROSS—I said that, taking
the statements Hon. Mr. GALT had fur-
nished with reference to the tariff of customs
duties, and the amount of imports of dutiable
and free goods, and finding the average of
the whole to be 11 percent., Hon. Mr. TILLEY
had made a statement based on Hon. Dr.
Garr's own figures.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—-I find the rcport
makes my hou. friend say, that ¢ The Hon.
Mr. TrLLey had quoted the figures of our
own Minister of Finance.” He was wrong
in that statement, because Hon. Mr. TILLEY,
on the occasion I referred to, had quoted the
figures furnished by the Comptroller of New
Brunswick.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—-The Comptroller of
New Brunswick could not furnish the figures
of the trade of Canada.

Hon. Mgr. CURRIE—Surely my -hon,
friend willremember, that, to give official force
to the statement of Hon. Mr. T1LLEY, he said
that, after the Comptroller of the province
had reviewed our tariff, he came to the con-
clusion that it was but an 11 per cent. tariff.
I quote from the report :—

Hon. My, Tirtey had quoted the figures of our
own Minister of Finance, and the hon. membe:
had represented’him as not speaking the truth,
but as, in effect,fattempting to deceive those whom
he addressed. ;

Hox. Mr. CURRIE begged to know when
the Finance Minister of Canada had stated
the average duties collected in Canada were
11 per cent. When he (Ion. Mr. Ross) de-
sired to he no longer interrupted, I ceased to
interrupt him, and he did not give me an
answer to, the question. But, if the hon.
member from Toronto will turn to the cele-
brated specch of the Mivister of Finance
made only the other day at Sherbrooke, he
will find that 1lon. Mr. GALT puts the Canada
tariff at 20 per cent.

Hon. Mgz. ROSS — But Le did not in-
cluded the frec goods ; that is all.

Hox. Mr. CURRIE — No; he did not
include the free goods. But I say thatif
he had taken the valuc of dutiable goods, as
we find it given in the Trade Returns of
1863 — the last complete returns for a year
that we have — instead arriving at the con-
clusion that we had a tariff of only 20 per
cent., he would have found that the actual
duty on the dutiable goods imporied in 1863
was 22} per cent. (Hear, hear.) Then my
hon. friend from Toronto came to the assiz-
tance of Mr. Ly~ncm of Halifux. And, not
stopping there, he undertook the defence of
the present President of the Couscil (Hon.
Mr. Brown) and the Provincial Secretary
(Hon. Mr. McDougatn.) Iiconfess I wasa
little amused, and somewhat surprised to
find my hon. friend from Toronto becoming
the apologist and champion of those hon.
gentlemen, who, I helieve, are :perfectly
competent on all occasions to take care of
themselves — even without the assistance of
my hon. friend. (Hear, hear.) He next
aliuded to the propriety and necessity —
when the people of Canada were on the point
of forming a partnership with the other pro-
vinees — of our knowing what the assets of
those provinces were—what stock they were
bringing into the common concern. I had
ghewed that we had a great many valuable
public works — some of them of a profitable
character. My hon. friend told us that the
Lower Provinces too were engaging in profit-
able works. He told us that New Brunswick
had spent eight millions _of dgllgrs on rail-
ways, and Nova Scotia six millions— and
that from those railways those provinces
were getting a net revenuc of $140,000, or
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$70,000 a year each, which would go into
the revenue of the General Governement.
Well, hon. gentlemen, when such statements
are made on the floor of this House, they of
course go abroad, and those who make them

ought to be well satisfied that they are based,

on reliable facts.

Hon. Miz. ROSS—So they were.

Hox. Mz. CURRIE — Well, I was very
much struck by the hon. gentlemen'’s state-
ment. [ was surpriscd to find it stated, in
the first place, that those provinces had
already spent so much on railways, and, in
the next place, that those railways in the
eastern provinces were so much more pro-
fitable and paid so much better than the
railways in Canada. Now, I find, on looking
at the Public Accounts of those provinces
—the very latest available — that the New
Brunswick railways cost $4,275,000, and
that the Nova Scotia railways cost $4,696,-
233—that the New Brunswick railways in
1862 paid $21,711 net, and the Nova Scotia
railways, $40,739—making together,instead
of $140,000 for the two provineces, as stated
by my hon. friend from Toronto, the small
sum of §62,450. And this too, hon. gentle-
men will bear in mind, was from new rail-
ways, or railways comparatively new — and
they will find, if they take the trouble to
examine the accounts, that the cost of the
repairs of those railroads, as of every other
railroad after it has become somewhat worn,
is increasing ycar by year.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—The House will recol-
lect that I took the figures which were
prompted to me while speaking.

Hon. Mgr. CURRIE — That is the
mistake which, I fear, has been committed
during the whole of this discussion. (Hear,
hear.) Our public men have been too
reckless in making statements—statements
in the cast, as to the prosperity of Canada;
and statements in the west, as to the wealth,
property and resources of those eastern
provinces. Now, hon. gentlemen, let us
look at our public works, which my hon.
friend in a measure tried to be-little and
decry.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—1I did not be-little
them; I said that indirectly they were of
of great value to the country.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—Yes; and directly
too. I find, by the Public Accounts of the
provinee, that in 1863 the net revenue of
our public works—all of which are going
to the Confederate Government—yielded to

this province a net revenue of $303,187—
and that our public works cost this pro-
vince, taking the amount set down in the
statements of affairs of the province, $25,-
931,168. So much for the stock—so far as
the public works at all events are con-
cerned—that this province is prepared to
put into the partnership with the other
provinces. (Hear, hear.) I shall refer no
further to the remarks made by my hon.
friend from Toronto in answer to the few
words I addressed to the House the other,
day, beyond expressing my regret that my
hon. friend should not merely have been
dissatisfied with the statements T made, but
that he should have called upon me to take
exception to the style and the manner in
which my remarks were submitted to the
Honorable House.

IHow. Mr. ROSS—TI said, the temper
and tone.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—From the atten-
tion you were kind enough to give me, hon.
gentlemen, on that occasion, and from the
way in which my remarks were veceived
both by my political opponents and my
political friends, I had hoped that I had not
exceeded the bounds of propriety— that,
neither in my temper nor in my tone had I
violated the rules of this House. If I did
so I regret it, and I may be allowed to
cxpress the hope that when my native land
has paid ome-fourth as much for my poli-
tical education as it has paid for that of my
hon. friend from Toronto—if my manners
still fail to be those of a CHESTERFIELD, or
my eloquence that of a Prrr—I shall at all
events be able to treat my fellow members
with courtesy and propriety. (Hear, hear.)
But, leaving these little matters to take care
of themselves, I shall now allude to the
strong pressure which seems, from some
source or other, to be urging the represen-
tatives of the people of Canada, and the
people themselves, to adopt this important
scheme without that time for deliberate
consideration which a matter of that kind
is entitled to, T am satisfied that that
pressure does not come from the people
themselves. I am satisfied it does not come
either from this or from the other branch
of the Legislature. I entertain the fear,
which has been expressed before, that it
has been a pressure from without, which
has been urging us to take this step too
rapidly, I fear, for our country’s good. It
may be that the statesmen of Great Britain,
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and that a great portion of the people of
Great Britain are very anxious for this
measure, and that the press of that country
generally approves of it. But, when they
nightly understand it—when parties holding
our provincial securitics koow that Con-
federation means more debt, more taxation,
and a worse public credit—we will have
another cry coming from across the Atlantic.
And when British manufacturers know that
Confederation means a higher tariff on
British goads, we shall have different views
from them also, crossing the Atlantic. (Hear,
hear.) IHon. gentlemen, when I left m

constituency, I had little idea that this
measure was going to be pressed upon the
country in the manner in which I see the
Government of the day are attcmpting to
press it. I think we should pause before
adopting these resolutions. I think we want
some more information before we adopt
them. Before we vote away our local con-
stitutions—before we vote away in fact our
whole constitution—we should know some-
thing of what we are going to get in place
of what we are giving away. Did any hon.
gentleman suppose, before he left his home,
that we would not have the whole scheme
of Confederation brought down to us, and be
asked to pass a judgment on it, or to con-
sider it at all events as a whole shewe? I
think we ought to be cautions in taking
half a measure until we know what is the
whole of it. (Hear, hear.) Hon. gentle-
men will remember the caution with which
the Parliament of Togland proceeded, in
1839, when dealing with the rights of the
people of Canada. At that t‘me there was
an urgent necessity for a new Constitution
for the people of Canada, and 2 great neces-
sity for it, particularly in the eastern pro-
vince. When the Government of the day
brought down their resolutions—in some-
thing like the same shape as those now
before the House—resolutions embodying
the principle of a Legislative Union—the
leader of the opposition, Lord STANLEY,
claimed that the whole measure should be
brought down ; and the Government of the
day was actually compelled, by the force of
public opinion in and out of Parliament, to
withdraw the resolutions, and to bring down
their entire measure. (Hear, hear.) And
are we to be less careful of our own constl-
tutional rights —are we to guard more

loosely the interests of ourselves and those-

who are to come after us—than the people
4

legislating for us three or four thousand miles
away? Besides, we are asked by those reso-
lutions to pledge our province—to what ?
To build the Intercolonial Railway, without
knowing, as T stated the other day, where
1t is to run, or what it is to cost. Why do
we not have the report of the able engineer
sent to survey and report upon that work ?
Why is it delayed ? Why is it attempted to
hurry this measure through the Legislature,
while we are in the dark with reference to
that great undertaking ? Tt may be that it
is kept back designedly, and for the purpose
of furthering this very measure, not here,
but in other parts of British America.

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—My hon. friend
is going too far. The report has not yet been
made, and, that being the case, it is some-
what extraordinary to charge the Government
with keeping it back.

Hon. Mr. CURR[E—Certaialy ; 1 think
the case is bad enough, when the Govern-
ment are charged merely with what they
have done. And I have no desire to make
an incorrect statement. But I will put it in
this way : I think we have good reason to be
surprised, that the Government should come
down with their scheme, and submit it to
the House, before they even themselves know
what the work is to cost. (Hear, hear.) And
ask this House and the country to pledge
themselves to the construction of a work of
which they do not even know the cost them-
selves, (Hear, hear) Put, if the report has
not been prepared, we have been told in the
public prints that the survey is either
finished, or very nearly finished. The report,
therefore, can soon be furnished ; and, why
should there be so much hurry and anxiety
to pass these resolutions befora we get it?
Then, again, why do the Government not
bring down those Schools Bills which have
been promised 7 Why are the people, or why
is Parliament, to have no opportunity of pass-
ing judgment upon those measures—the
School Bill for Upper Canada, aud the School
Bill for Lower Canada—Dbefore this Confeder-
ation scheme is adopted 7 I cannot see the
propriety of keeping back these matters; and
I do not think the members of the Govern-
ment can show any reason whatéver why
they should not be settled at ¢uce. Ther,
hon. gentlemen, we should know somethir.g
about the division of the public debt. If
hon. gentlemen will take up the Public
Accounts placed in their hands during the
present session, they will find a statement o
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the liabilities of this province, certifying the
amount to be no less than $77,203,282. Now
it is well known that Canada is only allowed
to take into the Confederation the debt of
$62,500,000, We have aright to ask how
the other $15,000,000 are to be paid? By
whom are they tobe assumed ? What portion
is Upper Canada to assume 7 What portion
is Lower Canada to assume ? (Ilear, hear.)
Then, hon. gentlemen, if we adopt these
resolutions, and a bill based on them is
brought into the Imperial Parliament and
carried—look at the power which is given
to the Coofederate Parliament. They have
the power to impose local taxation upon e ch
of the scparate provinces I wouid like to
kuow how that power is to be exereised; I
would like to know whether it is to be a capi-
tation tax, or au acreage tax upon the lands
of the province, or whether 1t is to be a
tax uron the general property of the pro-
vince. I am sure there is no hon. geatle-
man present who would not like information
on these points, before voting for thi-
scheme. (1lear, hear.) Then, hon. gentle-
men, there is another very important ques-
tion—the question of the defence of these
provinces—which within a few months has
taken a shape which it never took hefore in
the history of this country. T shall trespass
en the attention of the louse for few
momeuts, while T read an extract from a
very able report on that (ucstion, which
ranks, and in time to come too will rank,
descrvedly high as a statc paper. It is a
wmemoraudum  of the Kxecutive Council,
dated — October, 1862, at the time the
MacpoNALD-S1coTTE Adwministration held
office. And, whatever the crrors of that
Government might have been, however they
may have been found fault with in other
watters, I believe the people genorally were
of opinion that the stand which the Govern-
went took on that question, was one which
entitled them tothe respect and confidence of
the community at large. The Government
say in this memorandum :—

That they are not unwilling to try to the
utmost to comply with the surgestions of the
Imperial Government is evidenced by the manner
in whicl: the projected Intercolonial Railway has
heen evtertrined. Their conduct in this matter
should relieve ti.em from every imputation. At
the same time, they insist that they are and must
be allowed to be the best judges of the pressure
which the proviucie] credit can sustain. They
are prepared, subject to certain conditions, to
encumber this credit with labilities arising out of

the Intercolonial Railway, but they are not pre-
pared to enter upon a lavish expenditure to build
up a military system distasteful to the Canadian
people, disproportionate to' Canadian resources,
and not called for by any circumstance of which
they at present have cognizance.

That is, the arming and bringinginto the
field a force of 50,000 men.

His Grace, while promising liberal assist-
ance, contends that any available supply of
regular troops would be unequal to the defence
of the province—and that the main dependence
of such a country for defence must be upon its
own people. Your Excellency’s advisers would
not he faithful to their own convictions or to the
trust reposed in them, if they withheld an expres-
sion of their belief that without very large assis-
tance any efforts or sacrifices of which the people
of the provinee are capable, would not enable
them successfully and for any lengthened period
to repel invasion from the neighboring republie.
They have relied for protection in some degree
upon the fact, that under no conceivable eircums-
tances will they provoke war with the United
States, and if therefore Canada should become
the theatre of war resulting from Imperial policy,
while it would cheertully put forth its strength in
the defence of its soil, 1t would nevertheless be
obliged to rely for its protection mainly upon
Imperial resources ; and in such an event it is
their opinion that they would be justified in ex-
pecting to be assisted in the worlk of defence with
the whole strength of the empire. It is not ne-
cessary at this stage of their history, to put for-
ward assurances of the readiness of the Canadian
people to assume whatever responsibilities belong
to them as subjects of Her Majesty. Their devo-
tion has been exhibited too often to be open to
doubt or depreciation. They have made sacri-
fices that should relieve them from suspieion, and
which Her Majesty’s Government should remem-
ber as a pledge of their fidelity. No portion of
the empire is exposed to sufferings and sacrifices
equal to those which would inevitably fall upon
this province in the event of war with the United
States. No probable combination of regular
troops and militia would preserve our soil from
invading armies ; and no fortune which the most
sanguine dare hope for would prevent our most
flourishing districts from being the battle field of
the war. Our trade would be hrought to a stand-
still, our judustry would be paralyzed, our richest
farming lands devastated, our towns and villages
destroyed ; homes, happy in peace, would be
rendered miserable by war, and all as the result
of events for the production of which Canada
would be in no wise accountable.

And, hon. gentlemen, that is not only
the language in ti.ues past of leading poli-
ticiaus in Canada. Hou. gentlemen may call
to mind the writings and sayings to the same
effect of men in the eastern provinces—men
now holding high position under the Impe-
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rial Government. One hon. gentlemen, to
whom I have particular reference (Hon,
JosepH Howk) declared it was unreasonable
to expect that we should defend ourselves
against a foreign power, when we had no
voice either in the declaring of war or the
making of peace—that while we were quite
ready, as in times past, to expose our persons
and property to meet the invader at the
threshold of our country, we were unwilling
to take upon ourselves, as colonists, a duty
which belonged to the parent state. But
does this correspond with the views that are
now adopted by the Ministry of the day? I
hold in my hand an extract from a speech
delivered by one of the most prominent mem-
bers of the Government at a recent banquet
in the city of Toronto. And what did that
hon. gentlemen say? Speaking of the Con-
ference at Quebec, he stated that ¢ the
delegates unanimously resolved that the
United Provinces of British North America
shall be placed at the earlicst moment in a
thorough state of defence.” Hon. gentlemen,
I was not aware that the Imperial Govern-
ment had ever cast off the burden of the
defence of this province. But we are told
by an hon. gentlemen, high in the Execu-
tive, that this Conference, self-appointed as
it was, by a resolution that we do not sec
laid upon the table, promised to place the
province in a thorough statc of defence. Hon.
gentlemen, what does that mean ? It means
an expendeture here of {our or five millions
of dollars annually, or else the statement
exceeded the truth. Again the hon. gentle-
man stated :— The Conference at Quebec
did not seperate before entering into a pledge
to put the military and naval defences of
the united provinces in the most com-
plete and satisfactory position.”  Before
we discuss this scheme further—before
we are called on to give a vote upon
it—1 say we ought to know something more
with reference to this important matter.
(Hear, hear). Hon. gentlemen may perhaps
argue that there is no pecessity for this
question going to the-people — no necessity
for farther time being allowed to the people
of Upper Canada or of Canada generally to
consider this matter. Why, hon. gentlemen,
has it not been stated by every hon. member
who has taken the floor to address the House
on this question, that it is the most impor-
tant question ever submitted to this, or any
other British Colonial Legislature? And yet
many of those hon. members are unwilling

that the people of this country should have
any further time to consider this important
matter—although, by the laws of our land,
no municipality has a right to enact or pass
a by-law creating alittle petty debt, not to be
paid off within a year, without submitting it
first to the vote of the people. (Hear.) Hon.
gentlemen assign as a reason why the matter
should not be submitted to the people—-that
we have had a number of eclections to this
House since it was known that the scheme
of Confederation was under the consideration
of the Governinent, and that these elections
went favorably to the scheme. I would ask,
hon. gentlemen, how many elections have
we had in Upper Canada since the scheme
was printed and laid before the people 7 1
would like to see the hon. geutlemen stand
up, who has been elected to come here to
vote upon this scheme since it was submitted
to the people. It is trne we have had one
electicn in Upper Canada since that time—
my hon. friend near me (Hon. Mr. SIMPSON)
alluded to it yesterday——the election in South
Ontario, a constituency until recently repre-
sented by one of the hon. gentlemen who
entered the Ministry which brings this
scheme before us—-our present esteemed
Viee-Chanceller of Upper Canada, Hon. Mr.
MowaAr. What did the candidates say at
that election ? Both of them, as stated by
my hounonorable friend, in asking the suf-
frages of the people, had to promise that, if
elected to Parliament, they would vote
for a submission of this scheme to the
people.  (Ilcar, hear.) And that is the
last election we have had in Upper Canada.
It is true that many honorable gentlemen
now present, in their addresses to their
several constitucncies, when seeking election
last fall, suid they were in favor of a union
of the British North Aimerican Provinces.
But, hon. gentlemen, there is not 2 man in
this Chamber, within the sound of my voice,
who would not say the same. I am myself
as much in favor of Confederation to-day us
ever I was in my life ; and T will challenge
any one to say that at any time, on any public
occasion, I ever said aught against thescheme
of the Copfederation of the British North
American Provinces. (Hear, hear.) But,
honorable gentlemen, when I look at this
scheme, imperfect as I conceive it to be,
it receives my opposition, not because it isa
scheme for the Confederation of British
North America, but because it is a scheme
containing with in itself the germs of its
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destruction. The rcsolution before the
House is not, as I said beforc, aimed at
the destruction of the scheme, and I hope
before the dcbate closes the Government
will see the propriety and the advisability of
granting the reasonable delay therein asked
for. Supp sc the Government concedes even
the short delay of one month, it can do no
possible harm to the measure. If the mea-
sure be good-—if it be so desirable os the
governments of the respective provinces tell
us it is—the simple permitting it to stand
over fov a month will certainly not destroy
it. If, on the other hand, it be bad—if it
contain within itself the clements of decay—
it is better to know it now than hereafter,
when the resolutions will have been embodied
in a Statute over whichk we have no control.
To shew my own fecling in the matter, all
T have tosay is this: give a reasonable
delay—allow the section of the country I
have the Lonor to represent to speak on the
subject, and if it be found to be the will of
my constituents that the measure in its
present shape be adopted, honorable gentle-
men may be assured that I shall give them
vo further opposition ; and that instead of
doing everything in my power to impede the
progress of theseresolutions, I willdo nothing
to impede their progress through the House.
¢ But,” say hon. gentlemen, * delay means
defeat.” If it be a good measure—if it
commend itself to the approval of the people,
supported as it is by the most able and
brilliant men in Parliament—the scheme is
in no danger. And, hon. gentlemen, sup-
posing a wonth’s delay is granted, we will
even then be further advanced with the
measure than the people of the eastern pro-
vinces. The writs for the elections in New-
Brunswick are returnable, if T mistake not,
on the 256th March.

fTox. Mr. CAMPBELL — On the 9th
March.

Hox. Mr. CURRIE—Then it will be at
least the 21st or 22nd of March before the
Legislature of that colony can be called
togzcther.

Hoy. Mg, CAMPBELL — I misunder-
stood the statement made by my hon. friend.
What T weant to say was that the Legislature
of New Brunswick is expected to assemble
on the 3th or 9th of March.

Hon. M. CURRIE—Then they are going
to hurry up matters there, I am sorry to
hear, nearly as fust as in Canada, the people
of which have not had the same opportunity,

at all eveats, of considering the question as
the people of New Brunswick. The people
of New Brunswick seem to be fully alive to
the importance of this momentous gquestion,
and T hope that when their verdict is given
it will be a well-considered verdict ; but this
we do know, that it will not be given until
after a free aud fair opportunity has been
afforded them of discussing the question on
its merits in all it3 bearings. My hon. friend
from the Western Division (Hon. Mr.
McORrEA) really surprised me the other day
when he declared that an elective Legislative
Council was neither asked for nor desired by
the people. My recollection is that the
Council under the nominative system was a
standing grievance in Lower Canada as well
as in Upper Canada.,

Hox. MR. McCREA—That wus before
the union.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—The demand arose
that the Council should be elective.

IHon. Mr. McCREA —Not after the
union,

How. Mz. CURRIE--My hon. friend is,
I can assure him, mistaken in stating that
there were no petitions in favor of an elective
Legislative Council at the time of the change.
If my hon. friend will consult the Journals
of Parliament, he will find there petitions for
the change ; he will find also that from the
town of Cobourg a petition was rececived in
favor of representation by population in
this as well as in the other branch of the
Legislature. But my hoa. friend, in his igno-
rance of the facte of the case—although le
certainly handled the subjcet with a good
deal of ability, though not with the ability
he usually puts torth when he has a good
cause to plead—(a laugh)—-mude a state-
ment which he could scarcely have considercd
before bringing it under the notice ol the
House. He said that a ITouse appoiuted by
the Crown would be more responsible to the
people than the present House. That, hon.
gentlemen, is certainly a new douctrine to
me. If such would be the case, why, I ask,
do you not apply the same system to the
other branch of the Legislature? La such
an event I feel assured that the Government
of the day would have a much mo:e comfort-
able and pleasant life of it than even the
present Giovernment, strong and talented as
they undoubtedly are. (Laughter.) Bat,
says my hon. friend, once niore, the people
of Canada are in favor of the scheme, in
regard to which they have had ample time
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for holding meetings and adopting petitions.
But, I would ask what did most of the mem-
bers even of this House know of the scheme
when they first came to Quebec? Did we
know as much about it then as we know
now?

Hon. Mr. ROSS—Yes.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—My hon. friend
from Toronto says, ¢ Yes.”

A Hox. MEMBER— No.

Hon.Mr. CURRIE—Another hon. mem-
berreplies, “ no.” I may say for myself that I
have learnced something even from the speech
of wy hon. friend from Toronto that I did
not know before. The people of the country
have been waiting, expecting this matter
would be discussed in Parliament, and that
the whole sckeme would be presented so as
enable of its being judged of as a whole.
Unfortunately, however, it is only a part of
the scheme which we have at this moment
before the Council. T did not have the plea-
sure of hearing the whole of the remarks of
my hon. friend from Montreal (Hon. Mr.

. FERRIER), but I was greatly intercsted in
listening to the portion I did hear. I refer
lo what he said respecting the ministerial
crisis in June last. I thought that the cele-
brated memorandum, which, by the bye,
has since been in great part repudiated by
the Government of the day, contained all
the ministerial explanations. But that scene,
so foreibly described by the hon. gentleman,
where the President of the Council met the
Attorney General East—

Hon. Mr, FERRIER—I did not say I
saw it. I only heard of it.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—When the Hon.
Mr. CaRTIER embraced the Hon. Mr.
Brown. (Laughter.)

Hon. Mr. FERRIER—TI simply said it
was so reportzd on the streets.

Hon.Mr. CURRIE—And the Hon. Mr.
BrowN promised eternal allegiance to the
Hon. Mr. Carrier. (Laughter.)

Hon., Mr. FERRIER—1I was simply
giving the on-dit of the day. I said I know
nothing whatever of it further than what I
had heard on the stréets.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—I must have mis-
understood my hon. friend. I thought he was
awitness of the affecting scene. (Laughter.)
But my hon. friend did tell the House
something which was new to me, and which
must have sounded as new to the country,
when he gaid that the Grand Trunk Railway
cost the people of Canada very little. The

hon. gentleman secmed to think that T was
very much opposed to the Grand Trunk,
But never in my life have I spoken a
single word against the Grand Trunk as a
railway. I believe there is no hon. gentle-
man who can possibly appreciate more
highly the commercial advantages to this
country of that work than I do. At the
same time, I have taken oceasion, and may
do so again if the necessity requires it, to
speak of some of the transactions connected
with that undertaking. Let this work or
auy other public work come under the atten-
tion of this Chamber, and it will receive at
y hands ia the fature, as in the past, that
degree of consideration to which as a public
work it is entitled. I hope the day is not
far distant when the Grand Trunk will
become what it ought to be, a strictly and
entirely commercial work, and when the
people of all classes and parties will look
upon it with favor.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER—It is strictly a
commercial work now.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—My hon. friend
stated that it had cost the country a mere
trifle. But unluckily the Public Accounts
do not tell the same story, and they do not
exactly confirm the views of my hon. fricnd
in relation to this work. If he looks at the
assets of the province—the valuables of the
province—he will fiad there is a charge
against the Grand Trunk of $15,142,000
for debentures. And besides there is this
little $100,000 which has bezn used in re-
deeming the city of Montreal bonds. There
is something more besides about subsidiary
lines.

Hon. Mr. FERRIER —I spoke of the
first capital investment.

Hox. Mr. CURRIE—My hon. friend
from the Iirie Division (Hon. Mr. CririsTie)
admitted in opening his case that this scheme
was very much marred by its details.  Ad-
mitting this—which is just the whole argu-
ment-—that the details so greatly mar the
scheme, it is much to be feared that the
measure will not work so peacefully, use-
fully, or harmoniously as its originators
expected, and L believe siucercly hoped it
would do, becausc I do these hon. gentlemen
the credit of Delicving that in devising a
scheme which should be fur the future as
well as the present welfare of the country,
they were animated by a desire to the very
best they could under the circumstances.
Their great error, in my opinion, lay in
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their yielding too much on the pait of
Canada to gratify the eastern provinces, so
as to enable them to bring about this scheme
at the present moment. If the scheme is
so marred in its details as to destroy the
whole measure, why not reject it? Then
my hon. friend alluded to the state of the
country, just before the present Government
was formed in terms which I hardly think
he was justified in using. He claimed that
the country was in a state of anarchy and
confusion, Now, hon. gentlemen, I must
say that for my part I saw none of that
anarchy, and I must say very little of
that confusion. I assert that there may
be witnessed in other lands what was
witnessed in this, We saw weak govern-
ments stiiving month after month to keep
themselves in power, and we saw these
governments daily and hourly attacked
by astrong and wary opposition. But, hon,
gentlemen, I have yet to learn that the
giving of 17 additional members to Upper
Canada and 47 members to the eastern pro-
vinces will ensurc us against the same state
of things in the future. It was very well put
Ly the hon. member for Wellington (Hon.
Mr. SAwBORN) when he said if there was
more patriotism on the part of our public
men, and less desire to sacrifice the country
for the good of party, we would not have had
that state of confusion to which my hon.
friend from the Erie Division has alluded.
Then my hon. friend who represents the
Erie Division, in'order to fortify the position
he took in supporting the scheme, took up
the resolutions adopted by the Toronto Re-
form Convention in 1859, He stated that I
was a delegate present at that couvention ;
but I can only say that although elected a
delegate, T took no part in the proceedings,
and kuow uothing more of them than I
learned from the public prints. The hon.
gentleman, however, conveniently read only
a part of the resolutions. But it must be ad-
mitted that these resolutions were the iden-
tical basis upon which the present Govern-
ment  was  organized. This Government
was orgunized for the express purpose of
carryiog out the arrangements embodied in
the resolutions of that body. And, hon,
gentlemen, a committee was appointed by
the Toronto Convention, and that committee
prepared a draft address to the public. That
was submitted to the executive committee,
and considered on the 15th of February, 1860,
and was revised and sent to the country as

the address of the convention, of which the
hon. member for Erie was a member, and
over which he also presided as one of
the vice-chairmen. And what did they
say ? That convention never intended that
Parliament should change the Constitution or
giveus a new Constitution without consulting
the people and allowing the public an oppor-
tunity of passing its judgment upon the pro-
posed new Constitution. And how did this
convention propose to secure the people the
right of passing judgment upon so impor-
tant a scheme as the adoption of a new
Constitution ? Here it is, in large type—and
I have no doubt my hon. friend has often
read it in going through his large, wealthy,
and prosperous division.

Hon. Mr. CHRISTIE—It was not pre-
sented to the convention.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—I wish to put my
hon. {riend right. The meeting was held
on the 28rd September, 1859, and it was
presided over by the late Hon. ADAM FERr-
QqussoN, and my hon. friend, the member
for Erie Division, and Mr. D. A. MacDoN-
ALD were vice-presidents. A special com-
mittee was appointed at that meeting to
draft an address to the people of Upper
Canada on the political affairs of the pro-
vince in support of the resolutions then
adopted. A draft of the address was sub-
mitted to the executive commistee.

Hon. Mr. CHRISTIE —I was not a
member of that committee.

Ho~. Mr. CURRIE—The public meeting
was held on the 15th February, 1860.

Hon, Mr. CHRISTIE—And when was
the address published ?

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—It was published
in this shape in February, 1860. Well, one
of the provisions contained in that address
was this :— Secure these rights by a writ-
ten constitution, ratified by the people, and
incapable of alteration except by their for-
mel sanction.” Hon. gentlemen, I fear the
hon, member for Erie Division will hardly be
able to justify the course he feels called upon
to take on this occasion by anything contained
in theaddress or the resolutions of the Toronto
convention. The hon. gentleman would never
have thought of preparing such a sheme as
this to be submitted to the members of such
a conveution. But think you that bad sucha
scheme been presented they would not have
demanded that it should be left to the
people? Think you, hon. gentlemen, that
that scheme would have met the approval
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of that body in its present shape? I am
sure that my hon. friend, warm as he now is
in support of the scheme, could hardly have
accepted such an issue. I am sure that
even the present Government, backed as
they are by a large majority in both branches
of the Legislature, and possessing as they
do a large amount of the talent,—I may
say a majority of the talent —of Parliament,
dare not bring such resolutions down as
a Government measure and ask the Legis-
lature t2 support them in carrying it through.
Then my hon. friend thought that the scheme
had gone through the length and breadth of
the land. Hou. gentlemen, it is quite true
that the resolutions have gone through the
length 2nd breadth of the land; but where
has there been that discussion in Canada
to which resolutions of so much importance
are entitled — except in Lower Canada,
where I am told that fifteen counties have
repudiated the resolutions when they were
gabmitted to public meetings? Audin Upper
Canada, where is the single instance of
discussion of the facts having taken place
cxcept in the city of Toronto, where there
was little or no discussion, and where it was
promised that that city, like Quebec, should
be made the seat of one of the local govern-
wents? I understood my hon. friend from
Erie Division to take issue on the fict that
the delegates to the Convention were not
self-clective, and I heard my hon. friend
from Montreal deny it also. Baut if youtake
up a copy of the resolutions and the des-
patches accompanying them, you will find
that they were in every sense of the word
self-elected. And if ‘they were not self-
elected, who deputed them to come and do
what the have done? Did the basis on
which the Government was formed authorize
them to enter into this compact ? The basis
on which the Government was formed epeaks
for itself. The measure they promised
the people of Upper Canada was simply 2
measure to settle the existing difficulties
between Upper and Lower Canada. They
were to form Upper and Lower Canada into
a federation upon suth a basis as would here-
after allow the other provinces, if agreeable,
and if they could agree as to terms, to also
enter the federation. These are the bases
on which the present Government was form-
ed, and these are the bases on which the
members of that Government went to the
country and asked for the support of their
constifuents. And to bear me out in this

assertion, I have only to read the language
of His Excellency the Governor General as
1 find it embodied in His Exzcellency’s Speech
at the close of the last session of Parliament.
You will find it in the latter part of the
Specch. His Excellency says :—* The time
has arrived when the coustitutional question,
which has for many years agitated this prov-
ince, is ripe for settlement.” What prov-
ince is alluded to in this paragraph ? Most
certainly the province of Canada. **1t is
my intention,” proceeds His Excellency,
¢ during the approaching recess, to endeavor
to devise a plan for this purpose, which will
be laid before Parliament at its next meet-
ing.” Hon. gentlemen, where is that plan ?
Where is the measure so promised in the
Speech from the Throne. ¢ Inreleasing you
from further attendance,” ITisz Excellency
goes on to say, “Iwould impress upon you
the importance of using the influence which
the confidence of your fellow subjccts con-
fers upon you to secure for any scheme which
may be prepared with this object a calm and
impartial consideration both iu i’urliament
and throughout the country.” Now, what
does this mean? If it means anything,
it means this, that the Government pro-
mised to bring down a measure to this
Legislature to enable us to confederate Upper
and Lower Canada. “Well,” hon. gentlemen
say, “they have brought down a larger
scheme.” Yes, but who asked them to bring
down that scheme ? It is said that it makes
no difference which scheme was laid before
the House; but I contend that it makes all
the difference, for if these resolutions had
reference simply to Upper and Lower Cana-
da, they would be susceptible of amend-
ment by this House. In such a casc,
hon. gentlemen would mot have come
down as we now see them shaking their
resolutions in the face of the members
of the Legislature, and saying, “ Here is a
treaty Which you must aceept in its entirety
or not at all.” They would not be warning
as at our peril to alter a word or erase a live
on pain of being branded as disunionists or
perhaps something worse than that, Had
they brought down the resolutions they were
pledged to bring down, we would be sitting
here calmly and dispassionately, aided by
the Government of the day, {raming 2
measure which would ke in very deed for
the benefit of the two provinces. But why
do the Government seek to shelter them-
gelves so completely behind these resolu-
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tions—resolutions which, as they stand,
are incapable of justification — resolutions
which shew concession after concession to
have been made to the eastern provinees,
but not onc of wkhich (I challenge them to
the proof) was made by the Lower ro-
vinces to the people of Canada? Then look
at the representation at the Conference.
Both parties, I believe, from all the provinces
were represcnted, except as regards onc sec-
tion of Cacada. There was no one repre-
senting in the Conference the liberal party
in Lower Conada. (Iear, hear.) While
in the castern provinees the (fovernment
of the day were muguanimous enough to ask
the co-cperation and consideration of the
leaders of the Opposition in those provinecs,
the hon. gentlemen in Canada ignored
entirely the existence of the liberal party
in Lower Canada, (Hear, hear.) My hon.
friend from the Erie Division teils us that
he is strongly opposed to the details of the
sheme.

Hox. Mr. CHRISTIE—I did not say
g0. If the hon. gentleman will allow me, [
stated in reference to the elective prineiple
that T was opposed to its abrogation.

Hox. Mr. CURRIE—IS the hon. gentle-
man feels towards the elective principle as
strongly as I do, he will oppose its abro-
gation to the last. I have reascn to feel
strongly inregard to that principle, being, like
himself, indcbted for it to a seat in the Le-
gislature ; and I will resist the measure very
long before I vote against a prineiple giving
the people power to send me here as their
representative. The hon. gentlemen also told
us that the whole country is in favor of
Federation. I have no doubt the whole coun-
try isin favor of FPederation in itself, but there
are many people throughout Canada who are
opposed to the present scheme onr account of
its details. Then the hon. gentleman declared
that the country understood the scheme.
Now, what better illustration can me have of
the falsity of this position than what was
witnessed on the floor of this House last
night? We then heard one of the most in-
telligent and one of the most able members
of the mercantile community in Uipper Ca-
nada, my hon. friend from the Ottawa Division
(Hon. Mr, SkEAD) tell us it was only within
the last 24 hours that he had understood the
scheme as now submitted to the House. And
yet we are gravely told that the whole country
understands it! Do the people of the pro-
vince generally know anything in reference

to the cost of working the scheme? Hon.
gentlemen, it has been stated in various parts
of the country, by leading public men of the
country, that the local subsidies proposed
in the scheme will he more than sufficient
to carry on the local covernments of the
several provinces. But, hon. gentlemen, we
must judge of the future by the experience
afforded by the past. If you will look at the
Public Accounts of Upper and Lower Canada
—talze for instance Upper Canady in 1838,—
you will find that the expeunditure on 450,000
of a population was $885,000 for one year.
But, hon. gentlemen may assert that at that
time Upper Canada had to bear the the
burdens of the militia and pay. the cost of
collecting the customs, and some other small
charges which it is now proposed to throw
on the Federal Government. But what were
the charges of the militia for that year 7 The
insignificant sum of £649. 19s. 114d. Then
there was received from fees and commission
£317 15s., thus making the total cost of the
militia to Upper Canada no more than

2352. 43. 113d. Then as to customs. Why,
honorable gentlemen, the whrle cost of
collecting the customs revenue in Upper
Canada, duriog the year 1838, amounted
to £2,792. 14s. 2d.—just about one half
the cost, hardly one half the cost — of
collecting the present duties at the port
of Toronto. Then if you come down to
Lower Canada you will find that at the time
of the union you had a population of 650,000
souls, and that the expensec of governing the
people was $573,348. And I venture to
say that no people in the world were ever
more cheaply governed than were the people
of Lower Canada before the union. (Hear,
hear.) But if you can govern them after the
union just as cheaply per head as before, what
do you find ?  You will require 980,000 to
carry on the government of the country,
independent of paying the interest upon the
large portion of debt saddled upon you. In
Upper Canada, we have been told that we
really shall not know what to do with the
large amount of money about to be lavished
on the Local Legislature. (Laughter.)

Hon. Mr. McCREA—Who said that—
that we would have more money than we
know what to do with ?

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—You must have
read it in the speeches made in the other
House, and particularly in the speeches of
the Hon. Mr. Browx. Well, if we can
govern the people of Upper Canada as cheap.
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govern the people of Upper Caunada as cheap-
ly after the union as before, it will cost
$2,170,000 or $1,054,000 more than the
amount of the local subsidy. T am sure no
hon. gentleman will believe that we are going
to be more saving of the pnblic money in
the future than we were in those carly days
of our history. Hon. gentlemen, it is said
that the people of the country have had those
resolutions before them, that they perfectly
understand them, and that they are pre-
pared to pass a dispassionate judgment in
the matter. It ill becomes the members of
the Government to make such a statement.
Why, what has been witnessed on the floor
of this House ? A simple question was put
to the Hon. Commissioner of Crown Lands
as to the manner in which the members of
the Legislative Councils of the various pro-
vinces were to be appointed. The Hon.
Commissioner informed us that the appoint-
ment was to be made by local governments,
and he was confirmed in that view by the
hon. and gallant Premier, who had the
dignity conferred upon him of presiding over
the Conference of delegates held in this city.

Hoxn. M. CAMPBELL—TI do not think
that my hon. colleague said anything on the
subject.

Hon. M. CURRIE—I understood him
to confirm the statement of the Hon. Com-
missioner of Crown Lands. But at all
events, he heard the statement and did not
object to it. But what did you find ? After
the absurdity of that position was pointed
out, my hon. friend, the Commissioner of
Crown Lands, asks a day to give an answer
to the question, and he comes down next
day and gives a totally different reply. A
few days later, the question of the export
duty on the minerals of Nova Scotia came
under consideration, and I understood the
Hon. Commissioner of Crown Lands as
saying that in his opinion the coals and
minerals exported to foreign countries would
be liable to duty. But according to the
explanations given by the hon. gentleman
afterwards, I understand that the export
duty will apply to all coals and minerals
exported from Nova Scotia. My hon. friend
went on to explain the meaning of this
export duty. And what is his explanation ?
He tells us that it is nothing more than a
royalty. The export duty is imposed simply
upon the coals which leave the country. In
Nova Scotia they now impose a royalty, and
that royalty they intend to change for an

5

export duty, and the difference in their
favor will be this— that on the coals they
consume thenselves there will be no duty,
but on the coals they send to Canada there
will be this barrier of an export duty.

Hon. Mgz, ROSS—My hon. friend will
see this, that had all the Crown lands in the
different colonies been placed in the hands
of the General Government, the General
Government would have received all the
procceds therefruom.  But those have been
given to the local governments, and as in
Upper Canada we will have timber dues, so
in Nova Scotia they are entitled to a revenue
from their coals.

Hon. Mg, CURRIE—Any one not ac-
quanted with the subject would paturally
fancy from the language of my hon. friend
that under Federation we are to have some-
thing which we did not possess before. But
the Crown lands are the property of Unper
and Lower Canada now, and we are entitled
to the revenue from them.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—And so is Nova Scotia
entitled to a revenue from their coal.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE —But you give them
a privilege not accorded in the other pro-
vinces of imposing export duties. Iion.
gentlemen, I would now desire to allude to
another matter which I think the people do
not thoroughly understand, and that is the
apportionment of the public debt. I stated
betore and I again assert that revenue is the
only true basis on which the people should
go Into Confederation as regards their debt;
aud I thick my hon. Iriced from the
Saugeen Division (Hon. Mr. MACPOERSON)
saw the matter in the same light.

Hon. Mu MACPHELRNON--Not in this
case, because wo have not the revenue to
base it upon.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—Why have
the revenue to base it upon ¥ Hon. gentle-
men, the Trade Returns of Nova Scotia,
New Brunswick, and Prince Edward Island,
are in the Library below, and twenty-lour
hours’ work of a competent accountant wou'd
shew what cach province would coatribute
to the general revenue from her trade under
our prescnt tariff.

Hon. Mr. CAX PBELL—But does nut
the hon. gentleman see that when the tarifls
are assimilated, they will not bring in the
future what they have brought in the past?

Hon. M. CURRIE—This 1 can see, that
you are giving to the Lower Provinces pri-
vileges which we do not enjoy. Hon. geu-

we not
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tlemen speak of the imports from the Mari-
time Provinces. But take the import of
coals from Nova Scutia, and we find that in
1563, its whole value amounted to $067,000.
Then they reter to the fixh trade. But why
nced we ¢o there for <li, when in our own
waters we can have for the catching as fine
fish ag the world produces 7 But Confedera-
tion will give us wo privileges over the
fisheries which w. do not at present enjoy.
Uanadian fishermen can as well go, and bave |
as much the right to go, and fish in the
waters beluw before as after Coufederation,
We will continue to go there if we desire i,
not heeaus¢ we are mewbcers of the Confede-
racy, but bLecause we are British subjects.
But T was going to speak of the trade of
these countries. We derive now little or no
duty from the trade of the Lower Pr.vinces,
ut the same time much of the revenues of
the Lower Provinces is derived from exports
from those provinees to each other, all of
which will be lost to the Geucral Government,
as the Contederation will only be entitled to
collect duties in goods imported from foreign

countries. We arc told, too, that vur tariff is
to be greatly reduced under Contederation.

I am sorry to hear that statement, because
it is impossible that it can be correct, and
there is 100 much rcuson to fear that it was
done with a view of influencing legislation

elsewhere, by holding out the hope in New-
foundland and in the other provinces, that
if' they joiued us, the turiff would be less
burdensome than it is at preseut. But if
tie tariff is reduced, the people of (anada

Ly rest assured that they will  have

§4,000,000 or $5,U00U.0U0 to raise in some

othér way; so that it you take it off the
tariff, you wust put it on the land. I wish

now, however, to speak of the unfair appor-
tionment of the debt. I have always ta.cen

the ground that revenue is the true guage

by which you can measure a nation’s abi.

lity to pay debt. Wecll, taking the tables of
the Finance Minister, we find that New
Brunswick, with a revenue of $1,000.600,

goes into the Confederation with a dcbt of
$7,000,000, while Canada, with arevenue of
$11,500,000, is unly entitled to o into the

Confederation with a debt of 262,500,000,

Is this fair?—is it right —is it honest ?
Takiug the revenue as the Lusis of ability
to pay—and it is the only true basis—and
instead of Canada going into the Cop.

federation with a debt only %6:2,5.0,000

she would be entitled to go in with a deb’

of $80,000,000, or more than her present
indebtedness. Then it is said that the
people understand the whole scheme, and
that they are pertectly satisfied with it. If
that were so we should have pctitions coming
down. DBut I have yet to learn that when
the people, especially of Upper Canada,
understand the sheme and how it is going
to work, that they will be at all satisfied with
it. Take the little Island of Prince Edward,
with its population of 80,857 souls, or a less
population than a single constituency repre-
seated in the other branch of the Legis-
lature, and we find it getting $152,728,
while it is relieved of a debt of $240,633.

Ho~x. Mr. CAMPBELL — And what
does it contribute ?

Iion. Mr. CURRIE—It simply contri-
butes custom and excise duties by the
operation of the same tariff and under the
same law as the people of Canada.

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL — But how
much does it contribute ?

Hon. Mr. CURRIE — I find the whole
revenue of the island set down at $200,000.
But, hon. gentlemen, pray do not run away
with the idea that all this comes to the Con-
federate Government. All that comes to the
Confederate Government are simply the
duties from excise and customs on goods im-
ported from foreign countries.

Hox. Mn. CAMPBELL — Which is the
whole amount of their revenue, except
$31,000.

Hox. Mr. CURRIE— Surely my hon.
friend does not wish to get up and argue
that the people of this little island—a frugal
and industrious people — contribute more to
the revenue per head than the people of
Upper Canada? Well, let us proceed now to
Newfoundland, and what do we find ? That
with a population of 122,600 souls — less
than the population of Huron, Bruce and
Grey—Iless, in fact, than the constitveney
represented by my hon. friend, the member
for Saugeen—they get $369,000 a year for all
time, and are relieved of a debt of $946,000.

Hox. Mr. CAMPBELL—And what do
they contribute ?

Hon. M. CURRIE—Simply tne revenue
from customs and excise, and nothing more.

Hon. Mx. CAMPBELL—And what does
that amount to ?

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—TI am aware that—

Hon. Mg. CAMPBELL—They will con-
tribute, under the present tariff, $479,000 per
annum.

0
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Ho~n. Mer. CURRIE—My hon. friend
surely does not intend to say that Newfound-
land has no other source of revenue than
castoms and excise. .

Hox. Mr. CAMPBELL—No other ; and
that is the reason why they get $150,000,

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—Newfoundland is
to have $106,000 a year, not for this year
ouly, but for all time to come. She gets as
well 80 cents per head for all time to come.
Then she gets also, what I am sure the
Commissioner of Crown Lands can hardly
justify, that is a borus of 8165,000 for
all time to come ; and this, if capitalized,
amounts to $3,000,000——and all this that
she may come into the Confederation.
And why does she reccive so large a sum ?
My hon. friend tells us that she gets it in
consideration of the valuable crown lands
and minerals which she surrenders to the
General Government. But we have yet to
learn as a matter of fact that a ton of coals
has ever been raised in the island. Ard
what other minerals have they 7 We know of
none; Their Crown lands, too, are of no value,
ag i3 proved by their not having yielded
anything at all for many years past. Then
why should we give them $3,000,000, or
$165,000 per year for worthless lands? I
will not say, however, that they are altogether
worthless ; but I know this, that for years
past a statute has been in foree, giving the
lands  free of charge to anybody who will
go and settle on them for five years. And
these are the valuable lands for which we
are to pay an cquivalent of $3,000,000. But
my hon. friend the Commissioner of Crown
Lands, perhaps, when he addresses the House,

will tell us these Crown lands and miverals, |

whatever their value to Newfoundland, are
worth $8,000,000 to the Confederation, and
will argue asthat they give up these lands and
minerals, and have no local source of reve-
Due, it is necessary, they should receive this
subsidy in return. But why have they no
local source of revenue ? Why not adopt the
same Iceans to raise revenue in Newfound-
land that we adopt here ? Why should we
he called upou to cOutribute from the public
chest $165,000 for a purpose that we in
Canada tax ourselves for ? Hon. gentlemen,
T stated that the country was taken by sur-
Prise in regard to the manner in which this
measure was brought down to the House ;
and I think T have good reason for making
that statement. Before we came here we had

very little explanation of the financial part
of the scheme ; and that is a most importans
part. I am not onc of those who, while fa-
vorable to Coutederation as a principle, would
put a few hundred thousand dollurs in the
seale against it. But my grounds against the
scheme are these — that if it is commenced
upon a basis which is unjust to one portion
of the community, it will be based upon a
false foundation, and the tenement thus
proposed to be erected will not withstand
the breath of public opinion. We had
reason to suppose that when we come here
the mcasure promised at the close of the
last session would be submitted; but instead
of that we have a very different measure
altogether. But supposing this Address
passes — suppo-ing these resolutions are
carried, and the other colonies do not
councur in the sumz Address as ourselves,
what is to be the consequence? As I
understand it, the consent of all the pro-
vinecs must be had, and if they do not
concur, the scheme falls to the ground.
What we ought to have had in Canada was
the promised mcasure to put an end to the
sectiopal difficulties between Upper and
Lower (‘anuda. But instead of that, we are
placed in conscquence of the Quebee Con-
terence In this position—a scheme is brought
down which is declared to be in the nature
of a treaty, and we are told that we are to
have no vuice in its alteration. No matter
what the details my be—our discussion of
them is to be a mere farce. Even the
reasonable delay T am now asking for will,
I fear, be opposed by the Government of
the day. Hon. gentlemen, in order to shew
the nessessity which exists for the measure
being equitable and just to all classes of the
people and all sections of the country about
to be affected by it, I will read the remarks
of a distinguished statesman—one of the
ablest men, perhaps, that Canada can claim.
This is his language :—

No measure could possibly meet the approval
of the people of Canada which contained within
it the germs of injustice to any, and if, in the
reasure which was now hefore the people of
Canada, there was anything which bore on 18
face injustice, it would operate greatly against the
success of the measure itself. ¢

These were the views of the Minister o
Finance as expressed by him ounly a few
months ago, and it is because I feel that
there arc parts of the scheme which will do
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gross and wanton injustice to portions of
the proposed Confederation, that I feel it to
be my duty to oppose it. It may be said
that 1t is not proper for this branch of the
Legislature to delay the measure, but T
quite concur, on this pint. in the views of
the hon. gentleman who represents one of
the largest and most important constitucncies
in Canada (Hon. Mr. MAcPuERsON), when
he said—

Although the Lezislative Council is precluded
by this constitution from ¢riginating money votes
or making money appropriations of any kind,
they have it nevertheless in their - wer zealously
to guard your interests, protectiny them against
hasty and ill-considered lecislation, and prevent-
ing improper and extravagant appropriations of
the public funds.

Ho~x. Mr. MACPHERSON—I gpprove
of all that. ’

Hoxn. Mr. CURRIE—I fully coneur in
all the hon. member from Saugeen stuted in
is address to his constituents, with reference
to this subject, and I hope the hon. gentle-
man will now, when the opportunity is offered
him, act up to the professions he made, and
I fecl confident he will do so. Now, hon.
gentlemen, what have we here before us ?
We have a scheme which is calculated to do
manifest and untold injustice to that section.
of the province which the hon. gentleman
has the honor to represent. We have a
scheme pledging us to coustruct the Luter-
colonial Railway without our knowing whe-
ther it is to cost fifteen, twenty or thirty
millions of dollars. The orly estimate is that
alluded to by the hon. member from Toronto
who stated that Mr. BRypaErs was prepared
to build it for seventeen and a half millions
of dollars,

Hown. Mr. MACPHERSON—This House
has nothing to do with money matters.

-Hon. Mr. CURRIE—If my hon. friend
entertains that opinion, he will very soon
learn a very different and important lesson
respecting the privileges of this House. It
12 our duty as honest legislators to protect
the country from the baneful effects of hasty
and ill-considered legislation. Well, is not
this hasty legislation that was now proposed
to be transacted by the Government of the
day ?

Hon. Mr. MACPHERSON. —I do not
regard it so, and I tell you why. My con-
stituents have considered the question and
are fully satisfied that the proposed legisla-
tion should take place.

Hon. Mr. CURRIE—It has been said by
hon. gentlemen that the whole scheme con-
sists of concessions. I would ask what con-
cessions had been made to Canada ? What
concession has been made to the views of the
people of Upper Canada ? The people will
understand why it is that everything was
conceded on the part of Canada, and compara-
tively nothing on the part of the Lower Pro-
vinces, when they know that the little colony
of Prince Edward Island, with its eighty
thousand people, has as much to say in the
Conference as Upper Canada with its million
and a half, and as Lower Canada with its
million and a quarter, of people. (Hear,
hear.) When we conceded to them that
point, the series of concessions on the part
of Canada began. Then we conceded to them
the right of depriving us of an elective
Legislative Council. (Hear, hear.) Who
challenges this statement ? [ defy any hon.
gentlemen to say that it was not at the dic-
tation of the eastern provinces, that the
character of the Legislative Council was
changed. In order to settle this point, it is
only necessary to refer hon. gentlemen to
what the Hon. Minister of Finance stated in
his celebrated Sherbrooke speech with refer-
ence to it. That was concession number
two. Then look at the proposed Constitation.
The Lower Provinces had only a population
of 700,000 of people. One would think
they would be satisfied with the same repre-
scutation in the Legislative Couneil that
Upper Canada wich double the number of
people should have, and that Lower (‘anada
with nearly double the population should
be given. But instead of being satisfied
with 24, they must have 28 members. There
arc three distinet and most important con-
cessions on the part of Canada to the people
of the eastern provinces. And then we go
into the Federation with a debt of only
$62,500,000, instead of with $82,500,000
as we were entitled to. Then we are to
saddle ourselves with a burden of $15,000,-
000, ana give them a bonus for coming in,
in the shape of an annual payment for local
purposes, which we defray in Upper Canada
by direct taxation.

Hon. Mr. McCREA—That is because
they are to help to pay our debt.

Hox. Mr. CURRIE--My honorable friend
from the Western Division says, they have
to belp to pay our debt; true they kave to
help to pay the debts of the Confederation,
but that is no reason why they should reeeive
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money from us to pay their local expenses.
Then look at the absurdity of giving each
province so much per head on its population
for the expenses of the local governments.
Every one knows that the population of the
Lower Provinces will not increase nearly so
fast as that of this province. We will there-
for have to pay a greater proportion of this
amount through the increase of our popula-
tion than we can receive under the proposed
arrangement. This is coacession nuwber
four. The next concession is to New Bruns-
wick. We are to give New Brunswicka
bonus of $630,000 in addition to building
the Intercolonial Railway through a long sec-
tion of the couutry—leading the people to
believe that the road is to pass through
nearly every town in the province. Then
Nova Scotia gets the right to impose an
export duty on its coals and other minerals
coming into Upper Canada, or going else-
where. Then Newfoundland, as I have said
before, is to have upward of three millions
of dollars, if you capitalize the annual gift, as
an inducement to come in and join us. Then,
hon. gentlemen, my hon. friend from Port
Hope spoke of the common schools of Canada,
of about one million and quarter of dollars
that is to be abolished by a stroke o the
pen—that is another concession, I suppose,
made to the people of the eastern provin-
ces. What do we get for all these conces-
sions ? Do we get anything that we are not
entitled to as a matter of right. We get 17
additional members of the Lower House
for Upper Canada, but that is nothing
more than we are entitled to, at the
same time we get 47 added from the
east. We are told that the 1eason for
having so large a number of members is to
avoid parrow majorities. If everything
works well, therefore, under the new consti-
tution, we are told we will always have a
strong Government, somewhat similar to
that with which we are now blessed. Hon.
gentlemen say, that this question is perfectly
understood by the people of Canada, and
that they are satisfied with the arrangement ;
then what danger, 1. would ask, can there
be in allowing the people a few months to
consider the matter still more fully. In my
opinion, it is far better to take the thing up
deliberately and proceed cautiously with it,
than to attempt to force, so hurriedly, a
measure upon the people that they will fesl
hereafter, if they do not uow, that you are
doing them a very great injustice. (Hear,

hear.) It is most extraordinary, the grounds
on which these resolutions are supported
by different classes of people. Some hon.
gentlemen support them on the ground that
the Confederation is to build up an inde-
pendent nationality in this part of the
world. Others, on the ground that it is
going to cement us more closely as colonies.
And a third party uphold the resolutions on
the ground that the injustice of the thing
will disgust the people and float our country
over to the American Republic. T feel, my-
self, that unless the people have due time to
consider the matter, and are not driven into
it against their will, these resolutions will
amouat to nothing more than su many
withes to tie the provinces together until we
all drift like a raft into the American Con-
federation. (Hear, hear, and laughter.)

Friday, February 17, 1865.
Hox. MR. SEYMOUR--The Hon Com-

missioner of Crown Lands is right in sup-
posing that I am opposed to Federation I
am opposed to it, and particularly on the
basis agreed upon at the Quebec Convention.
I do not say that I would be opposed to a
legislative union on fair and equal terms ;
but I am decidedly opposed to Federation
on the terms now before the House. My
hon. friend has said that in all unions there
must be forbearance ; but in this Federation
scheme it appears to me the forbearance has
been all on one side. The forbearance has
not been mutual. When parties enter into
a partoership, there ought to be forbearance
on the part of each, and mutual concessions.
But in this case the concessions as well as
the forbearance have been all on the side of
Capada. My hon. friend, with all his elo-
quence and ability, has not answered a single
objection raised by my hon. friend from
Niagara (Hon. Mr. Currie). He bis found
it convenient to pass them all over for the
simple reason that he found them unanswer-
able. My hon. friend says :—* Was not the
French language restored to Lower Canada,
and was not thisa change in the constitution?”’
Hon. gentlemen, it was certainly restored,
and by the conservative administration of that
day, and, as my hon. friend opposite (Hon.
Mr. BourToN) has said, unanimously. There
was no opposition, for it was considered a
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right to which our French Canadian fellow-
subjects were fully entitled. But is the
restoration of the French language to be
compared with the resolution now proposed
— with the great constitutional change
which is intended to affect, not only our-
sclves, but our children and our children’s
children for all time to come? Is a change
like this to be compared with the restoration
of the French language ? Certainly not. Tt
seems to me to be the most extraordinary
comparison I ever heurd of. Then my
hon. fricnd has referred to the change in
the constitution of the licgislative Uouncil.
But was not that question over and cver
again before the people ? Did not the people
at the hustings frequently pronounce an
opinion upon that change ? Undoubtedly
they did, and it being understood that the
people were in favor of it, the change was
brought about. My hon. friend says that in
the Conference they were surrounded with
difficulties. No doubt they were. And why?
Because they allowed for Prince Edward
Island and Newfoundland as many delegates
as they did for Canada. No doubt they were
surrounded with difficulties. No doubt they
were overwhelmed by the demands of these
gentlemen. The hon. gentleman says that
Confederation is necessary to strengthen the
defences ot the country. In what way? Can
any hon. gentleman tell me in what way ?
I have not heard one word to prove, to my
satisfaction, how the defences of thecountry
are to he strengthened by Federation, unless
indeed it he Ly planing the whole of the
provinces under one head. Why, hon. geu-
tlemen, did I not shew here the other day
whut was the feeling of the Lower Provinces
in regard to the delenc's of the country?
At a time when our Parliament were propos-
ing to pass an act which would entail the
expenditure of millions on the defences of
the country, what wuas being done in the
Lower Provioces? Why the financial secrc-
tary of one of the provinces cawe down with
a proposed grant of $20,000, and he was
obliged to apologize to the House that the
sum was so large ! And the present Premier
of Nova Scotia—a province secon.i in impor-
tance in British North America — proposed
to strike off $12,000. and leave the appro-
priation at $8,000. | This was proposed by a
province next in importance to our own, and
at the time ot the Z7¢nt aliair, when there was
an appearance of dunger much greater tban at
present. And what did New Brunswick do ?

Appropriate $15,000. The people that did
all this are the people to whom we are to
ally ourselves that we may be strengthened
in our efforts for the defence of the country!
Do hon. gentlemen believe that an alliance
with provinces whose leading meu hold such
views as these would add to our strength ?
Certainly not. My hon. friend the Com-
missioner of Crown Lands has also said that
95 out of every 100 of the people of Upper
Canada are in 1avor of Federation. My hon.
friend is mistaken. I once had the honor of
representing a portion of his constituents,
and I would inform my hon. friend that I
know as much of the feeling, not simply of
the people of Upper Canady, speaking of
them generally, but of his constituents, as
he does: and this I would say that were my
hon. friend to go before his constituents and
tell them that in order to get Federation,
Upper Canada is to pay two-thirds of the
cost of the Intercolonial Railway, and two-
thirds of the cost of maintenance of the road
for all time to come, and that the roads of
the Lower Provinces are to be made Govern-
ment roads, and to be kept up in future at
the expense of Federal Government, and that
Upper (‘anada will have two-thirds of the
burden to bear, I will venture to say that
my hon. friend would find himself wrong in
his estimute of being able to satisfy 95 out of
every 100 of his constituents.

Ho~x. Mr. CAMPBELL—Tell them of
all the circumstances, and I would be able
to satisfy them.

Ho~. Mr. SEYMOUR—My hon. friend
is greatly mistuken. If my hon. fiiend is to
be one of the life members undcr the Feder-
ation, he would not require so much to satisfy
them.

1Tox. Mr. CAMPBELL—DMy hon. friend
is altogether too fast. I do not look forward
to any such thing.

Hox. oIr. SEYMOUR —My hon, friend
has the power in his hands; but if he does
not desire the honor, of course Le can avoid
itsbeing thrust upon him. But my hon. friend
could not for a moment go before his con-
stituents—and he represents a coustituency
wiuch for intelligence is second to none in
Upper Canada—and tell them that they are
to contribute to the revenue of the Confede-
ration in proportion to their import duties—
that they are to contribute according to
their wealth—and that they are only to
receive back im proportion to their popula-
tion—that largely as they contribute, the
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return will only be the same as to the fisher-
men and lumberers who form the floating
population of the Lower Provinces, and carry
so large a majority as he bhas named with
him. A doctrine such as this is any thing but
conservatives. I would submit to any thing
rather than vote for such a scheme. Were
I to support it in its present shape I should
consider myself as betraying the witness of
my country. Hon. gentleman are of course
entitled to their own opinions in this matter;
but these are mine, and I shall continue to
maintain and uphold them, I assert that the
amendment of my hon. friend for delay is a
just and reasonable one, and I cannot see
how it can possibly be objected to in a
matter of this importance, where the dearest
interests of the whole country are at stake,
and where we are legislating not for ourselves
alone but for future generations. Such
being the importance of the measure, I
cannot conceive how hon. gentlemen can
vote against so reasonable a proposition.
(Hear, hear.)

Hon. Mr. FERGUSSON BLAIR —I
seek for information from the Hon. Commis-
sioner of Crown Lands, as to the scheme
respecting the local legislatures. Did I
understand my hon. friend to say that it
would not be submitted to the present
Parliament ?

Ho~N. Mr. CAMPBELL—It is so in-
tended.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSSON BLAIR —I
also understood my hon. friend to say that
before the House pronounced upon the
general scheme of Federation, it would not
be proper to submit the sheme for the local
legislatures. I cannot see the force of
that, But still I will not raise that asan
objection to proceeding with the present
scheme.

Hon. Mr CAMPBELL—Perhaps my
hou. friend from Brock is right in the view
he takes. But it was throught by the
Government that it would be premature to
bring in the sheme for the local govern-
ments until it was seen whether Parliament
was in favor of thgse resolutions.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSSON BLAIR—But
many members of this House, before making
of their minds as to how they ought to vote
on the resolutions, would like to be informed
as to the nature of the local scheme, which
is to have such an important bearing on the
question at issue. .

Hox. Mr, CAMPBELL--The Parliament

of the country will have the fullest opportu-
nity of pronouncing upon it.

How. Mr. SIMPSON—When ?

Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL—After these
resolutions have been passed. We thought
it was unnecessary for us to give our atten-
tion to the lceal constitutions fur Upper and
Lower Canada until we had ascertained
whether Parliament was in favor of Federal
tion. That ascertained, we shall feel it our
duty to give our minds to the preparation of
the scheme for the constitutions of the two
provinces ; and these constitutions will be
laid before Parliament.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—I do not know what
the views of the Government may be upon
this point, but it seems to me that it would
have been an extraordinary proceeding had
they brought down at this juncture the
proposed constitutions for Upper and Lower
Canada. There may be a great difference
of opinion arise as to the constitutions
proper to be proposed for these provinces;
and it is quite possible that these differences
may occasion the withdrawal of some
members of the Government. (Cries of
‘“ hear, hear.””) Hon. gentlemen cry ¢ hear,
hear”” But I say that such may possibly be
the case. And it would be absurd and
impolitic for the Government to throw the
country in a state of confusion as regards
the sheme for the local legislatures if they
failed in carrying the resolutions here sub-
mitted. Hon. gentlemen will see that they
would be unworthy of the position they hold
were they to do so. I am not sure whether
T understood my hon. friend to say that the
scheme for the local legislatures would be
brought down on the passing of these reso-
lutions. I hope that I misunderstood him,
because I think we should wait the result of
the action of the Lower Provinces. We
should see if Federation succeeds there,
inasmuch as in case of its failure in the
Lower Provinces, even if we adopt the reso-
lutions here, the arrangement would not go
into effect, and we would be placing the
country in a state of turmoil and confusion
in discussing measures which would be
altogether unnecessary. We ought, it seems
to me, first to carry out this arrangement as
far as it is possible to carry it, and if we
can secure the assent to it of the two larger
provinces below, there will be a reasonable
certainty of the scheme being effected. And
then, and not till then will the proper time
arrive for the discussions of the proposed
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Constitutions of Upper and Lower Canada.
I am perfectly amazed at the proposition
of my hon. friend (Hon. Mr. FERGUSSON
BLAIR). because he is friendly to these
resolutions, and gave us the expression
of his views thercon in an admirable
manner at the opening of the debate. I say
that tho hon. gentleman should desire to
have tbe scheme for the local legislatures
quoad this project is beyond my compre-
hension.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSSON BLAIR—1I

t think it is only reasonable that as hon. gen-

tlemen argue, they should see before voting

for or against Federation what are the pro-

posed constitutions for the local legisla-
tures. (Hear, hear.)

Ho~n.Mr. CAMPBELL—My hon. friend
should add this to the reflection—that at all
events hon. members will have a full oppor-
tunity of pronouncing upon it.



