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| Bill, before they came to that House Petitioning | It was impossible for hin (Mr. B.) to say who was |  8hoU
{against a measure which contaied-hardly 'a single | vight and who was wramg; for, as he had before | care on what grounds they passed & Bill with such

| sweeping powers as the one tlien under discussion:;

Thwsday, February 26. | provision to-which the objections contained n their | stated, he knew so littleof the polity of the Roman

Romax Carsoric Bistor,
.( Continued Jrom owr last.)

Dr. Bawvie suid, the Hon. Member from Glou- | hostile to the rights and interests of any other de-

cester (Mr. Lind) seemed particularly unxious to!
persuade hun and other Hon., Members that they
_did not understand the Bill. He (Mr. Larle) couid |
read the Bill and could understandat. 1f was a|
Bill  authorising  the - Roman Catholic Bishop |
1o wanage the temporalities ot that Church, and |
the Hon. Member from Gloucester ¢could notper-
suade hun that 1t was itengled for any other pur- !
posc. tle repeated he was sorry to otier so uu{ch ‘
opposition to the Bill, but unlessit was amended
he would fegl bojxnd to press the mwotion of which |
ne hud aiready given the notice. :
‘Mr. iixp. swd, that thé Hon., Member from™

King’s who had just spoken, did not understand | fuqids to his own usé, and perbaps run away froin his |

nomination of Christians in this Province ? He
Mr. W.) contended there was none, and if there
was not, theén the_pext question was, did the Ro-
man Catholics themselves want it? 'The answer

to_this question was found in fhe Petitions on t'ie|

table of that House. Upwards of'six thousand, ne: /iy
seven thousand persons- of that persuasion came
betore the Committee, by Petition, saying they did
—surely that was a sufficient answer.  He had al-
ready said that the Petitioners against the measure

did notseam to know the provisions ot the Bill un-

{ der consideration; for if they did, they must be

ajraid . thit their  Bishop would appropiate the

the Bill yet. Itdid not authorise the Clergy of tie’l Gioese with the money.  Wag ever such a suop osi-

Rowman Catholic - Church to manage the tempo- | tion heurd of before ? Yet dwanwe as this may

1 1'hore TR N or . . . o — m {
ralities, nor the Bishop either. ‘Lhiere was notilug | seem, andabsurd as such arzuments may appear, { cessorily i the face of their Bishop. The Hon.

'[ Petitions, could be made to apply. The question| Catholic Church, that he felt himself unable to de- |
'seemed now to narrow itself to a very small com-
{pass. Was there anything contained in thyt Bill,

i cide between the parties who differed so widely in_
{opinion -respecting the jneasire. The Hon. and
learned Member for Yo'k (Mr. Wilmot) had made
| fgome remarks with regagl to the Petitioners against
[.the Bill, and in his (Mr, Brow n’s) opinion, those re-
| marks were impr and unsecessarily seves

| The Hon. Member oudit to vecollect, that the Bill
now before the Comniitee was not the (Bill pub-

lished irrthe Royal Guzette to whicl: the Petitions |

| referred, but another Bill which had never been

| pilh[l~~|n‘|]. and the Petitioners had raised their ob- |

{jections not against the present Bill, but-against
that which appeared ‘in the Roval Gazette, which
they ~l|}|!u~.~w‘~ni was about tole broueht forward-in
that House, (1 did rot know that,” from Mr. Wi-
 mot.) T'he Hon, Menber says that he did not know
that such wsa the case, buthe should have known it
{ before. he went the longth of saying that the Peti
[ troners were bad Catholics, and were flying unne-

about the temporaliics of the Church in the Buii ; this was the only drift of the Petition .whicli he' Member's prejudices in favour of his own denomi-

Mr. Simosps said, that he did not mtend o hive | Jiolq in bis hand. The Bill cave no nower |
said anytnng about the Biikthen betore the Coi- | 5 the Roman Catholic Bishop to do any such thing, |
t > IR y Yl e i S S § v e 5 S s i
mitlee, had it not been for what ‘had  fallen irow {even if he was so disposed ; the only power which | wonld have been. In the

the Hon. Mewmber trom Charlotte (-}“-,yuyd-) T“‘“,i it gave him wasto lease the land as he had already
. honorable Mewber had accused n‘.m,r_oty want of i stated. - The Petitoners seemed not to be atraid of 3 S,
candour - when the Bill was beforefthe House | e present Bishop, but of his successor. What right [ but inthe Charch to which the Ion. and learned

last year. He had charged him witl¥refusing 1o

had lilv‘)‘ or any oue else to assume that the [ suc-

answer a question which he saud lie had put to mim, | cissor to the present Bishap would be a persen of ¢
enquiring whether the Bill of last year was a Gov-1 this description, who would mismanawe the Chiureh [ter, but must do-just as the directed.  If tl

“ernment Bill; surely the Hon. Mewmber must be [ prozerty, even if he had the power
mistaken in thus, and has' mixed up in s mind the | opor I'he power given by the present Bill to the |

None what-

question which lie supposes had been put, witli| Bishop save no power to his Clergy which tl
some ‘other sudject; nonorable Meiubers surcly | did not now possess, nor could that power be de-
must recollect that when he brought forward the | jegated to them by the Bishop, nbr to any one ¢lse ;

Bull of last year, It was so late in e Sessiol, that | there was no su

uthority given by the Bill, un-

the House had to suspend the rule litniting the.tune | jess in tie case of sickness or absdnee of the Bis!

= for bringing wf Bills, 1n order to give hun an op- | op, when the |

of the coiporation could be

nation, the Methodists, mPrht have led hinto be
more severe on the Petitioners than he otlerwise
scopal and Presby-
{ teriin Churclies dp the Provice, the Laity mana-
| @ed the temporaliies of their respective Churches

Mewber belonoed, all
" Clerey 5 the Laity hac t to sav in the mat-
| had a popular Preacher v would wishito r
tain, Ifn':\ cannol do soe

morrow § the coner

N own w
‘[ g not hieln thewselves, \"\m!

b
ted in the:

Mr. HiLe said that the Legislature should take

He was as willing 28 any wember on the floor of
that House to do the Romag Catholics justice, but
in doing so, they should tuke care that they did not
oo wrong,and do wore thao jus to-that denom-
nation,  ‘I'here was one nnportant feature in the

Grily, wihiich all who had addressed the Commitiee,
t 1l red to have over-

looke This Biiln on! hized the Rowmjan
Catholie Bishop gs a Corporation, but it also legnl-
1zed the granting to him, as such Corporation, lands
to any amount.  ‘I'here was no liinit nor bound in
this' Bill, fixing the maximum, amount which the
Bishop is empowered to hold'in any Parish; nor in

the Province, generelly.  ‘This was conferring a
power.winchshad never before'been cranted in this
Provinee, and which was, in his opinon, contrary
to the Enclish Law. Every Corporation authorized
to hold real -estate should have some  linit as re-
taarded the quantity and=vatve of land which it
Ishiould acquire in_its Cory > capacity, andfhe
( ed ;that when had been dis-

cussed hy somany E'\\) *rs they ild have over-
lool power had:
never been granted by the Legislature of this Firo- |

=)

looked | this seriovs objeciion:  This
vinee to any other Corporation, and.was contrary

both to the law and practice of this or any other
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sion, and had doubtless reference to the Bill pub-
lished i the Royal Gazette ; but subsequently the
Petitioners had been made acquainted with the al-
terations made in the Bill. Instead of altering their
Petitions what did they do? they sent back on the
23d of February the Petitions new before the Com-
mittee, in precisely the same words as those which
had been presented in the early part of the Sess
sion. These were the facts of the case, and Hon.

{ Members should be careful how they attempted to

throw blame on those who were performing their
duty. By this- Act the Petitioners endorsed the
error they comunitted early -in the Session. (“Then
there are just where T put them;"srom Mr. Wiluot)
Exactly; instcad of correctidgg their Petitions,
which they ought to have done, they returned them,
as they were first drawn up. | He hoped progress
would not be reported ; they could go through the
Bill that evening, and dispose of it ; and besides,
there were influences at work which he wished to
prevent. Hon. Members knew| what he meant, and
this Bill ought to be carried or lost, without such
influences being brought to bear on the subject.

was surprised to hear such language held on the
floor of that House as had just fallen from the Hon.
"and learned Member from Gloucester. What could
that Hon. Member mean by taking of influences
‘being brought to bear on Jon. Members of that

[ part of. the British domi
acquaimnte d. There was a

struck himn as worthy

with which he was
- objection which ¢
~-there was |
‘e which re- |
fa this Fro- {

t do'so, that

the reuts and profit » property lin-
vested in himn ation micht be withdrawn
from the Prov e altosether 2 did not uppr.’i'-
hend much dancer even the amount of land
i ) oreat as ‘o
| point of view,

1an Catholic Bishop
prudent

nothi in the Bill!
qurred ‘that the Bishiop

vinee, e mieht be possi

nested ih the joration be

House? They were then to do their duty—not to
be swayed by influences, = It was to be presumed
that every [an. Memher was willing to do his daty
conscientiously and independently, and it was very
wrong—it was highly improper for any Hon. Mem-

of his duty. It was s (Mr. Speaker’s) opinion
that this Bill ought not to be hurried through that
House. For what purpose did the House oo inta
C@nniltec of the whole, on any Bill, if it was not
to insure. full and free discussion? This was the
sole purpose of going into Cgmmittee, and he trust-
ed that they would coolly and deliberately discuss

Hi¢ Honor the Speaker rose and said that he -

ber to insinuate that any Memher of that House.
was to be swayed by any influence, from the path

<,

A

portutity of bringing it in, this was done on the i exercised tem Iy reyimen of the [from Mr. Wilimpt.) No, le was not wrong
Slst of March and onthe 2nd of April, the House { Chureh. ‘as however unnecessary to refute ar- | akthouch the Hon.

went into Coumtnittee ofghie Whole ou the Bill, aud { guments wiich, had already been refuted, by those | than he did, be

©h the following day 1t was reada tnxr(l‘<llxx;c, aud | who supported the Bili. The whole areument was | Le (Mr. B.) knew that T the

upon to piovide 1‘nrilhc werits of the Bill before taking the question,
2, which wight infer- | particularly when some Hon. Members had decla-
s oft their constituents at any { red that their minds ‘were not made up, and that

i or

sent to the Council toreoncurrence. No discussion |
whatever ensued duriflg its progress through i

tlouse, and theretore the Hon, Member from Chur-
lotte must be mistaken, respecting his evading ques- |
tions put -to hum respecting that Bill. Ltmustnuve |
bevn somie other.Bull, or sumetnng relating [to an- |
other subject, tor lie had distinctiy-avowed that tihe )
Bili of lust year was a Governuent messure; dnd |
brought in in order that the Roman—Catliohcs
wm tius Colony might have privileges similar to |
those which had been givén them i Canaduafby an |
act of the Legislature of that Province. The bLill |

of last year arafted, by tire Crown Oilicers,|could |t

f

not coniain any provisions hostite to the inferests | al

of the Crown, and it was to be presumed noue at
variauee with the interests of the Protestant (hurch
or 6f the Roman Cutholics themselvesg he jvus in
favor of the present Bill, and as tar as gs vote weat |
he would give it his support.  He would lik¢ how-
ever v ask for intormation, whether the present
Bill, was in conforiny to the rights and usyages of'|
the Roman Catholicgghurch m ireland 7 ‘T'hisques-
tion he merely put {01\ information, | and he sup-
posed hounorable Memders acquaintvd with| such
subjects might find: from the statutes at Jargel sote
information on this pomt.—If it was, then surely
there could be no objection to its- pussing urged
by any Member of tire Protestunt Church; and he
thought the large numnbet of Roman Catholics wiio
petitioned i its favour in this Colony avere suvely
entitled to as many privileges as their’brethren in
‘that part ofthe United Kingdom.  He would cer-
tainly support the Bill as it then stood, of with !
some tritling amendments. |
Mr. GiuserT rose and sdid, that he had not
made any objection .to the Bill of” last year from |

based on the supposition, that the Roman Cathdlic

Bishop would be dizhonest and deal untairly, with

| present House of

such property as micht be conveved to him. The |

coursg of argument adopted by some Hon, Mem-
bers went to show, that, it they passed this Billjand
if it was found difficient or otherwise objeetion;
it could nbt be altered, but must remain for ever.
As well might the Hon. Mambers arcue, that tius
lv was the last- House
which would ever sit in this Pro If after the
present Bill becane law, and was fourd: to work
prejudici i z i J
to benef
nd.that
rable Mem-
d could de-
ture of the Legislature

and might at any time be altered, amend®d orid

{ troyed bysthe sawe power wh

istence. Otlier honourable
that the Roman.Catholic «
ting the interests, an

id been

a small porti

the supposition that it would be "agreeable 1g/tholics in Samt Julin than f;

the Romau Catholics themselves, and he was

foranise from th:e présent measure.

Tt 1 1 i il at Bill-d -"’»' rise the mmterferen
sorry now to offer any objection to the Bill us he |seat Bill did not authorise the mterferen
was willing o doin that matter what he thought | Roman Catholic Bishop with the prop
1 \ DA ORIt W G e SR o R 1]
would be most agreeable to.the Roman Catliolics | Ciurch in-any \.ia(‘ the rights of Pew Holders
c ut what right enjoved

themselves. Ther® was a large number of | Peti-
tions in favour of the Bill, but there were counter
Petitions, the prayers of which deserve considera-
tion. [Here the Hon. Member read a Petition

against the Bill.] The Committee would scg that | €

these Petittoners complained of the measur¢ now |
before them being about to deprive the minority |
of certain rights and privilenes which they fgrimer- |
ly enjoyed ; but the principle objection in his mind
rest’d on the fact, that all the Church property would |
be vested in one man, and if any thing| went
‘He would like the Bill much better, if itf ‘\'CI'Q‘
amended so as’'to include two or three laymenin |
. the corporation with the Bishop. He wus hoyever, |
quite anxious that the Bill should puss, and if|
amended it -would set the dispute at rest, and|
tranquilise the minds of the ;pedple belonging to
that.very numerous body throughout the Proyince ;|
but if it was not ainended, he would vote for its|
postponement until the next session of the Legis- |
lature, : |
Hon. Mr. Hazex said, that ig_was proper|to re-

" mark with reference to*what had fallen from the

i think that proviso at all nece
| effect of removing the shadow of objection whigh he

been dwelt up

Holders was inteMered with by the pe

none whatever, the Bill werely provided

regulation by statute of what proj

ob voluntari

more (* yes it leaalizes persuasive powers” from

Mr. Partel rsuasive powers did it 1

oalize? Does the Ion. Member from’ St. Jo

know so little-of the polity of the Roman Catholic

Church as to supposes that the persuasive
)

i of the Cleray, or of His Lordship the Bishoy

wrong with him, it might lead to serious difficulty. | be used \vnh‘fr-:‘j effect on the condgregation who ‘
elected the Church Wardens and Vestry, with re-

gard to the management of the property while in
their hands, than they could to suade thej
N X i

surrender the property to be held by the e«
tion for their use ?'suvely not. Tl

! which has a single shadow of force acainst the

Bill was that used respecting the transfer of the
funds from onre parish to another,and that arcument
had been fully met by the provisoabout to be intro-
duced by the Hon. Mover, and although fie did not

Hon. Member of the late Governinent, about the | had just referred:to, and it might perhaps be better
Bill of last year being a Government ‘measuyre;— | to introduce it. In all other respects the objections

that the present Government had’ nothing |to do |to the Bill had been fully met, and it should have |

with the present Bill. - The subject had [never | his support. It it became law, hie hoped the few

been discussed at the Council Board, nor wos he |
aware of the opinions of members of the present
Government with reference to the measure, he
thougt it necessary to make this explanation in|

who had opposed it by Petition wayld withdraw
ﬁlrh‘ﬁrl' oppositionjand join with their cléray,
and the véry nwmerous body who had | Pe-
titioned in its favour, in renderine its working as

order to prevent any lnisunderstu“ding on [h.’_"Ci‘ﬁ(‘l(_‘ll[ and beneficial as p:rssli)]f“. The idea of

subject.

yvet it had-the !

belonged, this was the ¢

Il‘l?"l:f‘.!' }‘x"'l(‘!l"i-‘ !“

beloved by.the l)t-u;ﬂ“. viro they wonld h
wished to retain, taken a vithout any cere-
mony, -and another which they did pot like put in
his'place, This the Hon,

But w card to
e, II ¥ l'(‘,l]}.\ ' i s

which, the Church W

ken of in the Petitions agrainst

1 '
e was rmoene renorant o

the oues
1 . 2

SibH
absence o ranforn

tin whether he would

tive Bill d O » with any prop
| to the Ron

olders: nor was

" rihe | o
al estate as we cension any soliertu in
wind of ; ones he Roman Catholies in
rrons hody were not

not hold

h. They

estate about
Province,

but gene speal th hel ittle land for

ETR b R
uis rrovinece,

ecciesiastical purpe 5. 1n the northbern section of
ware they held any bind
| for that purpose, and he't rht it wou! » found

[ the Province lie was

{ on examinatio, they did not hold real estate to anv

itextent, in qgny scction of the Provine
jections hiad been raised to the Bill, that

[ tered. with the riglits of 1 lioldersy he confessed

he «did not sec ¢ » of such obisetions, f‘.);‘ih.\“-:‘ ! rth insl
TP ) S, N ; 11

{ our Parish to wpother ; this would no

| right, but that had been so_well met by the pro-

[ was nothing whatever in the IFMIJ which could
construed to interfere with the existing ri
any one ; and he it it would avoid trou
la vreat deal ofs | lezislation, if it sh
Linto a Law. 1t was conceeded on dll hands
1
|

tecting  theit Chure erty, and this Bill did

| {doing anything which could’ 'f“—"‘"imy injure the | yothine more than consolidate the titles of such
Mr.\WiLyor said,that a great deal of what hafl been | Roman Catholics in this Province never entered | pronerty, in their Bishop as a Corporation sole, 1f

5 . .y | ar 3 £ H 3 "l STy { 9 1 4 ~ - l H =
said respecting the present Bill, appeared to him | Dr. Dollard’s mind, and it was unfair.to presume | this Bill wag carvied, it would save much of the

to be entirely uncalled for. 'The provisions pf the

that his successor would be less willing to consult

Bill were as plain and simp‘\c as any Bill \which l the wishes and interests of his Church.
was ever constructed, and he was ataless to con- | Mr. Brown said, that it was with oreat embar-
I

ceive how Hon. Members had been ablé to [frame |

.objections,and give constructions which wérelnot, in | that occasion. The sabject was one of great difli-|
his opinion, wagranted by the tenor of the Bill. | culty, and upon which he fclt more embarrassinent | does puss both branclies

rasssnent which he rose to address the House on

His first impression was when he listened to the |and indecision than what ought to be felf by anv
speeches of the Hon. Members against the ‘Bill, | Membe® of that House, on any question which
that he himself had mistaken its provisions, -and | could be broucht bafore them. Of all denoinina-
* that it conferred on His Lordship, the Roman Ca-! tions of Christians, the Roman Catholic persuasion
tholic Bishop some extraordinary and startling pow- | was one of which he was the most ignorant.

er which would be dangerous and particularly
- lJiable to abuse; but what was the fact? Did the
present Bill comvey any such powers ? Certainly it |
did not. It merely authorized and constituted the |
Roman Catholic Bishop and his suceessors in' office |
to be a Corporatioj sole, for the purpose of recery-
ing, shuch real estate as may be conveyed tp him,
for the use of the Church.-—This was the principle
of the Bill. What came next? Did it authorize
His Lordship, the Roman Catholic Bishop to ap-|

propriate such Jands to his own use, or to sell | community every facility for securing and ma-!

The question came beforg the House in a very dif- |

‘erent shape, than that which it did when the sub-
ject was last under consideration; ‘and what added
to the difficuity in which he found himself,and the
Co:ninittee placed, was, that there was no Member
of that communify on the floor of that' House, which
they could apply to for info rmation. Butalthough

this was the case, he was sure there was no Mem- |
i quently they eowtd have known nothing of its na- |

ber on the floor of that House which did not wish
and anxiously wish, to give the Roman Catholic

them ? It did no such thing; it merely provided | nugiping their property. ~ He (Mr. B.) had had no

that he might lease them for21 years, or jthree lives
This was the utmost extent of his powers after he
had the property assigned to him, butthat convey-
ance must first be had before the Bishop of
. the Roman Catholic Church could be invested with a
single-shilling’s worth of property under the lopera-
tion of the present Bill, should it become Law,
< The Petitioners who appeared before the Committee
agamst the Bill had been most egregously mis-
taken with regard to the provisons of the Bill,
then under discussion. All the objections |which
these Petitioners urged were directed against the
Capada Act, not against that Bill. And he (Mr.
W.) thonght that these Petitioners should have in-

direct communication with his constituents on the |
subject, but his Hon. Colleague had told them that |
he had,and that among the Roman Catholics in the |

County of" Charlotte, there did exist a differ-
ence of opinion upon the propfiety of passing the
Bill, He was surethere was a most earnest desire
to do this numerous body of Christians every jus-
tice, and had the Bill came before the Commitiee
as it did Jast year without any Pelition against
it, there was hardly a doubt it would have
passed unanimously.! But the case was now very
much altered: Petitipns had been sent in against
the measure, and in tYle absence of any positive in-
formation, how was the Committee to decide upon

formed themselves of the nature of the present ! e respective merits of the conflicting Petitions,

L ¢/
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| troubrle and ditliculty of special enactments, rein
[ vesting the Bishop or the Chureh in those lands held
iby trustees; whd, in future, inay die without makini
1a conveyance gf the land whi h they held in trus
for the Roman Catholie: Church. Even if this Bill
f the - Legis!

| Session, he (Mr. Speaker) had little do X
Elllin:: of the kind would be necessary, and he did
|.not doubt they would be called upon to reinvest
| portions of real estate in where the legal
| owners of the property were already dead. at
difficulties had already arisen on the subject of
[ lands, where the T'rustees had died without convey-
| ing the title, and this Bill was intended to remedy
[this evil. "With respect to the petitions which had
i been presented agninst this Billkk it was quite im-
| possible that .the petiti s conld have been ac-
| quainted with its enactments, as it;had only been
fon.the fil ll of the house for a few days, conse-

| ture, and supposed, no doubt. it was the same as the
Biil which had been published. There was nothing
iew in the proposal torinvest lands for the use of
the Roman Catholiec Churchesin their Bishop, for if

name of Bishop M*Caffie. There was no danger to
be apprehended from the Bill. The_people were
generally poor, and there woild be little land con-
veyed to the Bishiop unless the Church lanc they
now possessed ; he trasted, thereforé the Bill would
pass, as it could not by any possibility deprive any
man or body of men, of any property thev pos<essed
without their own consent. Should the Bill becosie
Law. it wonld consolodate and guiet the titles to
Church property already possessed by that denomi-
nation, when conveyed to the Bishop, and:prevent
{some difficulty and confusion hereafter. *

i the Roman Catholics should have the means of pro- | @
[ jon he would not alter, even ifit cost him the loss

he mistook not, this had been done on the other |
side of the Provinee, where lands were held in the |

were the prineiple oh, s which

3| y noticed, and~ he tolt himself

d upon. 1 no them before the Committee,
as oply dstond ( t bern before
S0 ve parent that he had

ghit they would liave been urgea long agad by
who had ; S led mm. Heé was \\il»,lng
hould have all the pow-

pr possesse by cther denominations,

t the power to hiold lands to an unlunited extent
ssed by any other ition, and

» 3¢ it ith these

e mdver

nt of real

Lo s@ine

1!l the real

& vested

itied for.
against

tions be-|

t thesejap-
it was the

Bill |

1

]

ut
|
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!
|

|
|

|
|
|

they wished further time to consider the matter.
Mr. Exp said that His Honor the epeaker had

taken him by surprise by the remarks which he had

just made. He could not conceive what construc-

could have called forth such remarks. - He could
assure his Honor, and he could assure the Commit-
tee that he did not mean to impute any improper
motive to any one, but Ilon. Members nust be
uw%re that there was some excitement on this sub-
jec

able to be questioned out doors, and he had little
doubt that sone Hon. Members would be laid hold

{ of that very evening for the purpose of attempt-

ing to influence the vote on the following day.
He did not say, nor did-he mean to say, that such
application would have weight on the minds of
Hon. Members, but was it rtght that they should
be pestered in the streets and every place whera
they could be found, on a subject which he presu-

-'med every Member of that Committee wasalready

prepared to vote upon, and it was to rid himselfand
other Hon, Members of this annoyance that he had
made the remarks which he did, and wished the
| vote taken that evehing.

Mr. J. A. Streer regretted that the Hon. Mem-
ter from Gloucester had exhibited so much warmth
n the subject, and talk of influences and of being
i pestered in the streets and every where else about
this measure. He foxene, could assnre that Hon.
Member, that no human being had ever opened his
lips to him on the subject, either for or. against the
measure.  Although he was in favor of the Bill, he

Ihiad ng wish to hurry it through the Committee,and

iie had no fear of any influences being hronght to
bear, which could do harm to the Bill. He was
perfectly willing to discuss the Bill at any tie,
and just 23 soon as the opponents of the measure
pleased, for he believed it correct in principle, and
did not fear the result of further examination.
Hon. Mr. Hazex said, that "he rose for the pur-

| pose of thanking his Honor the Speaker for the dig-
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viso of the Hon. Mein! from Glotcester { M.
End) that it was no longer, objectionable -in that
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repecty he would therefore ‘go with the Bill.} It
was ‘his opionion that it shonld pass, and that opin-

of his=election.

Mr. PArTELoW moved that the Chairman report
progress.

Mr. Ha~ixeTox apposed the motion, on (the
| eround that the subject had already been pretty
| thoroughly discussed, and if posiponed unti} a
future day the same-arguments would bebrought
up, and it would tak whole dav to arfive
at the same point the Cammittee had now reached.
He thought the Comunittee te repdyl for
the quesiion.

Mr. ParTerLow hoped that the §uestion weuld
not then be taken ;. there were two amendments to
be proposed to the Bill, and ‘on the a :.vn.i.;u?n?si
there would doubtless be 'some discussion. The
lamendwments were iriportant. and the Bill. should |
not be’ hurrtedly passed through the House. The
Petitions against the Bill deserve some consider-
ation at the hards of the Committee ; and if the
-supporters of the Bill are confident of success, there
could be no necessity for hurrying it throughjthe
Houpse. ;

Mr. Expsaid, he rose t state on authority whicl
was undoubied, that ont of 130 Pew holders in St.
| Malichs Church in St. Johin, 103 had petitiobed |
in favor of theill 5 twerity were neutral, and had |
[ not petitioned for or against the measure. In St
Peter’s Chureh there were 82 Pew holders, 78 of
wlhom were in favor of the Bill; and he repedted
{ on the same authority, that those who had petitioned
| against the Bill, signing themselves Church Ward-
| dens, were not Church Wardens. While he wasiup,
| he would allude to the extraordinary course _pur-
| sued by the Hon. Member from Charlutte, (Mr.
Brown) with reference to what had fallen from his
| Hon. and learned friend from York, (Mr. Wilinot)
| who liad received a sort of castigation, for. having
| viven his’ opinion of the Petitioners against the
Bill. That Hon. Member had not utteredva single
word but what those Petitioners richly merited.
{ These Petitions were presented early in the [Ses-

-,

nified and well merited rebuke, which his Ilenor
had bestowed on the Hon. Member from Glouces-
ter. ‘Tihe imputation which that Hon, Member had

i cast geperally on Members of that Iouse; richly

merited the rebuke which he had justly received ;
and had sach imputation been addressed to him
personally, he would have treated it with silent
contempt. The whole House was, however, in
volved 1n the imputation, and he thought his Honor
the Speaker merited their thanks, for the manner
in which he had vindicated their rights; he, for
one Member, tendered him bis warmest thanks.
He (Mr. Hazen) did not deny that%here was con-
siderable excitement on this subject in St. John,
afid Members were hable to be importuned on mat-
ters which affected a large body of people what-
ever.might be the subject, this was incident to their
sitnation, and they must put up with jt; and al-
though'he was prepared to vote that evening he
would prefer not taking the question until to-morrow
as somse honorable membersj now wished a short
delay. The honorahle mefber from York (Mr.
Wilmot) had been much too _severe on those who
had petitioned against the Bili. and he must tell his
honorable friend that the sixth Section will require
amendment in terms of the petition, and he"was
deteryyined. when the proper time came, to nove
that agnendment ; if it was carried, it could not in-
jure the Bill—if it was not carried, he had so far
done” his duty to his constituenis. It was quite
evident, that most of the other objections had been
raised, in consequence of a supposition, that it was
‘the Canada Act which was to beiembodied in the
Bill then before the Committee ; he hoffed progress
would be reported.

Mr. En~p said, that if he was surprised at the
remarks -which-had fallen from his Honor the
Speaker, he was still more surprised at what had
just fallen from the honorable and learned Member

from the City (Mr- Hazen.) That Hon. Member

talks about treating his remarks with contenipt
—he mignt treat them with all the contempt he
pleased but it would be better to be sure that
they deserved such contempt. He likewise
talks of the digrified reproof which had been
bestowed on him by his Honor the Speaker. He
(Mr. End) was really at a loss to know what all this
could mean ;--he had already explained that he im-
pated no personal or improper motive to any one,
yet he must be told of dignified rebuke—tor doing
what ? For simply expressing hi§ opinion that it
would be better to go on with the Bill that evening,
and thereby avoid being pestered out doors on the
subject.  This to say the least of it wa ther a
strange way of attacking him when doing nothing

| more than his duty, and he would reprat that he

could not understayd why the Hon. Member from
the City had taken up the subject so warmly when
he (Hon. Mr. Hazen) himself acknowledged that
there was strong fealing out doors on the subject, at
any rate, in the city of Saint John. He would much.
prefer going through the Bill that evening, but as
honorable Members seemed desirous that progress
should be reported, he was quite willing it should
be done. : :

Mr. Jorpan said, that he had never been impor-
tuned or pestered about this Bill by anv person,
his mind was made up, and neither the Qlerzy hor
the Laity had attempted to influence his opinion.
As it was getting late he would say no more on the
sabject at present,

The motion to report progresa was then put, and
carried without opposition.

tion had been put upon what he had said ‘which

and that ‘every Member of that House was li-
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