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wisoly and cosslitutionslly In bringing to the notics of Her
a3 :ﬁx@ut_ﬁarﬁ%ﬁ&i"y degrue to \ghieh the goustitution
hiad been violased
!{E the Government. i was urged by Hon. Mesars. Colas,

hefas, and others, that the Council had s wuch right to
somplsin of the conduct of the Government, ss the lnster had
to complain of them. Alihough it were desirable that the
Council shouid co-operate with the House in giving effect bo
she wishes of the people, they wers cerininly entitled to have
their own opinions sz to the nature of those wishes. The

nt (lovernment, by refusing to take departmentel offices,.)

ad not treated their opponenis fuirly, for their predecessors
hag resigned when they found themselves in & minerity, und

zams terms 68 they bod thew, viz : by virtue of the approval
of the constituencies, indicated by thoir re-elections to their
ssats, after their ncceptance of official situations.

assumed opposition of the Council to the mageri

were willing thot the mujority should receive the offices on the*

aciion ag they thoughi most in accordance with the princig‘iea
of the constitution, and the requiremenis of the country. The
British House of Lords had never been considered a mere echo
of the Commons; they had déferred, indsed, to the determined
wishes of the people, but their apgbsiﬁan to any measuze
emanating from the popular branch bad not been made & pre-
tenos for abcﬁshing or swamping them, as was threatened
here, becnuse the Uouncil thought the Government had in-
fringed the coustitution. If vur constituifon was su o
bear any snalogy to the British, we must have the system of
Governmend b ible heads of departments, a8 was the
case in the mother country. Members of Governmert taking)
office, and being re-elected by their constituencies, woul
necessarily ocoupy positions of more independence than st
present, when no opportunity was afforded the peogle of ex-
pressing their opinions as to the manner in which the public
offices wore filled. In the year 1850, prepaiaiory to the
adopiion of Responsible Govarnment, it was considerad neces-
sary to provide peusions for the then Atiorney General and
Colonial Secretary, because, under the system about to be
inaugurated, their successors ‘would be required to have seats
in the Legisinture; and the gentlemen to be displaced had
taken and held their officcs under no such obligation. The
Government had used the cry of exclusion of office-holders
from the Assembly to gain support at the elections, under the
plea, that by sach means the independence of the Legislature
would be increased ; they had not, however, said unythin,
about the presence of members of Government on the floors o
the Houss, of whom they sow had the unprecedented number
of seven, reprosenting more executive influence than had ever
been there. Ad to the sharge that the late Government had ap-

inted to oMoes rajected candidates, it came with a bad grace
?room the men who put into office those who would not dare fo
seek o constituenoy. A man might ba rejected, although he

the confidence of a large portion of the conséituency

%o which he appealed, and of the population generally ; but
we now had men in office who could not obtain any appreciable
number of votes. Notwithstanding whathad heen seid to the
contrary, the dissolution of 1854 was caused by the Bill refa-
tive to the partial exclusion of officials from the House, intro-
duced by the Government, and the passage of the new Franchise
Bill was s co-operating cause,

The Post Office Bill, concerning the rejection of which by
the Council so mueh capital bad been made by the Govern-
ment, was by no means identical in its nature or provisions
with that which the late Government would have been will-
ing to have carried. The one merely provided for the uiti-
mate payment of donble postage in case of non-pre-payment
of the single rate ; while the late measure prohibited entirely
the trsosmission of any letter to Britain, unless the postage
wore prepaid-—in other words, the letter, the postage of
which might not be paid in advance, was not to be forwarded
st all 1o its destination.

The absence of Catholies from the (Government was an un~-
doubted, and, indeed, sn admitted fact, snd the Government
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y ond itg fundamental principles disregarded

ould in vsin sttempt to gless it over, The census returns
owed that themembers of thut communion comprised nearly
ne-half of the gross population of the Colony; and the de-
claration in the Address before the House, thit they had sent
oo supporiers of the Government tosthe House, was a sigpi.
feant admission: that they did not possess the confidence of
that large and iofluentiel seotion of the people. The late
| Government had left & vasant seat in the Legislative Couneil,
| which tho present might have filled up with & Cathalie, of
which devomination many vote for members of the majority.
As & branch of the Legislature, co-ordinate with the House,
the Council were entitled to courteons und respectful treat-

ment ; their Address to the Queen only stated mabters of
fact, which could not he controverted, such .us the exclusion

As to the ! of officials from the Legislature, the absence of Catholics
of the i
House, it was competent for that body to adopt such line of | the Legislative Couneil.

from the Government, and of members of the Executive from
The late elections did not prove
the populur desire for excluding office-holders to the extent .
which the majority asserted.  The lute Col, Seeretary, and

' the late Queen’s Printer, were iriumpbantly returned, and

the late Registrar of Deeds had withdrawn from the contest.
aod his place was supplied by & person of similar principles ;
the late Postmaster General bad lost his sest by @ minority
of puly 8, and nearly 30 votes of parties non-resident in the
distriet were vecorded sgainst him. True, the late Treasarer
was defeated, but ke had loft his former distriet. The asser-

rﬁo’n of unquaiified and factious opposition of the Couneil to

measures of the House, was unfounded and unjust. They
bad pussed every measure sent up, bat one—the Post Office
Bill—and i was betier that the Government and the House
should adopt a conciliatory course, than one which could have
but the effect of producing discord and bad fesling. It would
be found, on reference to the Journals, that the Council had
thrown out many bills of the late Governmens, which did
not argue the blind subserviency which bad bees. attributed
to them. x
After a very protracted debate, of which the foregoin
summary contains the substance of the arguments ou bo
sides, the Address was agreed to, on th fo%iowiq divigion :
© Yuas—Hon, Messrs, Gray, Palmer, Laird, Ifo rorth,
James Yeo, Haviland, Pope, McAulay, the Speaker; Messys.
Davies, Douse, McNeill, Monigomery, Holm, Howat, Ram-
say, Owen.—17. -
Navs-—Hon, Messrs. Coles, Kelly, Wightman, Thornton,
Whelan, Messrs. Cooper and Butherland.—7 S
W. M. Howe, Beporter,

DEBATE ON THE ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO THE
GOVERNOR’S SPEECH:
Concluded.

Hon. 3Mr. HAVILAND-~The hon. member’s owa govern-
ment afforded a pretty good illustration of a family compact.

| There were himself, the Surveyor General, father-in-law to

his daughter, the Road Correspondent, hie sop-in-law, and the
Sergeant. at Arms, his brother-in-law ~~quite a snug lamily
party. As to the mejerity of votes given for the Government
and the opposition respectively, it will be found, that the 16
Government members had some 1364 votes more thap their
opponents had received ; and before the prorogation that ma-
jority may be increased to 2000. The Government cannot be.
charged with having gone to the hustings with fraud and mis-
represemation ; their principles were boldly avowed, and the
true remson of their being in power now is the fact, that the
people had become thoroughly disgusted with the mockery of
Responsible Government to which they had so long submitted.

The late Government so far ignored Responsible Government.

that the bhest claim te office was, that the appoiniee should
' have been rejecied by fhe people ; the defeated candidate then
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