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That the day and hour appoiuted by the Assem-
bly fer takiug inte consideratieli the petition cf
Mesars. LeMesusier anid Woods, agaluat the
returu cf Messrs. Carter and Evaus, was Thurs-
day, 24tL February, at 4.80 e'ciock-that there
were net on that day twenty members preseut,
and on the fact being ascertained, the House
resoived itseif into a Cemmittee of Privilege,
and directed a "e all" for March 3rd, and ordered
that the petitien be taken iute ceusideratien on
that day ;-that, having deubta about the next
L'tep to be taken, the members teck ceunsel to-
gether and then adjourned the lieuse te, the Srd
March-that the Clerk made an entry at the
time in his usual ruanner, upen memoranda cf
auch adjeurnment te the 3rd March, and cf such
order te take the petitien into consideration on
that day, front which memoranda he is in the
habit cf trauscribiug the proceedinge iute the
Jouruais of the Ileuse, but did net do se on that
evenxng. nor send a copy cf such proceedings te
the Geveruor, by reason cf an engagement, but
le stated that if Le had not been se engaged, he
wculd have written the Jeurnals couformably
'with the truth, and would alsc on that eveuing
have sent a true copy to the Governr-that en
the evening cf Thursday, or xnoruing cf Friday,
it was ascertained that the flouse sheuld on
Thnrsday have adjourucd. to the "lneit day,"
and net for seven daes, 'whereup3n recourse was
Lad te the followiug expedient: the Clerk was
crdered te exclude -front the Journals the entry
of the adjeurument on Thursday for a week, and
te substitute in lieu thereof an entry declaring
the flouse Lad adjeurned te the follewing day at
4 o'cieck, and Lad crdered that the electien
Petitien sheuld be preceeded with at 4.30 e'ciock
On that day; Le produced in court the Journal
centaiuing these fictitieus entries, and he frankly
admitted that they were untrue, but that he had
ande thent under orders ; Le aIse stated that he

Lad transiuitted te the Goveruer a copy cf thent,
Pnrperting te be the actuai proceedinge cf tLe
Blouse.

It diti net transpire lu court by wbom snch
erders were given, but the fair inference is that
they proceeded front sente authority which the
Clerk was expected te obey, and it did appear
that on Friday afterneen at 4 e'clcck the Speaker
and three ether members cf the Assembly whose
]lames were mentioned, met in the Assenibiy
Rioom (the Solicitor said he thought there were five
Or more) when the erroeeus journal was rend
aud approved by those present; and this subse-

quent ratificatien was equivalefit te an anteced-
euit cemlnand andi sufficiently identified ths
ftuthority-that the Speaker and members assuni-
iug te Le the lieuse, adjeurued te the nezt day,
aud seine members ceutinueti te meet andi adjeurli
in the same mauner front day to day, until
Thursday 3rd Marcb, when the flouse met-
that the meinhers were thon calleti pursuatit te
the order made on the preceding Thursday, and
the requisite number net beiug present, the
lieuse adjeurneti te the neit day, andi no on day
stfter day tili the 2nd April, whetl twenty members
beside the Speaker being preseut, the order of
the day te take the petitien inte censideratiofi
*8a8 proceeded with, aud the Eleotieli Cemmittes

"Ow under consideratieti was drawn, reduceti sud
s1cru-that Meâsrs. Carter sud Evans were
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notified to attend, but did not do go, and Lad
protested against the proceediiigs as irregular
and void.

Il dees nlot appear that the flouse at any time
repudiated the acte of its four members, or cor-
rected the untrue Journal ; those, therefere. who
tacitly acquiesced, in such acte niay be considered
wiling te divide the responsibility incurred there-
by, but their acquiescence cannot rectify any
error in relation to the adjournment.

1 do flot biolieve there was an intention of iu-
juring any one by that adjourument. 1 tbitik it
arose front mers inexperience and in jtselt' in-
volved no dishonor, but for good or for evil it
stands a coufessed fact and cannot be varied.
By no alcbymy can a week Le transmuted jute a
day. Ail the expedients reserted to seent to nie
only trifling with the matter. It is to the actual
condition of things we muet appiy the law, au-i
the question for our determination romaans-
What legal effect Lad that adjourument for a
week, instead of for a day, upan the constitution
of the Election Committee. subsequentlydrawu!?

The plaintiffs contend that it was a substantiai
and fatal variauce from the statute. The defen-
dants conteud, on the coutrary, that it was an
immaterial mistake, speedily discovered andi
practically remedied.

The proceedings of the flouse in relation te
the Jouruais, as detailed in the evidence, are
inatters upen which-in their moral aspect-I
halve no need to express my opinion, because
they do net affect my decision; but they posses
a legal siguificance to this extent, that they
demonstrate the sense sutertained by the flouse
itself of the cousequeuces of an adjourniment for
a week wben they have had recourse to meaqures
se eXtreme to avert them,

In Mny judgrnent a strict observance of the days
aud tintes prescribed by the Act, was intended
te Le, and Las been made compulsory ; it is
resonable that snch sbould Le the case; amide.
the rivalry cf parties, each striviug for the
mastery and neither knowinx whose turn might
first coule, it was te be expected that the consent
of the whole Legisiature should Le given te
denude the representative branch cf ail discre-
tionary pewer te pestpone the consideration Of
electiOn petitions, sud that an adjournusert front
day te day until justice shenld be done. weuld
Le rigidly impoged. The language used in the
statute te express these intentions is 'plain; itis
the same substantially as was used in the Gren-
ville Act, and go striatly was that Act construed
that Rtatutable permission was required te enable
the lieuse cf Commons te adjourn over Sunday.
Christmias Day and Goed Priday, wlien eitber
happened te be "lthe next day."

The Attorney General, feeling the force cf
this enactinent, submitted that the concurrence
at the ast3embly roo'f cf the Speaker and a few
merubers already referred te, was practically a
meeting cf the Hous, and a compliance with
the. law. To that proposition I cannet fer oe
Moment spent; it je alike opposed te prineiple
sud te practice. An adjournment la a public
ând selema act cf the whole body, done in its
Collective capacitY. It is eue which is jealously
guarded snd net delegated te any subordinate
authority-not even a committee cf the whole,
although every miniber might be present, eau


