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superlatively ridiculous to waste more words uponit. Asto
therr night of allering the constitution of either province; if
1t be meant that they had a night to gwe the provinces a con-
stitution, Lallow 1t; but after a coustitution is ouce zupen, it
can pever be taken away or aliered, without the consent, and
perhaps, strictly speaking, without a spontaneous application
from those to whom such a charter:(for constitution and char-
ter, are with respect to the British possessions, synonyms, ) has
been graated.

Although an advocate for the union, Mr. Jones was one of
those who declared he wished forno usion but one, in its de-
tail, in stiict conformity with our present constitution. <«The
clauses of the projected bill, were not such 2s it would be rea-
sonable te suppose that British subjects, who understood and
appreciated their rights, could be patient under. "They were
not such as could have emanated hom any mind admiring the
constitution of the mother-country, and haviag a due regard for
the rights of his Majesty’s loyal subjects in this portion of his
domimons.  They were worthy of the grovelling advocates of
despolism.’  He urged the house to make themselves heard ou
the present momentous occasion ;” if they neglected to do so,
they abused the trust reposed iu them, by an abandonment of
the dearest interests of their conslituents. Their sileace would
be taken for conseot, and they would be bunthened with a most
unacceptable unton, Let not this fair fabric of a coostitution,
tounded upon principles of rationsl freedom, be inconsiderately
1azed to the ground ! better by far that the heart that counld
canceive so foul a deed, and the hand that could willingly lend
iself to guide the pea to 1ccord the foul conception, should
have withered at the instaot 1

Mr. Baldwin haviog 1isen a second time, said “he had before
denied the rzht of the Imperial parhiament to alter our constj-
tution, without our consent ; he was still of the same opioion—
nut but that they had the power to do seo, bat he ipsisted it
would be derogatory to the justice and beneficence ofthe Brit-
ish parhiament todo 1.”  He illustrated his positions by a quo-
tation from Vattel, a part of which, most particularly o point,
as to the distinction between power and right, is as follows,

“By the fundamental laws of Englaud, the two houses of
parliament, in concert with the king, exercise the legislative
porer . but if the two houses should resolve to suppress them-
selves, and to invest the kiug, with the full sud absolute govera-
ment, certaiply the nation would not suffer it. _And nho can
presume to say thatthey would not have A RIGAT To OPPUSE
.

1n the course of his speech he gave the followiog lucid re-
presentatiou of the covsequences that wonld be Jet io by not op-
posmg the pninciple that parliament had such a right s was
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