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«' Ho had comr into 'his Hi.niso predisposed to sup-

port the Aduiinistralioii, professsjuty t'.v^u to bo, as

ho was still, a liberal in his opinii-ii^. Ho ri'pc:ito.l

he was disposed to support tlio AilministraliiHi, so

far at least as he sh'tuld cionsidov their measures and

policy minht tend to pronDto tl'.o good o!." th;:; conn-

try. Wh^-n tho measure Co wliith tho qucstlun now

before the House led iiim—ho mean i the lluuelliou

Xudenv.ilty Bill—was introduced into Failinmen^, ns-

smnln,!^, as ho was con^triiir.ed to do from its word-

ing, that it embraced in its provisions all sucli par-

sons as were not cNp'-essly excluded by one of its

clauses, without reference to the pari", they had taken

during the rebellions of 1337 and '33 ; but dcsirln'^

to inform himself as to the c(M-recfness of his view;;

of it, ha sought light up'-n the subject from every

possible source, and ho must say that all the infonua-

tion ho could gather in renar'd to it concurred to

satisfy him that ho had taken a correct view of tho^

mea.su>-e. He was L'unvin^ed that «//, irrcspccfiva of

the p irt theij had taken durinij the re'ieliion rf 1337

and ".iS, luould be entitled to be indemiiijied viidrr the

provisions of the bill, whn were not excluded by tlic

proviso contained iu it, liiat is to say, he who had

raised his arm to subvert the (iueen's authority in

the country, as well as ho who had unno the ssuno

thing to support it, -would indisc iininately he ent'ticd

to indemnity by the bill, VvMh the exception of those

alone who were particularly ex'.'!:'ded by t!io p/oviTo

made in the bill itself: cor;sOv';ucntly. he wh'. had^

sufered '>.«<; throiujh his rebellion, and hi<i oiv
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adverted to thi? circumstance had he not deemed it

r.eces^avy to do so, to meet tho assertion openly made

by the hon. S^-cakov from his place in thit housp,

r.'nd the statement of tho hon. mcir.berwho had based

hjs opinions upon tlio information he l;ad personally

received from tho same hon. individual." IMontreal

Pilot Supplement, i.O:/i .V.i^, ISl'J.]

Xo contradiction lias ever been attempted

of this frank and open statement, even by

that niember of Youv Lovilahip's Adminis-

tration (ilr. LaFontnlnc) \y'',o h generally

believed to be therein alludv^' -o. The ve-

racity of Mr. Jones i3 above suspicion, and

r!r/S tlio proof here aObrJed that the "-anier of

acts, wonid be entitled to be paid such /tw.9. Ho dis-

tinctly recuHectcd the remarks which fell fro.u the

hon. Speaker on a recent o"casion, adverted to by the

hon. member who spoke before the last CMr. James
iioD-is), and he must confes:-; that he was surprised

to hear th^^sc remarlvs at tho time they were made,

because they were so much at variance with every-

thing he had before heard from that hon. member or

any oth er member of the administration. Assuredly,

had such views been entertained by those hon- gentle-

men when the bill ivas introduced into Parliament, iiicy

would have expressed then tvhcn it ivas under discu'i-

sion in that house. There wore three Hon. members
of the administration present on that cccnr/.nn,

neither of whom ventured to make any such decla-

ration at that time. As tho hon'ble member (3Ir. J.

Morris) to tchom he had alluded, had thought proper

to advert to a statement made to him personailu by the

hon. Speaker, which he said induced, him to support (he

bill alluded to, he (Mr. Jones) wouhi advert to irh'.it

took place between himself and another hon. and dis-

tinguished member of the Government, at a private

intervieiv, in contradiction to what the hon. member
had stated as the views entertained by the administra-

tion, expressed to him by tho hon. Speakci*. At tliO

interview he referred to, after considerable conversa-

iiun on the subject of tho lademnity Bill bad taken

k/

this unfortunate Bill contemplated the "in-

demnification of persons guilty of liie heinous

crime of treason," is unanswerable und over-

whelming.

I trust that I have now established, to

Youv Lordship's sutisiactiou, the posltioa I

set out to maintain,—thn*: the intention of

your present Administration, in the intro-

duction of the Rebellion Losses Bill, was to

indemnify parties engaged in the Kebcllion

of 1837 and 133S. Should puch be the case,

I presume it v/iU be apparent to Your Lord-

ship that the meaning of the passage i have

italicised towards the close of tho lieply to

the Hastings A^ddress, undergoes a very im-

portant modification. Under the belief,

which Your Lordship's advisers had suc-

ceeded in impressing on your mind, that the

M


