country of Canads, but s union with the Em-
pire of Britain. That Empire is large
enough for our ideas; the sspirations of our
people lead them to seek mothing that would
slienate us from the old fiag, or break off the
connection with the psrent institutions,—but
they seek rather to be drawn closer, so that
sn Englishman or Scotchman may feel, when
he comes to British America, that he has not
left one half his manhood behind him. Qar
delegates will @o to England, and lay the
tentiments coming from the people at the
foot of the Throne. When they have pre-
tented the case they have in hand, Irely on
1t that the Queen, who can do no wrong, wil{
give back to us what has been wrongfuily
and frandulently taken away. In the mesns
tume let us possess our souls in patience. I
rejoice to see the bold stand which the people
are taking throughout the country at jthe
meetings which are being held, and I did not
wonder yesterday at the flush of pride that
mantled the face of the hon. member for Yar-
mouth ss he presented the petition from his
noble county on thissubject. The sentiments
which are coming up to us every day do cres
dit to the feelings of the people—they show
that {he rights of Britona are well under-
stood and appreciated among us. Had our
people bowed down in servile submission to
their rulers, they wouid have become the
mere lickspittles of the people of Canadsa;
butshowing, as they have done, the determu-~
nation that, God being their helper, they
will fight this battle to the bitter end, we may
dgf_v any power to coerce us into complisance.
Nova Scotiaps are terribly :n earnest in this
mstter, and while remaining loyal to the
constitation, will take care not to be led
away by will-o’-wisps or any loud blus-
terings of the enemies of our people.

Our enemies may ply 21l the arts of falses
hood and fraud, but we are determined to
stand upon the sentiment that to Nova
Scotians belongs Nova Scotia. Our rmights
are as dear to us as thoge of the people of
England, and while doirg battle for those
rights, and while carrying the petitions of
our people to Englsnd, I behieve that ten
thousend prayers will be offered up for our
csuge. Qur clergy, 1nstead of praying
against us, will yet come to the rescue of
their country, and the God of batiles will
defend the right  Such men a8 D’Arcy Mec-
Gee may talk and threaten about the Militis,
and the course that wiil be pursued to cocrce
us, but we say to them that it does not he in
their mouths to teach us loyslty to the
Crown, until they take back the threats and
libeis which they ha ve hurled at our Quecen
and Constitution. .'n confiding, then, #ir, in
the yustice of our ca uke, in the wisdomw of the
Parliament of Engla vd, and upon the syms
pathies of the Queen, We have met this great
question calmly and constitutionally. We
have 0o desire to treat 1t in any other man-
ner. We have no wish for the storm or tem-
pest, but we are agking for our rights, out
of which we have been wronged, sad the
people of Canads may a8 well understand
that the people of this fountry do not intend
willingly to submut tot ke provisions of the
British North America Aot

With these obeervati one, sir, I beg leave to
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second the regolutions now upon the table of
the House.

Mr. Pixeo, in the absence of Mr. Blanchard,
1aid on the table, by way of notice, several
amendments to the resolutions, intimating
that Mr. Blanchard would move them regu-
lirly when he wasable to be in his place.
(The amendments will be given at the con-
clusion of Mr. Blanchard’s speech.)

The debate was adjourned.

The House then adjourned.

Tusspax, Feb. 11th

The House met at three o’clock

Mr. K1pstox presented a petition from N
Meclnnes, of Iaverness, sgsinst the return of
Hiram Bianchard, Esq., which was lsid on
the table until Saturday next

HON. JIR. FLYNNS sSPEECH.

Hon. E P FLyxsw then said .—In nising to
address the House on the resolutions which
have been introduced so ably by the Hon.
Attorney General, I feel that I can sdd nos
thing new to a suhject which has already oc-
cupied s0 much pablic attention in this coun-
try, and one that has been so thoroughly
debated in all 1ts aspects on the floors of the
House, 1n the prees, and at every hustings
in the Province. I have not the vanity to
suppose for an instant that I can vest the
question with any novaity, or deal with
1t with that eloquence exhibited by those
patriotic men who have so nobly advocated
the interests of the people. The numerous
evils resulting to this Province from a union
with Canada under the terms of the British
North Awerica Act, and the great injustice
done to the people by forcing them 1into a
political connection, never sought for or de-
sired by them, have been 8o clearly illustras
ted during the recent session of the Domin-
ion Parliament, that I think I would be hard~
ly justified in occupying the time of this
House by any lengthy remarks with reference
to that part of the subject. Bat I would be
unfaithful to the trust reposed in me, and
fail to discharge the obligations I owe to those
who bave horored me with their confidence
by elec ing me to a seat in this House, ror
would 1 be true to the convictions of my own
mind, 2 nd the feelings which animate me, if
Idid not avail myself of this opportunity of
recordin g my most solemn and exphsatic pro-
test against the unfauness of the Act of
Union, a 3 well a8 against the oppressive and
unconstit utional method by which 1t was
adopted  Notwithttanding what may be
said by .ts advocates to the contrary, I
bold that & question of such vital mo-
ment, aad effecting 2o complete acd radis
ca! chargey i the 1pstitutions of this
country, should never bave been sanctioned
by the Imperial Parl.ament, without its
haviog bad ‘he most conclusive evidence
that an unmistakably autbentic expression
of the popula~ willin 1ts favor bhad taken
plzce, when upon former occasions the
schemo of Union was discussed in this Legisla-
ture It has been declared that the opponents
of Union have failed to adduce precedent or
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suthority in proof of the incompeteucy of
Parliament to carry the measure, without
sabmitting it tothe people at the polls. But
it has always appeared to my mind thst
it was the advocates of Union who failed to
show 1n the whole history of British and colo-
nial legislation a precedent or authority justi-
fying such a summary destruction of our
constitution, not only without our consent,
but aganst our expressed wishes. We are
all aware that Parlisment possesses un-
hmited powers whilst acting under the con-
stitution, but whilst admitting that, will any
one venture to assert that the Parliament of
England has the conpstitutional right to
annex that country to France without
the consent of the people?  Certainly
not. Therefore, how much stronger 1s
the argument when applied to the late Legis-
1atarerestricted as 1t was by express statutory
regulations, and with powers clearly de-
fined and strictly guarded ? Whilst admit-
ting the supremsacy of Parliament in all
thinge under the constitution, I deny the
right assumed by the members of the Iast
House in bartering away our constitation,
and handing to Canada our rights and re-
venue without our copsent. The constitus
tionality of this question has been handled
with much ability by gentlemen on a pre-
vious occssion, that I would not feel at
liberty to trouble the House at any length
on that part of the subject; but there are a
few extracts which have come under my
observation, which, with the permission of
hon. members, I will read to the House I
shall first read from a Speech of the Right
Hon. Henry Grattan —

¢ Parliament is not the proprietor, bat the
trustee; and the people the proprietor, and
not the property. Parbament 18 called to
make 1aws, not to elect law-makers; it isa
body in one branch of delezates, in no one
branch of electors, assembled to exercise the
functions of parliament, not to choose or
substitute another parliament for the dis-
charge of its own duty; 1t is a trustee, and
like every trustee, without a power to trans-
fer or hand over the trust A miserable
quibble it is to suppose, because delegated to
make Isw, it has, therefove, » right to make's
law to destroy 1t3 own law-making, or super-
gede its own delegation, precluded as it is by
the eszential nature of its truzt from annul-
hing 1ts own authority, and transferring the
power of its creator, the society, to another
country; 1t is appointed for a Iimited time to
exercize the legisiative power for the uge and
benefit of the people, and therefore precluded
from transferring, and transferring forever,
that legislative power to the people of ano-
ther country; it 18 appointed, entrustad, cre~
ated, and ordained, not only to exercise the
legislative powers of the socety, but also to
preserve her rights, snd instead of abolishing
them by surrender.nz them td> another coun-
try, to return them at stated periods, unim-
paired, uadiminished, to the people from
whom 1t received them.”’

¢“ The power of the legislative,”” says Mr.
Locke, *‘ being derived from the people by a
positive volcntary grant and institution, can
be no other than what that positive grant
conveyed, which being only to make laws and

not legislators, the legislative can have no

power to transfer their authority of making

laws, and placing it in other hands, the
legislative neither must, nor can, transfer

the power of msking laws to anybody else,

gr place it apywhere, but where the people
ave.”’

¢ The legislature,”’ asys Mr. Locke, ‘““1s
not only supreme, but sacred and unaltera-
ble 10 the hands in which the commanity
have placed it : though it be a8 supreme pow-
er in every commonwealth, yet it 18 not and
cannot be arbitrary over the lives and for-
tunes of the peopla.”’

Mr. Bushel says: “‘ Indeed it is difficult
to give limits to the mere abstract competance
of the supreme power, but the limits of a
moral competence, subjecting occasmonal will
to permanent reason, snd to the steady max-
ims of fmth, justice, and fired fnndsmental
policy, are perfectly intelligible, snd perfect-
1y binding on those who exercise any autho-
rity under any name or under any title in
theetate. The House of Lords is not morally
competent to dissolve itself, nor to abdicate,
1f 1t would, 1ts portion of the legislature of
the kingdom. By as strong, or a stronger
resson, the House of Commons cannot re
nounce its share of suthority. The engage-
ment and pact of society which generally
goes by the name of coostitution, forbids
such innovation and such surrender. The
constituent parts of a state must hold their
public faith with each other, and with all
those who derive a serrous interest under
their engagement, as much as the whole state
is bound to keep 1ts faith with separate com-
maunities. Otherwise competence and power
would be entirely confounded, and no law
left but the will of a prevailing force.”

< The collective body of the people,’’ says
Bolingbroke, *‘ delegata but do not give up;
trast, but do not alienste their right aad
power There is something which & parliss
ment cannot do; s parlisment cannot annul
the constitution. The legistature 18 a sus
preme, but not an arbitrary power.”’

*“The power of Kings, Lords, and Com-
mons,”’> says Junius, *‘is not an arbitrary
power. They sre the trustees, not the owns
ers of the estate. The fee simple is in wus;
they cannot alienate, they cannot waste.
When we say the legielature 18 supreme, we
mean that it is the highest power known to
the constitution, that it isthe highest 10 com-
parison with the other subordinate powers
established by the laws. In thia sense the
word supreme is relative, not absolute The
power of the legislature is limited, not only
by the general rules of natural justice and
the welfare of the community, but by the
formsand principles of our particular con-
stitution.”’

The principles 1sid down in these extracts
geem to be so perfectly in accordance with
the Brit'sh constitation and the dictates
of common sense, that I uchesitatingly
adopt them as conclusive. Even if the Union
were calculated to confer on Nova Scotia all
the benefits so flippant.y predicted by 1ts ad-
vocates and promoters in the last House, they
were nevertheless bound to submit the meas
sure to the people for their approval. Had
they done so at the proper time, as they



should have done, likc honest men and faith-
ful gaardisos of the truet reposed in them,
all the present excitement in conmnection
with the question would have been avoid-
ed The men who were ¢hiefly instrumental
in passing this Union, have attempted to
sustify therr pomtion and conduct by stating
tost the people were actually in favor of it.
In the discussion of this question, previous
to 1ts consideration by the Imperial Parlia-
meat, it was assertzd by a I~ading member of
this House that the intelligent public sentis
ment of Nova Scotis was in favor of Union.
A more unfounded and deliberately untrue
statement was never before uttered in this
House. In proof of the untruthfalness of
that statement, I need only refer to the elec-
tions beld last automn, when we saw the
people of every section of the country voting
against the Union scheme with an unanimity
upparalleled in the hietory of sny country,
Such was the hostility manifested by the
measure, that out of fifty-seven representas
tives, only three were returned to rustain it,
and those by exceedingly emall msjorities.
So far from the eountry showing an intelli-
geot public sentiment 1n favor of Union, it is
decidedly opposed to it. Even here in the
metropolitan county, where intelligence and
weslth are supposed to predominate, and
where, it wss alleged, the greatest benefits
would accrue from the messare. by making
Hahfax the terminus of the Intercolomal
Railway, and as a conseqnence the Liverpool
of British America—five members were re-
tarned to oppose the echeme. It has also been
etated that the people of this province, in
voting as they did, were actaated by s desire
to punish the mén who denied them the consti-
tutional right to passupon the measure, rather
than by any serious objection to Union itself.
The fallacy of this statement is so apparent
that it needs no refutstion from me Wil
not the Nova Scotia party in this Houee bear
testimony to the contrary? It is true they
punished the men who ignored therr righte,
and conmdered them wanting in intelligence
to pronounce upon the merits or demerrts of
one of the most momentous questions ever
offered for pablic consideration It 1s true,
they punished the men who, by an arbitrary
exercise of power, deprived them of thewr
constitutional right of self-government, who
handed them over to extravagant and profli-
gate Canadian politicians, and gave them the
power of exacting from us the necessary
funds to carry on their projects or their pro=
fligancy; put the political prerogative which
gave them the power to punish the barterers
of their country’s independence, invested
them at the same time with the privilege of
condemning a umon forced upon them by
fraud and intrigue—a unien that, so long
ag they remained in it, must leave their com-
merce, their constitution, and their liberties
dependent gypon the will and caprice of every
Dominion Minietry, and they now demand cof
us, as their representatives, t* at we use every
constitutional means 1n our power to release
them from the 10justice and oppression of an
act which in their opinion has neither a legal
nor a moral force It has now been most con-
clusively shown that from the inception of
this measure up to the precent moment the
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overwhelming msjority of the seople have
slways unmistaksbly marifested an uncon-
querable repugnance to it. They clearly saw
that m a House of 181 members, their 19
would be powerlees to affect anything in
their 1aterests; that by this Union they wounld
give up their dearest rights and privileges—
their constitation and their liberty—for s
wretched modicam 1n a Canadisn psriper-
ship, and become dependent upon msjorities
composed of men who cared nothing about
the welfare, sympathized less with the feel-
ings, apnd knew nothing of the wants, of
Nova Scotia. Whilst ruch are the feelings-of
the people of this Province, it is impossible
that a res! and solid union, not depending on
an act of Parliament, but upon the mutusl
intereets and the mutual affections of the
people, could be permanently established
For upwards of a century, both Provinoces
have advanced from infancy to msnhood,
under the xms of the British Crown. We
were always willing to entertain and act upon
every reasonable proposition for free and un-
restricted commercial intercourse, but ever
jealous and watchfal of our political rights
and privileges By s free intercourse of trade,
or commercial union, both Provinces might
have proespered, without rivalry or jealousy,
1n separate persons, but having united inter-
ests, under tte protection of our common
parent—the Crown and Government of Eng-
land Instead of the people of this Province
desiring political conrection with Capads,
they 1nstinctively shrisk from it They nx
turally dreaded s political connection with a
country in which they beheld a wastefal ex~
travagance on the part of her public men,
and, under a hizh tanff, annusl deficits in
her revenue , while they ssw their own
country, with a low tariff, making rapid
strides 1n commercial and political activity,
and having an annuaslly increasing surples
10 our revenue, after making the most Itberal
sllowances for cur vsrious wants and require-
ments, and erjoyine a degree of prosperity
not surpsssed by say of the sister Colonies
It was stated by the lat: Fipancial Secre-
tary iz this House, last session, that in ten
yeara we had trebled our revenue without
ncreased texation—that at the end of every
year gince 1862, there was a large increase
over the 1ncome of the preceding year; and
thia Btatement we find correct when we com-
pars the Customs revenue of 1856 with that
of 1866 In 1856 we had a revenue of $571,-
J88, and in 1866, £1,326,198; from these
fizures 1t will be perceived that 1n ten years
we had a'most trebled our revenue without
sdding to our tannff Had this state of com-
mercial activily continued 1ncreasing for the
next decsde, and we have every reagon to
believe that 1t would, this Province would
have presented a degree of prosper:ty traly
gratifying to every Nova Scotian. But, a7,
this forced and unfair Unicn, while 1t Jasts,
forbids us to hope for prosperity and happi-
ness  We bebold 1n the future nothing but
misery, subjection, snd degradation ; and
because the people seek by constitutional
means to free themselves from this vile bond-
age, they are branded as traitors and rebele—
repeatedly has the charge of disloyalty been
made sgainst the men who have had the firm-



ness and patriotism to oppose s messure
which they clearly saw would be destructive
of the Liberties of their country. This slan-
der—this calumny, has not been made sgsinat
the small minority, but sgsinst the overs
whelming msjority of the people of this Pro-
vince Bat, sir, 1t is untrue that the people
who oppoee this measure are disloyal—for in
po part of the British Dominions can be
found loyaity and attachment to the Parent
Counatry of so pure and genuine s character
ss that for which the people of this Province
bave ever been distinguished Ourloyalty s
of that nature which flows from the heart
without effort. It isto preserve that loyalty
m all its punity untainted and umsallied,
that they now seek to te freed from a degra-
ding vassalsge, which daily tends to salienate
us from allegiance to the British Crown.

The British Parliament, press, and people,
were deceived by the fslse representations
made to them, as appears by the preamble to
the Imperial Act; and without giving the
measure that careful and deliberate conside-
ration itt magnitude demanded, 1t was hur-
ried through the Legisiature, assuming, a8
we are led 1o believe, from reading the pre-
amble, that the people of this Province
desired to be confederated to Caanads. Bat,
air, never was falsehood more glaring and
unqualified than that which the preamble
containe. Am I not fully borne out in this
assertion when I look around these benches,
aad out of thirty-eight gentlemen, see thirty-
aix who have been gent here by men of every
sbade and hne of political opinion to declare
to the British Parliament that the preamble
to this Act of Union is false; and that so far
from the people desiring to be confederated,
they loathe and detest the measure, and now
eagerly long to be released from the grievan
ces to which 1t subjects them. The adve-
cates of this wrong and spoilation perpetra-
ted on their country, (who fortunately are
few), endeavor to make the people believe
that their efforts for a repeal of the Act will
be unsuccessful. That weshall be told by the
British Parliament they can do nothing for
us—that we must remarn in this Umon; or,
as they term 1t, accept the situstion.

But, sir, I entertain a strong opinion to the
contrary , let us address the British Parha-
ment 10 language conveying the eentiments
embodied in the resolutions submitted—-**¢ De-
cewvet by fraud and masrepresentation, and
from a reckless disregard of our repeated
and emphatic protests, you have done us, the
most loyal dependency of the British Crown,
a great and serious injury. We bave, by the
result of the recent elections, convinced you
of the great injustice done us, against whick
we warned you by our prees, our delegates,
and our petitions, we now most respecifully
but firmly demsnd redress at jour bhands
We do not approach you in the atiitade of
crouching slaves, begging some trifing in-
stalment of Libery, but as British Freewen,
citizens of a hitherto free and happy country,
acknowledging no suthority but the Crown
and Government of Epgland. We desire you
to releive us from the baneful operations of
the recent Act of Union, and restore us to
the full epjoyment of our former constitu-
tional rights and privileges. as a free sove-
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reign and independent people, saving our
allegiange to the British Crown.’”

Yes, Mr Spesker, I am convinced thst
when we thus address them in Janguage at
once firm and differential, and when the
merits of our case are clearly placed defore
the British Government, Legisiature, and
people, we shall not fail to secure that mes
sure of redress which it is the traditional
policy of Britain to concede when a proper
cage 18 made out

MR, BLANOHARD’S §P EECH.

Mr Braxcmarp said —Labouring as I do
under physical pressure of no ordinary char-
acter, I cannot be expected to make any very
lengthy remarks, but I feel compelled to ask
your attention for a short time, whilst I en-
deavour to Iay before this House and country
the facts and circumstsnces connected with
this question, and defend as far as e 1n my
power the resolutions which I understand
wag Iswd yesterday on the table by my hon
friend (Mr Pineo). Before proceeding,
however, to this question, I owe 1t to the po-
sition which I occupy 1n this Housge, t2 make
gome explanat.ons connected with some re.
marks that were made here s few days sgo
It will be remembered that rome discussion
took place between the Attorney General and
m) self respecting the formation of the pre»
sent government. I stated tuat1l would ap-
ply to His Excellency the Lieutenant Gover-
nor for leave to declare to this House and
country the circumstances under wbich the
present government were formed, and who it
was had advised sending for Mr. McHeffey.
I did this in consequence of s statement made
by the hon. member for Hants and the hon
Attorpey General, that it was to be presumed
and that this country was bound to presume,
that, in the absence of a denial from myself,
I advised the step 1n question. Although I
regret very much that [ sm not at this mo-
ment =t Iiberty to declare under what cir-
camstances and by what advice the hon Mr.
McHefley was sent for, yet I feel free to read
the follewing cofrespondence between His
Excelleney and myself:

A few days ago I addressed the following
letter to Hig Excellency on toe subject :—

TavFax, Feb. 6, 1868,

To H.s Excellency Msajor General Doyle,
Lieut Governor of Nova Scotia, &c , &e

The Attorney General and one of the mem-
bers for Hants have gssertsd in their places
1n Parliament that it was probable that Mr
McHeffey bad been sent for to form the pre-
sent Government by my advice,—

Knowing that there 18 no foundation for
the statement, I yet feel that I am restrained
by my oath ot office from disciosipg the real
facts of the case,—

I beg leave therefore most respeztfuliy to
request that your Excellency would so farre-
lease e from this obugation as to enable
me publicly to state =uch circumstances as
came to my knowiedge on the subjec: referred
to while I held the ofice of Attorney General
and leader of the late Government.

T have the honor to be,
Your Excellency’s most obdt. eervt.,
Hirax BraNCHARD.
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To the foregoing letter I received the fol-
lowing reply -—

GoverxyuesT Hovse,
Halifax, 7th February, 1868
Sig,—

I am directed by His Excellency the Lieat-
enant Govermor to sckmowledge the receipt
of your letter of the 6th instant, and to state
to you 1n reply that His Excellency regrets
that he does not feel at iberty to comply with
the request you therein made to bhim, as he
considers that by so doing he should estab-
Iish an inconveniert and improper prece-
dent

I have the honor to be,
Sir,
Your obedient servant,
Harzy Moooy
Hiram Biaockard, E¢q., M P. P

Now I ehall say nothing on the subject of
the precedent referred to, although I believe
1t has been done before, and very recently :a
Canada; but His Excellency, 1o declaring
that I was pot at liberty to make any discle-
gures 85 to what occurred, shows that the
Attorney General was entirely wrong in the
statements he made on the occasion referred
to To have declared, as the Attorney GeAn~
eral saxd I was at liverty to declare, the cir-
cumstances and facts of the sdvice which I
bhad given to His Excellency—supposing I
gave any at all—would not have been proper
for me, for His Excellency regrets that he is
obliged to refuse me the required permias
sion.

Now. before I come to the subject of the
resolutions, let me ask the attention of the
Housze for a few momenis to one or two
ttatzments that have been made by the hon.
member for Richmond. I must say, 1n all
justice to that hon member, that he has sc-
quitted himeelf ae I expected he would—ivith
credit and respectability He bhas not m-
dulged in any perzonal sllusion or hard hits
st myself He has brought forward his ar-
guments, and with his manner and temper I
am entirely satisfied. Hespoke of the county
and aity of Halifax in connection with the
resuit of the recent elections He said that
the city of Halifax, notwithstanding 1t was
expected to become the Laverpool of the New
Dominion, had returned five members against
Cnion Now, as I am instructed, the city of
Halifax proper gave s cons.derable vote :n
iavor of Union If that be 0, then let 1t
never be gaid again that there is nct a majo-
rity of the respectability, weight and inflas
ence of the city of Halifax in favor of Con-
federation It the centre of influence, intelli~
gence snd wealth has given guch 3 response,
then let not the azsertion be repeated that ali
the merchants snd bankers of Halifax are op-
posed to the Union of British America.

Before going sny farther I wiil ask the
government to aliow meto add s clause to
the smendment whrea has been laid on the
table. Now, it is rot too much to g2y, and
I would be very sorry to state, that the Attor-
ney General does not possess a large amount
of legal ability, and considerable knowledge
of the constitat:onal law of thug country. I
am gorry that I am obliged to attach to him
the paternity of a string of resolutiozs such

23 I do not hesitste to say were never before
put upon the tabl¢ ef avy Colonial Legisia-
ture. They contsin atatzments of cobpstitu-
tional law wt'erly st variance with the bhie-
tory of Great Britzin dunpg the last two
hundred years, and if, before I am done, 1 do
not convict him and the government which
he leads 1n this House by the authority of
statecmen as much superior to him ss it 18
poseible to te, of having brought forward a
get of resclutions opposed feto cele to the
whole constitutional Jaw of Great Britain,
then I say thst I shall egregicurly fsilin
what] have undertaken Theze reeolutions,
I have said, do notcontain what, in my opir-
ion, is the constitutioual law of this courtry
Spesking, ss I do, for the Confederation
party in this Province, I would be very sorry
to gee onc word or line of these reselutions
sltered I hope they will be Iaid at the foot
of the Throne just as they are now. Ihope,
when they areso laid, they will be accompa-
nied by the resolutions which I have been
obnged to prepare hast.ly in the condition
in which I have been for gome days past, as
the expreeeion of theopinion of the minority
of thig House, emall though 1t may be.

In the firat resolution we are told ‘“‘that the
members of the Legislative Assembly of this
Province, elected in 1863, simply to legislate
under the Colonial Constitution, had no au-
thority to make, or congent to, any material
change of such constitution, without having
first submitted the mame to the people at the
polis >* T undertake to say that this is tho
first time ountside of Nova Scotis in the his-
tory of any legislative or dehiberative assem-
bly under the British constitution, that sach
a doctrine of constitational 1aw has ever been
laid down. That question was discussed at
the last session of this legislature. Authority,
able authority, was brought down by Mr
Archibald, controverting the statement in the
most conclusive manner, arnd not a single
zentlemsn belonging to the late opposition
was able to support the pos.tion he took by
& single precedent, or even by a dictum of
any man who 18 looked upon a8 a gZreat aus
thority. Even at the risk of repesting what
I said 1ast winter, I will remark on what 1s
the meaning of an appeal to the people. In
the adjoining Republic there iza machinery
by which an appeal to the people can be
carried out. Ifa guestion iz sobmitted to
any legisiature. whether State or Genersi,
and 1t be thought necessary to obtan the as-
sent of the people—and remember the coun-
try alongside us 18 an unmixed democracy—
‘what 18 the course pursued ? They send to the
people to hold a convention on the sabject
before the legislature meets, and they are ex-
pected to vote ayeorno Theconvention meets
—it1s not called upon to express an opinion
upon an) other subject except the one sub-
miited toit. Suppose the convention decide
that this change 1n the copst:tution should
be carried out, whst then  Does the legisia-
ture take that ag the opinion of the people®
Xo, tkey send 1t again to the polls, and have
the populsr voice upen 1t Every man 1s
given o ballot ticket, on which he records
nis vote. Finally this vot> 18 counted, and
the popular feeling is thereby ascertained.
Have we any such machimery 83 that? Did
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anybody ever hear of such an arrangement
under the British Constitution? When the
hon. Attorney General can convince the Go-
vernment and Parhisment of Great Britain
that the Republic of the United States is the
only model upon which we must form our
comstitation, then he can expect them to pay
sny sttention to there extrsordinary resola-
tions

But we are Brtish subjects, and such a
thing as an appeal to the people st the polls,
uader such circumstances, was never heard of
since the time of the Magpa Charta 1 ask
the Attorney Genera] to mse, in his place,
and show us & precedent in Britich history,
ifhe can I ask the hon. member for Anns-
polis to rub up his krowledge of Englieh his-
tory, and then come here and give us an ex-
ample where sny great atstesman of Great
Britain, since the time of Magna Charta
thought it wise to dissolve the Legislua
ture whilst the government could ¢arry on
the business of the country. Bir Bobert Peel
will be acknowledged =8 baving been one of
the greatest statesmen of his times, 'xod what
hss he told us? He had given the Reform
Bill his mmost unremitting oppositien, but
after it was carried, what did he say? Did
he say, ““The peopls are sgainat, and we
must repeal 1t.>> Speaking after hiselection,
to the electors of Tamworth—in the presence
of the whole nation—he #aid that the measure
which he had fought against, inch by inch,
having been carried, the man who would
venture to appeal to the people in reference
to a question which had been settled by Par-
liament., was 'an enemy to hiscountry. He
accepted the situstion—he acknowledged that
the only constitational mode of proceeding
was through the Patliament of the country.

Sir Robert Peel, on the sabject of Catholic
Emancipation, has said, and I am now read-
ing from his speeches -

¢ He had no notion of the prejudices of the
people overruling the deliberations of the
Legisiature. The Parliament was better able
to form s just opinion upon quettiona of this
nature than the uninformed, and whatever
might be the opposition which Parliament
might experitnce, it was still bound to set an
exnmplﬁ of justice and wisdom; that being
done, he was sure the people would soon
coincide in their decision.’’

Further on he says:

‘¢ With respect to the general question, he
had on g0 many occasions stated s deliberate
opinion upon 1t, that he felt it zcarcely ne-
cessary to do more than refer to what he had
repeatedly stated, and to declare his firm gd«
herence thereto. He considered it an impor-
tant question 1n point of policy (dismissing
the questions of justice and good faith) as 1t
affected the general constitution of the coun-
try, and with reference té its bearing on the
prosperity of the Empire. With respect to
the first, he must say he thought the removal
of all ciwil disabilities, and the laying down
of the principle that there should be no dis-
tinction in respect to rehigious opinions, and
no barrier between a Professor of the Roman
Catholic faith and that of the Protestant Ess
tablished Chuch, was a material change in
the eonstitution of the country. . . . .
If the constitution were to be considered the
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King, Lords and Commons, it would be saba
verting that constitution to sdmit Catholics
to the privileges they sought; it would be an
important change in the atate of the coastitan
tion as established at the Revoiation.”” -

I give this to.show that Sir Bobert Peel
Jooked upon Catholic Emancipation as s most
ymportant and material change in;the conati-
tution of Great Britsin. He goeson to say.:

1 know that at has been said-that in-1836
there had not been sufficient warmwag. No,
forzooth, we ought to have aro thesoun-
try by the cry of ¢ No Popery.’> Never, sgir,
never, under Aoy circumstances. 7he Par-
lriament, and the Parliament alone, wil 1
ever acknowledge to be the fit gudge of thrs
imporiant guestion. The people at large
may express their feelings and opiniogs,
they should slways be received with defer-
ence, but, sir, we are not bound to confrm
to those opiniors, or to refer to their decision
questions affecting the general interests.of the
country, or which 1t 1s the pecaliar provinee
of the Parhament to decide *

Catholic Bmancipation was carried to the
glory of the British people, and has ever
since remained one of the prmciples’of
the Bmtish constitution. What did Sir
Robert Peel say when it was passed?
The Legislature has fixed it upon this ¢oun~
try, it has become part of the constitution yg-
der which I and every gentleman who is seats
ed here lives, and we are baund to submit.
Are we then to be told by the Attorney Gen~
eral and Government of Nova Scotia that oar
Parliament has no power to sffect any'change
in the constitution. Farther on Sir Robert
Peel says:—

‘¢ As to the sppesl to the country, let him
ask hon. members to consider whether it
would be wise to set such a precedent as to
declare tbeir own incompetency to legislate
upon any question which the Crown may
think proper to submit to their ;conmsidera-
tion? Would they so far stultify themselves
as to begin to consider what questions they
were competent to debste? Supposing they
were to make such an sppesl to the country,
how many questions do they think would rise
thereafter,in which it would be said to them:—
* There is a precedent set you by the Parlia-
ment of 1829 which dissolved itself, because it
felt itself incompetent to act, and you follow
its exmmple?’ I deny, sir, the necemity for
making such a precedent. No ; we will not
stultify ourselves 80 much a8 to may that we
are not supreme as lo every measure of legis
lation which may come be¢foreus

The gentlemen oppomte should ge and sit
at the teet cf British statesmen and learn the
true principles of Englwh constitutional law,
before they come here and make the declarss
tion which they do. I do not mean to sy
that the Attorney General 18 not ss cspsble
as myself of explaining constitutional law,
but I ask them in all seriousness before they
ask this House to forget that they are British
subjects—to swallow what I feel confident
they will be only too glad to disgorgaat some
future time—before they make themselves the
laughing stock of British Americs, I ask
them to pause. I now eome to the speech of
the same great statesman on another impor-
tant question. I will ask the House to recall
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the history of the Corn Laws of Great Brit.
ain. T shall not go intoa lengthy history of
this question, but everybody knows that Sir
Robert Peel had opposed the abolition of the
Corn Laws for a very considerable period. He
did so while he was leader and premier of
the British Ministry; and after s long dis-
cussion on the subjest he thought it neces-
sary to change his opimon. Who does not
know that when the measure was passed he
was sttacked in a style which is not often
heard in any legisistive body. He was ex-
posed to s merciless storm of vituperation,
and when nothini peemed to avsil his ene-
mies called upon him to dissolve the House
and sppesl to the people. Then Sir Robert
Peel 1aid down the doctrine that whilst he
oould carry on the affairs of the country no-
bo?iy had s right to dissolve the House. He
sud -

But my honorable friend says he did not object to
it as impeding the formation of & protection govern-
ment, but a8 preventing s dissolution, and my
bonorable friend and others have blamed me for not
advising a dissolution of Parli In my opinicn,
it would bhave been utterly inoonsistent with the duty
of & Minister to advise a dissolution of Parliament un-
der the particular circumstances in which this ques-
tion of the Corn Law was placed Why shoald 1t be
30 utterly impossible for this Parliament to deal with
the present proposition? After the election in 1841.
this Parliament passed the existing Corn Law, which
diminished protecti this Par passed the

carry you. If such an argument could be set up and
maintained, you acted without any legitimats guthor
ity when you d the repr of the
Principality of Wales or of either of the counties pala-
tine of England REvery law that Parhament ever
made, without that appeal, either as to its own frame
and oonsatitution, as to the quslification of the electors
or the elected. as {0 the great and fandamental point
of the succession to the Crown, wasa breach of treaty
and anact of usurpation” Then Mr Pic asked, if
they tarned to Lreland herself, what would they say
to the Protestant Parliament that destroyed the ex-
clusive Protestant franchise, and admitted the Roman
Oatholics tc vote withoat any fresh appeai! Mr Pitt
went oD .—

¢ What must be saild by those who have at any
time been friends to any plan of parlismentary re-
form, and particularly such as have been most re-
cently brought forward. either in Great Britaln or
Ireland ! Whatever msy have been thought of the
propriety of the measure, I never heard any doubt of
the petency of Parl ¢ to ider and d
It. Yet I defy any man to maintain the principle cf
those plans without contending that, as & member of
Parhament, he possesses a right to concur in dis-
franchising those who sent hum to Parliament. and to
select others. by whom he was rnot elested, in their
stead Iam sure that no sufficient distinction, in
polnt of principle, can be successfully maintained for
a single moment; nor should I deem jt necessary to
dwell on this point in the manner that I do, were I
not convinced that it is conpected in part with all
those false and dangerous notions on the subjoct of
Government which have lately become too prevalent
inthe world.” Mr Pitt contended therefore, that
Parliament had a right to altar the zuccesmion to the
Throne, to incorporate with itself another legislature,
to d hise {ts co: ts, or L others

tariff destroying, altogether the system of pr
with respect to food; this Parliament] passed the
Canada Cora Bill; why should it exceed the fanctions
of this Parlisment to entertain the present proposition ?
But opon much higher ground I would not consent to
& diesolation. That indeed, I think, would have been
s * dangerous precedent”for & Minister to admit that
the exisuiog Legislatare was iccompetent to the enter-
d of any jon, that is a dent which I
would not establish. Whatever may have been the
circamstances that may have taken place at an elec-
tion I never would sanction the view that any House
of Commons is incompetent to entertaln a measure
that is necessary for the weil being of the community.
If you were to admit that doctrine, you would shake
the foundations on which many of the best laws are
placed. Why. that doctrine was propounded at the
time of the union between England and Ireland, as it
bad been previously at the time of thc union between
England and Bcotland. It was maintainod in Ire
Iand very vehmently, but it was not maintained in
this country by Mr.Fox It was alightly adverted to
by Mr Sheridan at the time when the message with
to the umon was delivered. Parhament had
been elected without the sl'ghtest reason to believe it
would resolve that its functiors were to be fased and
mixed with those of another Legislature, namely, the
Irish Parliament, and Mr. 8heridar slightly hinted it
a8 an objection to the p 'y of Parliament. Mr
Pitt met that objection at the outset in the following
manner. Mr Pitt said —* The first objectionis what
I heard ailuded to by the honorable gentleman op-
posite 1o me, when His Majesty’s message wasbrought
down, pemely, that the Parliament of Ireland 1s in-
competent to entertain and discuss the question, or
rather, to act upon the measure proposed without hav-
Aing previously obtained the consent of the people of
Ircland, theirconstituents This point, sir, 18 of s0
<w.uch importance that I think I ought not to suffer
the opportunity to pass without illustrating more fully
what d mean. If this principal of the i petenc,
of Parlament to the decision of the measure be ad=
mutted, orif it becontended that Pariiament has no
legitimate authority to discuss acd decide upon it,
you will bedriven to the necessity of recognizing a
principle the most dangerous that ever was adopted in
any civilized ttate, I mean the principle that Parha-
ment cannot adopt any measure, new in 1ts nature
and of great importance, without appealing to the
constituent and delegating authority for direction If
that dectrine be true, look to what an extent it will

with them Why, isit possible for a Munister now
to advise the Crown to dissolve Parliament on the
ground that it is incompetent to eatertan the ques-
tion what this country shall do with the Corn Law’
There could not be a more dangerous example, a more
purely demecratic precedent, if I may so say, than
that this Parliament should be dissolved, on ground
of its incompetency to decide any question of this
nature. I am epen to the charge, therefore, it it be
one, that I did advise Her Majesty to permit this mea
sare to be brought forward in the present Parliament

1 ask gentlemen now to pause and conmder
the doctrines 1aid down by these great consti-
tutionsl authorities, which are to be found
in the Legislative Library—that Parlisment
is paramount in these matters, and has the
power of carrying them out. Let us not
hear gentlemen endeavoring to introduce
the American demooratic system into this
British dependency, whose glory it should be
that its constituticn is based on that of free
Englend I have shown you that at & time
when the principles of the American and
French revolutions were 1nstilled into men’s
minds, Sir Robert Peel came forward and
ssid : never shall we go contrary to the prin-
ciples of our constitation, sand adopt the de-
mocratic idea; we ;believe now, as we have
always believel, that Parliament 1tself is su-
preme.

Under those circumstances I appeal to this
House, and ssk them whether they will re.
consider the position in which they stand.
It is posmble that sfter proper considerstion
they may see the sbsurdity and folly of pla-
cing on record such resolutions as those that
have been 1ntroduced. Now I ask the hon
Attorney General whether the House of Com-
mons was elected for the consideration of the
question of Catholic emancipation. We all
know that it was not. Sir bart Peel ad-
mitted as much, but he and bhis friendsin s
statesmanlike manner opposed any attempt
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to teli the peo‘fle of England thst the Par-
linment should go back and ask their advice
in reference to a great constitutional change.
The Corn Laws of Greast Britsin prevented
any corn being imported into the kingdem
except it was sabjest to s large duty. The
duty was intended to protect the sgricultural
interest of Grest Britain, which has always
been so very powerfal in thst country, that
it would not have been surprising if the
Corn Laws had remained many years lopger
a motive of continusl agitation.

8ir Robert Peel, acknowledging the face of
the opinionsin favour of the abolition of
theee corn 1aws, came forward and moved in
the matter. Who has ever been foynd in the
British House of Commons to get up and de-
clare that 8ir Robert Peel did not strictly ad-
here to the principles of the British eonstitue
tion in the course he pursued. He carried
triumphantly through the House of Com-
mons this importent messure, which hasever
since remsined untouched. If Sir Robert
Peel could do that, was not this Legislature
in & pomtion to carry the measare submitted
toit Sir Robert Peel has emphstically told
us that Catholic Emancipation was an sltera-
tion in the gonstitution. Before the passage
of that measure, no man could ocoupy
any position in the Government of Great
Britain unless he was s Protestant and took

the oath of supremaocy; that was ssmuch &~

part of the Briush constitution as the House
of Lords itself. Tothe honor of Nova Scotia
be 1t said, that some time before Great Britain
broke down thst prinoiple, this Parliament
cams forward snd allowed Catholics to sit in
the Legislatare. <

What more, mr? What did the British
Government do in 18207 The Island of
Cape Breton possessed s separate consti-
tution; it had a Governor and a Gov=
ernment of its own independent of the
Province of Nova Bcotis The House of
Commons came 1n and by a single Act,
containing perhaps not a dozen lines amal-
gamated the island with Nova Scotia. The
1eland was given only two members in & Le-
gislature of 40 men. Who, then, ever heard
of the people of Cape Breton being granted
an sppeal? Who ever heard that this lsw
was not binding upon the people of the Ise
Isnd. They resorted to every constitutional
means to repesl it. It may be added that
Cape Breton had no Parliament of its own,
and without being consulted in sny messure
it was snnexed to the sdjoining Province.
Representing a8 I do one of the most flourishe
ing counties of the Island, I undertake to
sy that you wmill not find s man from one
end of Cape Breton to the other, who would
now stk for s repeal of the Union. There
were some Repealers for a few years, but now
they areas scarce as I think Repealera of the
larger Union will be in this Province twenty
years hence,

I feel that I am speaking here not simply
1 the name of Cumberland sud Inverness,
but in that of the great Confederate party of
Nova Bootis, and I regret it that they are so
inasdequately represented here. What was
the original conmstitution of this country ?
There were forty gentlemen sitting here then.
One of the fundamental principles was s re-

presentation of forty men, snd those selecied
for the most part from particular localities.
A few townships, such as Falmouth, absorb-
ed » large portion of the representation in
the Assembly, The Legislature stepped in
and handed & portion of that representation
o Cape Breton. Was 1t then urged that the
township of Falmouth, and other places af-
fected, should beconsulted—that there should
be an sppeal to the people before the repre-
sentation was interfered with? The conasti-
tation of the country was then invaded ina
high-handed manner, if we are to believe the
doctrines of the hon. %entlem;n, by the Le-
gislatare of that dsy. DBat what more? At
the close of the Parliament in 1858, a bill was
brought in altering the representation of
this country. That measure was passed
through this Legislature, slthough it was a
material change 1n the constitution, without
a word being ssid about an appeal to the
people. This messure was strongly opposed,
but did its opponents say that the messure
was unconstitutional when they came back
here? No one was ever heard to declare that
law was unconstitutional, snd attempt to
repealit. Wesat from 1839 to 1863, and
at the close of ouf legislative career what did
wedo? 1had then the honour of following
the lesdership of Mr. Howe, and sssisti
him in forwarding messures which I believ
were for the best interests of this country.
A bill was passed 1n 1863 again, to touch the
representation of the country—to cut Inver-
ness into two parts, and make other changes;
but who then heard the argument that it was
anconstitutional because the people bad not
passed on it at the polis? I may be told bye- -
and-bye that the measure did not tonch the
constitution of the country. Did not the op-.
_position of that day feel that it was a deliba-
rate sttempt to alter our constitution? They
succeeded in defesting it, it will be remem-
bered, in the other branch of the Legislature,
What more? Did we go further than that?
We passed & messure—one which I hope will
continue to be the law of this country for a
long time to come. We came in elected on
universal suffrage; I came in myself by a
vote of 5 or 6000 people. By one swoop we
swept out of existence what was then consi-
dered to be one-third, but which is now
known to be one-fourth of the constituency
that sent ushere. No member of the Legislae
ture has ever had the hardihood to’come in
and ask that it be repealed. Did any man
get up and say that the Legislature was exs
ceeding its power? Will any one say that
that Act was not binding upon the people of
this country. It 1s true we were prevented
from baving that Aot carried into effect at
that generai election, but that does not affect
my present argument,

I have given you what I consider ts be a
very high suthority on the power of Parha-
ment in_connection with the passage of the
Reform Bill and the Catholic Emancipation
Act in Great Britawn. What more? Who
does not know that Great Britain, for many
years, has been divided inte two parties—
that the Whig and Tory, or Liberal and Con-
servative parties, have been the two great
contending parties? From timeeto time ons
of these parties has managed public affairs.
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It Is within the memory of everybody that
very recently a Reform Bill was brought
into the English Parhament That was cers
tainly ¢ a material change ** in the consiitu-
tion. How many tens of thousands did the
measure add to the electors of Great Britain
That theasure wag brought into the Com-
mong, dut who, resding the recorde of that
body, will find the argument used that sn
appeal should be made %o the people? That
bill was defeated by whom? By the Conser-
vative party, Mr. D.sraelt st its head Toey
opposed 1t on the ground that:t was too
democratic and republican a8 measure The
Ministry changed hande, and what then”
Did the Ministry who came 1nto power then
diseolve the Parliament® No eir  They
said they would go on with the public afairs,
snd they did e0 What more® A few montas
ago we saw ntroduced 1ntd the House of
Commobs a Reform Bill, the democratic cha-
racter of which was 1nfinitely beyond that
previously defeatsd Not a8 engle word
about a diesolut.on was said [ ask the
Houge and country, then, if I have not suo-
mitted suthorities which fairly anewer the
resolations which have been submitted > The
Government sy have made up their mnd
to paes these resolutions, but I trust there
are gentlemen here prepared to deal with the
~uestion on 1ts merits, acnd not w.lling %o be
led awsy by claptrap

I was unfortunately unable to attend jes-
terday, and therefore I hope if I misqurt:
anything said by the Atiorney Genmeral that
you will allow me to be corrected through
you, sir Bat having obtsined notes of cer-
tain Yemarke that were made from the most
reliable wformation, I shall endesvor to dea.
with the question s3 well ss I can I under-
siand that the Atrorrey General yesterday
told the House that his remsris were :aade
after the fullest deliberation. Unde: these
circumstances we must expect that the heo
centleman would not make any statexment
that he was vot abie to defend One of his
statements was, 1 am informed—one which
went through the whole substratum of h:s
speech—that this Coloay 19 :1n a different po-
sition from any other 1n regard to its consti-
tution
hHon. ATToRNEY GENERAL—I did ncé ssy
that.

Hon. Sprager—It would be better if the
bon. gentlemsn would confine himself to
what he has heard himself

Hon ATrorNEY GENERAL—I may mention
to the hon geuntleman that my speech 18 now
1D press.

Mr. Braycasrp—I cannot, however, resist
the temptation of noticing one or two points
in the hon gentleman’s obgervations 1
think that I know something about tke char-
téred constitations of these countries —that I
am gware of the differences between & con-
quered country and one sertled originally by
Englishmen When Englishmen gettled in
any country they carried with them tne lawe
and constitution of the parent State—they
continued to possesa the rights :and privileges
of Epglishmen. The Attorney General sa1d
that this Province was given to Queen Aunne
and her heirs forever What does that
mean -~ Was it given for her own uge? No;

sl her rights were subjéct to the auntherity
of the British Parlisment and constitution.
This Province belongs to Her jMajesty, but
no more than any county in Engiand. The
Queen aioae, it 18 true, can give any author-
ity over the lands of the country. By her
royal authority and letters pstent she con-
fers upon apy pergon whom she may choose
any portion of the territory, subject to cers
tsin conditions. I unhesitatingly affirm,
however, that this country isno more the
property of Queen Anne than any part of
England, Ireland or Scotland

But 1 admit this, and I would be sorry to
deny it, that if the Sovereign choose to grant
a particular authority to sny part of the do-
minions to establish Courts of Justice or
Courts of Parthament, that authority is irre-
vocable We have been told that with regard
to s certain Island it was said that the King
having given to a ncbleman suthonty to
govern by an Asgembly,} and the suthority
being altered, the Lords of the Pravy Council
decided the aiteration to be yoid. Admitting
for a moment, for I have beer unable to find
the cage, that there has been a decision that
some act of the King of England, in reference
3 the congtitution of 3 colony was invalid, 1
ask the Attorney General to find me a cage in
which the Lords of the Privy Council ever
dared to szy that an Act of Parhament was
vo:d I challenge any lawyer in the country
to find a case 1 Britigh records from Magns
Charter to the present hour, in which aby
Judge or any body of Judges ever dared to
£3) that an Act of the British Parliament wsg
void  No euch case can be found, for sucha
deuigion would strike at the root of the am-
therity uocer which Parhiament exists.
When we g0 to tae neighboring republic we
cee tast mm view of the democrat:c leanings,
and 2 desire to avoid the extreme measures to
which the legislature might be led, there is
given to the Judges of the Supreme Court,
wazn an Actis passed in direct contravea-
<son +f the constibution, authority to say that
tpat Act 18 void But nct a une can be
quoted from any British Judge or Court to
show that an Act of Parliament 18 not bind-
.ng on all tie people in the country. I
undertake, therefore, to say that the Attorney
Geuersl put upon his resolutions & statement
which all the Judges of Great Britain coms
pined would not venture to make, for I repeat
that no authority in the reslm ever declared
that apy Act, no matier how tyrrannical and
1psulting to the feelings of the country was
voud. In every such case the people must
submit until, by consitutional means, they
obtsin the repeal of the enactment. It was
said that Nova Scotis was ceded to Queen
Anne and her heira forever. I recoliect when
1 was 3 boy hearing that gome gentlemen,
calling themselves Baronet3 of Nova Scotia,
had come to the Brit:sh Perliament and said
that Nova Scotia belonged to them because
some Qaeen or King had given them a grant
of this Province They were only laughed at
for their pains, but there was about as much
sense in those gentlemen saying that the
country belonged to them, as to ;say that it
belonged to the Queen or King 1in ber or bis
personal right. This country is not the pri-
vate property of the Sovereign. The Atty.
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General told us ;s was Quesn Anue’s and her
beirs’ forever,—I would like to see him with
all his acamen sand induetry, work out the
family tree which would make Nova Scotis,
even 1n that case, the propertyjof Qaeen Vic-
toria

(The usual hour for adjournment baving
come Mr Blanchard intumated that he wouli
resume his address 1n the morning )

The debate was adjourned

MISCELLANECTS.

Hon Prov. Secy. announced the receipt of
a draft for $520 from the Counc'lof the
County of Ontario 1n aid of tke fund for the
relief of distresred fishermen.

Hon. Prov. SEcy laid on the table Minutes
of Council 1n reference to the sppomntment of
Legislative Counciilors

Als~ a statement of the Trade and Com-
merce for the nine months ending 30th June.

Mr. Kistoy asked the Government to lay
on the table s statement shewing the amount
provided to pay the first 1nstalment and in-
terest on $4000 borrowed on the credit of the
County of Victoria, also shewing how the
road grant for 1857 was expenced for that
County, how it was drawo, snd what num-
ber of Comm:ssions was issned

Mr CawrBeLL presented s pet.tion pray-
ing that the privileges extended to certamn
ports by chap. 798 Revised Statutes, be ex-
tended to Port Hood

Mr Piyso presented a petition from D
McPhee, s ferryman, askisgr remtnetation
for boats which were lost in a heavy storm.

Mr. NorTaUP introduced a bill to enable
the Commuasioners of Schools, of Halifax, to
erect a school house on land demiged to them
by the City. He also presented a petition
against the bill Both were referred to the
Committee on Education He also preseanted
a petition from James Tucker and others, for
a apecial grant for the road from Turns’ Bay
to Sambro

Mr MorrisoN presented a petition from
Charles Turzer, asking to be remucerated
for twine and rope lost in 1ts transport by
the Railwsy Department. The petition was
referred to the Committee on Manufactures

Mr. CocarAx introduced s bill to amend
the Act incorporating the Roman Catholic
Episcopal Corporation of Halifax. Alsoa
bill relative to the storing of o:l snd Petro-
leum in the city of Halifax

Mr. CaaMBERS presented & petition from
the overseers of the poor of Traro, asking a
further allowance for thesupport of transient
poor.

Mr. McDoxinp ssked the Government to
Iay on the table a statement of the number of
patients admitted to the Hospital for the
Insane since its establishment, and of other
statistics of the Institution.

Mr. Pixeo asked the Government to Isy on
the table all papers relating to a complaint
made by — Fraser against Mr Bigelow, a
Justice of the Peace for the County of Cum-
berland

Mr. PurDY gaid that as the 28th June last
wss a memorable day in relation to our pub-
he affairs, he would aek the Government to
Isy on the table an abstract of the Minutes
of Council for that day, shewing the other
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appointmenta then made, and, in addition, »
statement shewing all the appointments made
by the Hill-Blanshard Goveroment since 1st
July He said he wonld also request the
Government to state their policy in referenoe
+o these appointmente, :

Mr CoPELAXND presented a petition from a
mill owner of Pictou asking for the opening
of & road

Hon Mr FremcrssoN presented s petition
from Messrs. McLelan and Caurrie asking an
increase of pay. Also a petition from in-
habitants of Low Point asking for a road to
Lingan.

Hon Mr Troor present:d a petition from
Andrew Henderson for the opening of a rosd
Also a petition from J G. Balcam ¢t al trus-
tees of a school section, for axd in erecting &
schocl house inetead of one burnt down.

Mr. DeEsBrisay presented a petition from
zhedinha.bxtantl of Mill Cove asking for s
Tosd.

The House adjourned.

WELNESDAY, Feb. 12.

The House met at 11 o’clock.

Hon ATTORNEY GENERAL introduced a
number of acts to 1ncorporate the Eureka
Gold Minng Co., the Ontario Gold Miniug
Co , the Kingston and Sherbrooke Gold Mina
ing Co , the Wentworth and Sherbrooke Gold
Mining Co , the Alphs Gald Mining €o. Also
an act to enable the firewarde of the town of
Pictou to borrow certsin money.

Mr. CavereLL presented a petition from
Margaree in reference to money.

Mr. HoorEr, two petitions from Richmond.

Mr. WEITE, & petition from D. MeDonald
and James MoNetl, of Little Glaoe Bay, with
reference to & cosl claim granted sto otbers;
they ask compensation. The petition was
referred to the Committee on Mines and
Minerals.

Hon. J. FErGUSSoN introduced a bill to in-
corporatc the Giace Bay and Cape Breton
Railway Company A bill toincorporste the
Gardiner Coal Mining Company in C. B.
Also a petition from the trustees of Schools
1n Sydney, praying that no materisl change
be made 1a the School Law.

Hon. ATTORNEY GENBRAL introduoed & bill
to icorporate the Montreal Coal Mining As-
sociation; & bill to incorporate the Hayden and
Derby Mining Co ; a bill to incorporate tae
Mourt Uniacke Mining Co.

MR. BLANCHARD’S SPEECH.
(COXCLTDERD )

The adjourned debate was then resumed.

Mr BraNcHARD rose and said:—Last evens
g, by the kindness of the Government and
the House, I was permitted the privilege of
concluding my speech to-day, on the very
important question under consideration.
Having now before me the fall report of the
hon Attorney General’s remarks, I shall
proceed to notice it as fully ag possible But,
1n the firat place, I would atk leave to move
the resolutions in amendment to those intro-
duced by the goverament, which my hon.
friend (Mr. Pineo) laid on the table on Mon-
day, for the informstion of the House. The
followirg are the resolutions.—



