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were asked to sign it hurriedly, and did so,
being told that it was merely an address of
loyalty to the Queen, and had no poliical
significance Many who siguned it were asto-
pibed to find afterwards that it contained a
olause designed to make Confederation ap-
pear popular If in other counties that ads
dress was signed as 1t was in Cape Breton, I
deny that it was any compliment to General
Williams  Its being signed in that county
was not, Imust repeat, intended as snexpres-
gion of agreement with the policy of those
who carried Confederation In conclusion, I
may #say, Mr. Speaker, that I have an abiding
faith in the generosity of the British Parlia-
ment, and believe that, without doubt, this
repeal will be granted. The attention of the
British people has been #o much turned, with-
in a year or two, to the condition of Ireland,
that the Imperial Government will hesitate, I
feel certain, before refusipg an application
like this. I, for one, am content to await the
resalt. My remarke, I fear slr;" havc been
somewhat desaltory and void of that elo-
quence which chsaracterized & debateon a
aimilar subjeot in_England some yesrs ago;
but, sir, however weak I may be in reproba-
ting this thing and its promoters, my weak-
ness msy be to gome extent compensated for,
by my sincerity in the cause of Repeal.

MR. BLANCHARD’S SPEECH.

Mr. BuancuARD gaid :—It was understood,
Mr. Speaker, that this afternoon should be
devoted to giving me an opportunity to re~
view the numerous speeches made on the sub-
Jeot under debate, and I feel that it never has
been, and I trust it never will be again, the
lot of any man in Nova Scotia to be placed in
my popition. However indifferently I may
beable to discharge the duties which devolve
upon me, and however small may be the abi-
lities which I oan bring to bear, yet I feel
that it is well that there is some little differ-
ence of sentiment here. If it were otherwise
the employment of the House would be short,
and little or no interest would centre in this
debate. I find myself now oalled upon to re-
ply to sbout twenty-nine speeches, delivered
by gentlemen on the government side of the
House. It was said last evening that some
of those §entleman should have the reply,
because I might take the whole twenty-nine
and lacerate them, but I have noidea of
doing anything of the kind. On the contra-
ry, 1 will say that such an array of eloquence
and talent as has delighted the House for
more than a week never occurred in a Pro-
vinoial Jegislature before. We have seen
coming to the fore and delivering lengthy
addresses men who, one would have suppos
sed, would hardly have occupied as much
time as the last speaker. Talk of lawyers,
gir, they oannot compare with some of the
farmere and merchants who have been ad-
dressing ue. Some gentlemen who, before
the last election, had hardly ever made &
speech except in a wvillage debating club,
have delighted the House for two mortal
hours at a stretch, with language, 1t is true,
that is somewhat unusual, but with power!
eloquence! ! and wisdom!!' Such as I must
oongnzulllte the country on poesessing.
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Talk of the talent of the House being lessens
ed since the Union Aot came into foroe! Why
if we measuro the talent of hoa. gentlemsen
by the number of their words, and their abi-
hity by the force of their langusge, nothing
to be compared with this debate has ever go-
ourred before. I eat here in the days.when
we thought we had intellectusl giantsamon
us—when Mr. Johnston on the.one side
an array of talent that was of no ordinary
character, and when Mr. Howe aud Mr.
Young, on the other side, were sustained by
a fair share of talent and ubility; but all the
debates of those days were ¢s nothing when
compared with these twonty-nine speeches alt
in a row, suggesting to the memory. the
nurgery rhyme about gome other thingeina
row. I intend to go into the subject with
good temper, beoauss whenever I have, on
other ocossions, ventared to indalge ins
little retort, by way of satire, on geuntlemen
who had attacked me, I got & dremsing such
a3 no ordinary man would sabmit to, but I
promise two or three gentlomen that before I
am done I will return the compliment. IfI
should omit to refer partioularly to any gen«
tleman, I trust he will pardon, and-take to
himself the remarks I make to his friends.

In the first place, however, I wiah to take
s broad view of some of the festures of the
debate. We had a good deal of oonstitution-
al argument, and I regret that when I closed
my first speech the Attorney General waa/not
sllowed then and there, as he wished to do,
to reply to my remarks upop that hesd, for
that would have given me an opportunity of
commenting upon his observations. I feel
that it will be manifest that in the course of
his argument he either misrepresanted the
issuens of the question or he was not awaxe of
the faocts. We were told that this-eountry
had a charter—an inviolate charter, but I
ask the Attorney Generdl to meet the srgu-
ment which I advanced : that if such & ohar-
ter were given by George II. it hws been wios
Iated over and over agsin until there is not
aray of it left—violated in every concelvable
manner—torn into ribbons tem thousand
times. I wil give book and page in proof
of my assertion : in Murdech’s History, vol.
2 page 332, 1t i8 recorded that by proclama-
tiom George III., with the advioe of bis Privy
Counocil, annexed the Islands of Prifce Eds
ward and Cspe Breton to Nova 8cotis. Again
we find the Governor and Council of this Pro-
vinge altering the representation in the legis-
lature and the franchise. What became of
the immaculate charter then? In 1769 Prince
Edward Island was made a separate Provinoe
by the act of the King and Council--the same
power separating the Island whieh. had
snnexed. But going down to 1784, what do
we find the condition of the country to have
been? Nova Sootis, New Brunswick, Prince
Edward Island and Cape Breion wers one
country, under one Government snd Legisla-
ture. In 1784 New ‘Branawiok was cut off
from Nova Scotia by the Act of the Crown.
In 1784 Cape Breton also was made separate;
in 1820 that Island was restored to this Pro»
vince. When I addressed the Houne before, 1
was under the impression that Cape :Breton
wan annexed by Aot of Parliament,«
careful examination I find TWas mistaken,
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