-0 T i sy gy e T Y el

/ 60
B mway likewise give meon occasion, when leisure will permit, to
/ enquire into’the caubes aud motives, why that part of the 31
Geo. 111. which gives the power to the crown of creating an
q ‘heyeditary unobility jn Canada, that shall be hereditary council-
% lors, has vever been availed of 5 why the ancient French land-
) «d proprietors, who ought to have been the natmal and legiti-
i ‘ wate counterparts, fa this province, of the hoﬁse,o.f _lfn'ds 1z Eog-
4 1end, have not had (hat mark of confidence and distinetion, ex-
5 tended to them, which, when , that act was made, it was un-
}’{}} doubtedly in coutemplation, to have bestowed ,npon them, - I
g {Bat had been the case, we should never have seco that .eternal
?' struggle between the council aud the assembly that e have wit-
ng ) “néiged ; but iben too, the executive government would not have

had a sufficiently subservient couacil, as they now have, when
the members are ouly appoiuted for life 5 for sentiments, opin-
jops, ard court-devotion, cannot be txapsmitted, like Lonouis
and privileges, by bereditary descent.  We should then have
had 3res) and perfect model of the English constitution, w ith
jts thyee noble and ipseparsble branches, kivg, lords, and com-
mocs, whereas in truth, we have only two b anches and a stump.
or rather wo branches grown 1nld® ove, and overtoppig aod
smothering the other.  The reflectious that arise upon this sub-
ject, must however, be deferred, to a more euitable opportumty.
Inmy last, 1strongly veprobated that part of Mr. Hagerman's
speech at the meeting at Kiogstonin which he asserted, that “the
power that gave us a constifution had the power of takiug it a-
way” 1o the speech of his coadjutor Mr. Macaulay, the same
‘opinion, though stated less positively, appears, where he says,
«suyely the Imperial Parliament posscsses the power of, repeal-
jog ite own acts.” Yt can not be too often repeated, or too
stropgly inculcated on wen’s minds, on thus occasion, that the
pasliament can not morally, legally, or coustitutionally, . vepeal
1evoke, or soow), any grang thet they have made . they cas
not take away a charter (hat has beew given, nor avy cerpora-
1ion, por any exclusive privilege bestowed upon individuals o
¥England; can they take away the charter of the East India
Company, before its expiration? can they caucel the rights of
ihe coyporation of London ? Yet the propsictors of Esst India
stoek ave all virtually, and the ity of London absolutely, ve-
presented in parliament,end so might be said to have a voice in
their owp undeing, should such a supposed vepeal of their privi-
Yeges, be pgitated.  1f the parliament can not do these things,
and a thousand others that mightbe pamed, which affect the
rights of perseps, actually yepresenfed theve, & jortiori, they
2 pot do 5o, With regard to those who are pot oply pot re-
presented amongst them,but who have a separate Tepresentation
of their own, the only Jegaland proper o3gav, snd mode, by
: . whichto express thejrvsenﬁments,:gake alterations, if sy
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