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10 THE QUESTION ANSWERED.

•^

tice the araer.dmert of the lion. Mr. llobin-

Bon, proposing to cxclucle from compi.'nsation

*' AN7 PEUSON WHO 'WA? IN' AN!' IIAKNKU 11^:-

rucATKi) IX TJiii i.uD R;:cilLL1ox

liKVUaKi:', WllKX CAM.l'D LTOX,

SUIT.': ISilNG IT ;" and tlirit of Iilr

, on Y,'iio

O AID IN

. "Wil^op,

V'ho nioveil lo insert tiiu fullowiiig- v,'orus

—

"^I'TOU ANY I'KrsO.V WHO AUVV, ASSjSTKI) oil

ALETTIODTIIK SAIL) Ur.lii-.LT.IOX, f.IIALL HF. KN-

TITLl,t> TO ANV INDK.MXllY." BoU) of tllCflC

proposed amenduienis were I>EJECTED by

a " Inrge majority of Eeprii.-entfitlvee," who

thus openly rofused to eMclut!.' from iiidcmni-

fication tlio&c v.'ho had "aided, aspisted, or

abetted the Ivebeliion;"* and xcA, Your Lord-

fihip has been induced by your Ad^isers to

believe—and to promulgate that belief—that

this *'iar£';e majoiUy ol' Representatives" did

not intend '•' to countenance Rebellion, or to

coai^^ensate the losses of
i
aiioiis guilty cf

the heinous crime of trc.ison."

I Lave liitherto confined myself, as Your

lordship -will observe, to the proceedings

and debates in the Legislative Assembly;

his conscience to vote for what he considered

an "encouragement of acts of insubordina-

iion." His raanly and energetic speech in

the Council, on the 14th March, is worthy

of Tour Loicl.sl)ip'g attentive perusal, and I

(juoiC from it at .some length, from a news-

paper 10 which I must again have recourse,

as tl.e only notice taken in the Hlondcul J^i-

l:,t is the following sentence, in its issue of

the iGlh : "The Hon. Mr. Jones, one of the

new membcr.^j spoke against the Bill :"

—

" It npjH-arcd to him that, ';/ ihc hill, all vlo were
hol crdiidefl lui ilic. p? aviso, ucre clcai ly entitled to their

claims, f.r.d justly too. uncler its provi.^iuns. 7/ there

had b^m no pi aviso, they viight hcive believed the pro-

Ji'ssif7:s of the Miniatiy ; but, since there had Lceii a
provision made to thu bill, it should have Rono a lit-

tlo fiii'thfi*. As it stood at present, it ivoM admit the

chi'ms of persons just c.s (juiliy as those irho vcre ex-

cluded, and it the simple terms " or all \Nho wero
guilty of an overt act of rebellion," had been added
to the prevision, h(3 would have voted for it. And
V. !;y uid lliey not do this {— it v.culd have disarmed
the oji)io£)ition conclusively. But he had reason to

Ino.o lh:ti no class ofpersons ivonld be cxelitded icho

vcre gui'ty of evert acts of rebellion ; and he luiew that

persons \y\:o hud incnaL'ed his own life, Avlio had at-

templed tj destroy his property, ami had harassed

'Uid distressed his fair' v,were claimants, and he could

life. By!
would bo

considerefl

sary to pr

try."— [3j

not supporf. their bcin;^ paid, He could not give tho

and with regard to the progress cf the Eill
j

bill his »iiiiport, but, on the contrary, he felt himself

bound to upposo it, hecausL' Ik; felt it would include a
through the Legislative Council, my remark?

sliall be very brief. I'he uebat'^« in that

House were not unattended with points of

interest, as regards the question in the solu-

tion of which I am now engaged, but I shall

only oifer to Your Lordship's consideration

the statements of one of the Honorable Mem-
bers of the Uouse,—the Hon. Robert Jones.

You have doubtless not forgotten, my Lord,

that this was one of the tv/clve gentlemen

elevated to the Upper House, by the advice

of your present Miuislryj in the course of less

than six month?, thus raising the number of

members of the House from 33 to 45. Mr.

Jones, as might have been supposed ^-..'m

this appointment, is in general a supporcer

of the Ministerial policy, as well as a per-

sonal and intimate friend of sevei'al of your

class (fpcrso7ts some of tchom he mentioned (o cue of
the Minislnn'niiVl MCMliER OF THE GOV-
EKNMKNT DID KOT r>i:NY THAT THKY
V/ERE GUHAT Oi' OPEN ACTS OF KEDEL-
LION. lie (Mr. J.) said therefore that if they pro-

fessed to treat those who upheld the constitution of

their country and those v.'ho did their best to subvert

tho Hws alike, ihcy removed tlie landmarks of mor-

ality, they tncon''ap;ed acts of insubordination. Ho
was h'dppy to hoar, however, from those who support-

ed tho ineasure, that they repudiated tho rebcHioa

of lS.17-38 ; ho Avas happy to hear that they did not

consider that the hand of oppression weighed heavy

enough upon them to justify resistance to the laws

of their country ; for assuredly there were no cir-

cumstances at the time of the rebellion to justify re-

sistance to the laws of the land ; things had not ar-

rived at that point at which resistance became justi-

fiable, and if there was anything to justify a rebel-

lion in 1837. there was assuredly uothing in 1838,

when the Imperial Government had sent out a High
Commissioner to enquire into their giievances, and.

when the Commissioner bad promised them redress.

'

He considered that there was no pretext, no ground

whatever, for getting up a rebellion in 1838, and he

considered that tho rebellion which broke out then

,,. . , 1 . ,1 . .• /•
I

'»a3 iiotnuii; hut a foul conspiraey to destroy th?
Ministry; but on the momentous ques-tion of

j
u^^g ^^^^ prSperty of the loyal people of the country.

,

the Rebellion Losses Bill, he could not bend He had sutfercd from that conspiracy, and bo could

^

•"See Postecript, Tage 18.

not support h measure io pay those persons who at-

tempted to destroy his property and meditate hi«;
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