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.r e " bave passed bad it not been for the influence exposed in
tbeevidence of the Hon. William Dickson. The same

" honorable member expreseed bis firm belief that a sirailar
Members of le- " unenstitutional influence has been exercised over mem-
gislative c-. uu" bers of his honorable bouse. He states, that the lon.
cil ïompelled " J. H. Duun, witb himself and others, protested against
to vote i acer." the lact School Act, but bis name bas been since erazed,
ein way. - and theerasure appears on the Journals. He bas also

" reason to believe that the late Chief Justice Powell was
"unduly influenced upou a similar occasion."

Your Coimmittee have reason to believe, that
the influence of the Executive Government in
the Legislative Council, has not been lessened by
any changes which have taken place in the com-
position of that body since the date of the trans-
actions to which the testimony of Messrs. Dick-
son and Clark lias reference.

W., L. MACKENZIE,
Chairman,

Committee Room. Commons' House
of Assembly, 16th .March, 1831.

APPENDIX.
A

' A Table of V'tcs shewing some of the conse-
quences that arise out cf the inequality in
the represenfation for Upper Canada in the

'.Provincial Legislature.
, 1. In January last, Mr. Mackenzie, pursuant to notice,
noved that the House of Assembly do require certain de-

Vote on Bank tailed iniformation, on the Oath of the President and Cash-
'enquiry. ier of the Biauk of Upper Canada, Sufficient in bis opiuion

to enable the Legislature te form a more correct estimate
of the conditio of fhat institution. Forty Members were
present, òf whom 24 voted agairst the motion and only 11
for it. Leavxng out of this calculation the votes from these
places the memnbers of which were equally divided on the
quest!o'n, it will be found that the representatives of a
population between 90 and 100,000 souls supported the en-
quiry, while the representatives of about an equal portion
of tbe population opposed it. The difference on the raost
minute calculation will not exceed 4000, or lets than a fif-
teenth of the population; but the difference in the House
is 15 against 24 or 9 of a majority.

2. In the same month, Mr. Bidwell's Bill previding for
Vote on bill to the equal division armong their chidren of ibe reai estate
amend the ,f persons whomight die without making any will, was

irogenitore thrown out by the eaker's casting vote, 41 members be.
Xs sngpresent.It haJpassed in former parliaments by large
' msjlorities, and had the country been equaly rprepsented
the resuit wonid have probably been different at the last
division.
- The representatives for Oxford, Wentworih, and Hast,
ings were equally divided iin opinion. Norfolk, Kent,
Lennox and Addington, Leeds, Lincoin, Fronltenac, Dun-
das, Northumberland. Prince Edward. and York Counties,
and the town of Brockville, with a population of 102,000
souls, supported the bill while the towns of York, King-
ston, and Niagara, ana the courties of Durham. Iuldi-
maud. Middlesex, Essex, Glengarry, GrerviBe, Carleton.

-Lanark, and Stormont, with a population of only 72,000
@pp)osed its passage. Thus, with a clear majority of3,00o


