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£o + ™ .7 granlees,) nothing can be more contrary to justice and honour,
o o L ot more subversive of the niutual confidence that ought to ex-
P50 LT st betyeen the motherfcount v and its, colonies, more deba-
e, TR0 sing to"the’hoaour and-dignity of the-oue, wiore » destiuctive of
Tt the_affection nod loyalty ofthe other. . Itis a “libel npon the
LFl British natio - to'suppose it. No; the porer thaligwes dny'con-”
NN stitution, charler, or privilege, by that very act, dwests itself of
1',*2*;:‘, S oall furzhc;:;comroul and.dmngm_on,,v\xrl)m.gc'pamts and particu-
Ey fars, that it does so.grant on give; and can,nof. retract, velgke, *
"‘g;:" NS or annyl. @ grant or gift, fartfier, than, veservation ;may -have
7RI beensmade for: such rgtraciton:or reswnglion,- under particular |
RN circumstances. '1t18 wholly beyond the competency of the lm- )
T \.  perialParliament toxepealthe constitytiopal act of Capada, [ L
AR s, question very.much, whetber. the Imperial Parliameat has -any ey
T \ right,eyento.modity.it. ~ L know that it;can not copstitutional- b
1k o ly.interfere in,, any. -poiots;- .excepting, such-asara_specified : 4
2 A in the 42d section of the act of the 31st.Geo, I1I, ang 1 could R
R lay my finger on several of the clauses ia the proposed union ]
o . bill; which, bag;they. passed:into.a law, 'L, should. not hesitate "3
£, . in saying, had been,suconstitationally; llegally, and.oppressive:  * 7
- ) ly enacted by the Tmperial Parhiament; whose. “rights. & utterly Jg !
e deay to take away, or-evemto: alter, the constitution . of~these v
Lo provinees, mithaut the consenteof thewr legislatzve, asscmblicsi~—- iy
'."‘ o %dtolnot saly,wi;h l\;llx;e gage.rmgu}; ‘leg} us uothdqf]eiye«ou_rselv,cs,’- o
T ut 1 say, let us no eceived by those who dare maintain so . o
[ basele'ss};gd 50 base a propos‘ntion,y as that it is, or can be, in the N
.. power ar competency-of pacliament, to take away that'constite- 7
. tion, that has once been granted, without our own consent. I .
"‘ should uot have wondered, had this falsé and scandalous libel ‘
b upoii, the good faith and upstaiped-character. of the'Biitish na-

tion} been uttered-by one 'of that crouching and reptile race; thé
vagrant Scotch adventurers, to whom "we may ascribe all this,,
. . commotion; bitt that Mr. H: who is geither,' a North Briton,,
o ’ nor a transitory sojojivner in the country, aod whose’professions
T al legal abilities afe, I believe, " fat aboye medlocrity,” shonld ¢
3 have-beeh's0 bl‘;%ql By, party féeling, is really suyprisiogi—
There ‘are ragny éthier points ip his speech, T"could-‘advert to, ~
as'conveying such udcogstifutional dud servile seatimentsy as 1 °
should ot have expected from’him, but I will’ confive: myself’
' to theé grgss and ‘absurd fallacy I Have here "pointed out, and’
conclude wiilthe Temark, that the only “argupientative- part, of
“his speech, is thal relative to {li€ disputes between the: two¢ prp=

; ' yioces, shant 1h'e"du!iéz;"!he'r%’st-'iiigothjﬁgfbut froth ‘and de
i clam%tit{d:'_ i . fe L, }} M,
; . e —— . ;
Ma. Maccunron, N . L
N In partireply to the.28th query:of Socraticus, I can aver,
Lo from my own knowledge, that the Hon. John Richardsen is not
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