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DEBATE ON RESOLUTIONS

BERLATIYE 10

REPEAL OF THE “*BRITISIT NORTH AMERICA ACT,”

mw

HOUSE

SESSION

THE

+

OF ASSEMBLY OF NOVA SCOTIA,

A6,

Hon. Mr. Wirkins, Attorney General, moved the following Resolutions on the
subject of Confederation, in the Louse of Assembly, on the 5th February :—

#That the members of the Legislative Assombly of
this Province, elected in 1862 simply to legislate un
der the Colonial Constitution, had no authority to
make or consent to aby material change of such Con-
stitutlon, without first submitting tho ssme to tho
people at the polls

‘“ That the regolution of the 10th Apr1, which pre-
cedad the enactment of the Brntish North America
Act, is a8 follows

*** Whereas intho opinion of thin Iiouse it i3 desi-
rable that a Confederation of the Britiah North Ameri-
aan Provinces should take place

‘¢ ¢ Resolved therefore, That His Excellency the
Licutenant Governor be authorized to appoint Dele-
gates to arrange with the Imperial Government o
scheme of Union which will effectuaily ensure just
provision for the rights and intereate of this Provinca,
each Province to have an equal voico in such delega-
tlon, Upper and Lwer Oanada keing for this purposc
considered an separate Provinces’

‘' This wasthe only anthority possessed by tho Dele-
gates who procured the epactment of the * Act for the
Union of Canada Nova Scotia and New Brunswiok ’

¢ That even if the House of Asgembly had the con-
stitatlonal power to authorizo such delegation, which
isby no maans admitted, the foregolng resolution did
not empower tho Delegatesto arrange a Kederal Unlon
of Canada, Nova Hcetia and New Brunawick, without
including in such Oonfederation the Qolonies of New
foundland a d Prince Edward Island,

' That no delegaten from the two last named Colo-
nies having attended, and an uncqual number from
each of the others belng pregsedt, the delegation was
not legally constituted, and had no authority te act
under tho sald Reeolution, which expressly required
aach of thy Colemes to be repregented by an equal
number of delegates

** That the delegates did not < entare Just provisien
for tho rights and intecests of this Province,’ as they
were by the express terms of such Resolation bonnd
to doin arranging a scheme of Unlon, but on the
contrary they entirely disregarded those rights and

) and the sch by them to would
if flaally confirmed, deprive the pecple of thia Pro-
vinee of thelr rights. 1berty, and Independence, rob
them of their revenues. take from them the regulation
of their trade, commeroe and taxes, the manggement

of their railroads and other public property, evpote
them to arhtrary and excessive taxation by a Legls-
1ature over which they can have no adcquate control,
and reduce this free, happy and sgelf-govemed Pro
vince to the degraded condition of & dcpendency of
Qanada.

¢ That no fundamental or material chango of the
Constitution of the Province can bo made in any othex
conatitutional manner than by a statute of the Legin
Iature, sanclioned by the people, after the sabject
ratter of the same has been referred to them at the
polls, the Legislature of a colonial dependency having
no power er authority 1mplied from their relation to
the people as their legislativo represcntatives te over
throw the Constitution under which they were elected
and appointed.

¢ That the scheme of confederating Oanada, New
Branswick and Nova 8cotia was never aubmitted to the
people ofthis Provinco atthe polls before the 18th d;-y
of Reptember last, upwards of two and & half mop’] g
aftertho British North America Aot was, ‘.ay the
Queen’s Proclamation, declared to be in f"m!' when
the people were thereby informed that 'xney bad been
nuhjdctm% withont th{:lr con;cnt t, {ho sbsolate do—
minion of more populons and - ie
and had loat their libesty. ~a0re powerfut colonies,

‘¢ That there bel- t the Provinoial
Legislaturo ou, o & 10 alatato of the Weovt

aarming or ratifylog the Brilish North
America 2 on 201 0% ame never baving been consent-
ed 19, ot uthorized by tho people at Lo Folls, ner the
consent of this Provinoe in Any OLher pgppe; 2emeh-
ed, the preamble of the act recting that this Province
had expressed a desire to he confederated with Canads
and New Bruaswick ls untrue, and when tho Queen
and the Imperial Legislataro wero Heq to believe that
this Province had expregsed such a dealrs a fraud apd
impeaition were practised upon them,

“That the trath of the Preamble of the British
North Amerlca Act, reciting the desire of Nova Bootia
to be confederated is essential to the conastitutionality
of the Blatute, and ifthe pame ip falze the Btatute 12
defoctive, beoause a Statute cannot be rendered con-
atitutional by essumung gs tree the di which is
iy g .

m the ame the sgcheme of Con
was firat devised fn Canada until it was cm?fmmﬂ
by the Imperial Act in London, it was sys
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kept from the consideral.ion of the peop!e\‘o.' Nova
8cotia at the poils. and the Execative Couac.t and
Legislatare, in deflance of petitions signed by many
thousands of the electors of th.s Province, persistently
and perseveningly prevented the same from being
presented to the people.

¢ That at the recent clact .n the queston «f Coo-
federation exclas.vely occapied the attenuion ef the
people who were thea for the first t.me enabled to ex-
press their will cn a sudiect of the most watal im-
portance to their happiness, and the resvit has proved
that this Proviace does not demire t> be annexed to
Canada, and that the people of Nova 8cot.a repudiate
the enforc: & provisions of the Brnitish North America
Act, #hich, for the reasons set forth in the foregoing
Resolutions, they believe to be umconstitut.onal aad
1n no manaer binding upon the people of Nova Scotia-

¢t That the Quebec scheme which 1s embodied in the
British’ Morth Amenca act, 1mprudently attempted to
be forced on the pecple of Nova Beotia, not only wi'h-
out their consent but againgt their will, has alreadvy
created wide-spread irritation and discontent, acd
unless the same be withdrawn will, we fear, be at-
tended with the most disastrous consequences, as the
loyal people of this Province are fally cnnscious of
their rights as British sub set an | bl
value apon their (zee institutions, and w:ll not willing-

/ «‘*‘2

iy consent tn {ae invasien of those righis orto be sub-
J2cted to the comin.on of 2av other pawer than that
of their lawful and beloved Quaeen.

¢ That the colomes were pght.cally ailed tneach
other by their cozamon relationship tothe Qaeen and
her Empire; 12 8 more peaceable and less dangerous
ccanect.on than under any scheme of Colomal Con-
federation that could be devised, even o the fairest,
wisest and most judicious principles

¢ That the people of Nova Bcotia do not impate to
Her Majesty the Queen and her Government any 1n-
tentional 1njastice, as they are well aware thal fraud
and deception were practised upon them by those who
misrepresected the public sentiment of this couatry,
and who, for reasons we will not venture ¢{> descnbe,
demired that Confederation might be forced upon this
Province without the copsent and against the will of
the people

+¢That an humble address be presented tothe Queen,
embedying the substance of the foregoing Resolations,
informing Her Majesty that her loyal peorle of Nova
Bcotia do not des're to be in any manner confederated
with Canada, and praying Her Majesty to revoke her
Proclamation, and to cause the British North America
sct to be repealed, as far as it regards the Provinocs of
Nova Scotia.?
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DEBATE 6N THE REPEAL RESOLUTIONS. -

Moxpay. F:b 10
HON. ATY. GENERAL’S sPEECH.

Hon. ArrorNeY GeneraL addressed the
House as foilows —I regret proceeding to the
debate o1 thege resolutions in the absence of
the hon member for Inverness, but Laving
been 1nformed that heis not hikeiy to ben
his place for some daye, I ficd 1t necessary to
£o on with the discussion. 1 do eo with the
Iess regret because I know that this debate
wil be reported with accuracy, and that con-
sequentiy that learned and bon. gentleman
will oe put in possession of the arguments
which I and my friende on this =ide of the
House 1ntend to use. Iregret that my vocal
organs are not just now 10 very good order,
and that I frel some difficulty in addressing
the House; butl shall endeavour to discharge
the duty devolv.cg upon me as well as 1 can
under exist'ng circumstances I am about to
1ay before the members of the House, before
the people of this country, and probably bes
fore the people of England, the facts of one of
the most iportant political oases that ever
arose 1n the Colonies, and 1o order 1o do so
satisfactorily I shail endeavor to show the trae
copdition 1n which this country was placed
before certain political changee took place 1n
its constitution I shall endeavour in the first
place to show that Nova Scotia was a well
governcd and law respecting, & contented
and a heppy country. She was a well gov-
erned becsuse ber 1nstitutions were moulded
in miniature on the medel of the British cone
stitution, which is the finest political zystom
by which any nation was ever governed—sa
system celculated to maintain order and har-
mony among all orders of people—s system
under which obedience to law and the neces-
sary result of obedience to Iaw, liberty, have
been better maintained thaa in any other
courtry; for, sir, however paradoxical 1t may
seem, 1t 18 a literal trath that the bighest de-
gree of freedom consists in obedience to law
1t is obedience to Iaw which preserves to me
my rights and hiberties, my property and my
life; and therefore, however inconsistent 1t
may seem, it 18 actually true that the highest
degrae of liberty consists 1 obedience to law;
and that country which posseases institutions
caloulated to produce that result, must be
the happiest nation on earth. Nowthe con-
stitution of Nova Scotia was based upon the
principles of the British Constitution—those
principles which best smit the genius of the
people. Its whole condition was different
from thore of any other country on the Con-
tinent of America, and the constitution which
was granted to the people of this provinse by
King Georgell , and which had been enlarg-
ed and greatly improved by his successors on
the throne of England, was s well working
constitution. It was as much like the British
constitution ss 1t was possible to make things
which are different in their nature. There
were some defects in it, among which the
greatest certainly was the want of a court
for the impeschment and punishment of po=
litical offenders. That was a deficienoy in
our system,—witkout it no system of Respon-

sible Government can te perfect, and it 1
certainly carious, but by no means very re-
markable, that the great statesmen who have
originated this splendid constitution for the
confederation of Canada have taken presiouns
good care 1n 1ts manufacture,—whilst they
bave csiaviished courts for the administras
tion of ordinary justice, as well as ocourts of
sppeal—to leave out the court of impeach-
ment, which, considering the nature of the
men who formed that conatitution, and who
are likely to be instrumental 1n carrying 1t
out, would be the most i1mportant court of
ail .
When we compare our constitution in No-
va Scotia with that of the Great Republie,
the contrast must be favorable to thie proe
vince We admire the people of that coun-
iry, we have sincerely sympathised with them
1n tkeir recent distress and troubles. We feel
towards them all the emotions of fraternal
affect:on, but we do not approve of their con-
stitation We consider that their institus
tions are possessed of two fatal defects—the
one ,8 democracy, the seconl Confederation.
We congider that having our lttle constitu-
tion moulded upon the monarchial institu-
tions of England, makes:t infinitsly superior
to that of the United States, although the lat-
ter is a master work of human hands, and
the finest piece of compomtion ever prepared
by men for political purposes. It was manu-
factured by men who were really statamen
-—by men who Joved their country—by men
who had been educated 10 an English school—
by men who had sense enough to perceive the
beauties of the Britieh constitution—by men
who endeavoured with the utmostimaginable
pains and skill to apply the principle of the
British constitut'on to a democratic system
and form of government; but the peopleof the
United States were unfortunate, after having
separated from England in 1783, in the politi-
csl system which taey 1nstituted. Had they
combined in a legislative union—had they in-
corporated all the States into one Legislature,
having one set of laws and revenues, they
would undoubtzdly, at this time, be the great-"
estnation upon the earth. They certainly
would not have beem second to sny other;
ut, unfortunately, they chose Confederation,
and that Confederation has resulted as every
Confederation must result, for it is impossible
0 $5 adjust the rival and discordant 1nterests
of different countries under a Confederation
a8 t0 maintain permanent harmony. It isnot
in the nature of things that they should con-
tinue as separate and individusl countries,
having separate legislatures and indivaiduali-
ties, without clashing with one another st
some time or other. We have seen, notwiths
standing the skill with which that famous
constitution of the United States was made—
notwithstanding the intelligence of that peo-
ple, that great evils have made their appear-
ance already. The Confederation wasbroken,
an internecine civil war delaged their land
with blood, snd they expended 1n three years
more than probably three times the amount
of the national debt of England, in money,
and the destruction of their property; aad,



air, at this moment there 18 no man on esrth
who 18 able to say whatis to be the result of
the pohitical affairs of that great coundry —
Aun earthquake 18 growing ander their feet,
and no man can tcll when and where the vol-
cano 18 to burst, bringing with it destruction
and ruin I make these observations with the
greatest possible regret, for I believe that
every man in Novs Scotin wishes well to the
people of the Umted States, although the
people of this pravince bave no desire to be
connected with them They are too wise, too
sengible to desire for s moment to part with
their own well-working public 1nstitutions,
and enter into Union with the States.

I sball now turn your attention to another
Confederation—the Confederation of Canas
da—and contrast 1t with the United States,
and show you that1f it be not desirable to
enter into the Union with the United States,
Confederation with Capada m absolutely
hatefal and detestable to the people of this
country. We object to a ubnion with the
American States, because we disaspprove of
Democracy and Confederation, but there 18
a worse political combination, that is Olig-
archy snd Confederation. If we dishike the
constitution of the United States we are
bound to hsate und detest tae conmstitution
which the Confederation Act has prepared
for the people of those fine colonies If we
were t0 join the United States, Nova Scotia
would poesess sll the freedom that every
Btate of the Union poesesses. We would have
the ckoice of our own Governors, of our
Senstors, of our Legialaters; we would have
the power of self-taxation and eelf-govern-
menr in the highest degree; but what would
be our porition if we auffered ourselves to be
dragged into this hateful union with Canada,
where would Nova Scotia’s freedom be?
Before the British America Act was imposed
upon us Nova Scotia was as free as the air.
How could the people of this country be
taxed? There was no power to tsx them ex-
cept this House, their own servants, whom
they commiesioned to tax them. Isthat the
etate of things now? Have we any power
over the taxation of this country? Does
not the Act in question confer upon Canads
the fullest power of taxing all the property
of Nova Ecotia at their arbitrary will? What
is our control over that Legislature? We
have but & paltry voice 0 19 members in
the popular branch, but a :'ngle one in the
other We have, therefore, to protect the
rights of this country from spoliation, only
19 membera out of 253. If we should con-
tinue in Confederation we should not be goe
verned by the people, as is the case in the
United States, but by a Little knot of Execa=
tive Councillors 1n Canada. Therefore we
have no disposition to unite with the one or
the other—neither with the United Scates nor
with Canada; and, sir, 1f we were driven to
the neceesity of making s choice between the
two calamities, we would be bdtnd to choose
the least, and that would be, to join the
United States of America, and participate in
their iberty and prosperity rather than sub-
mit to the tyranny of Canads. We weuld
have to prefer the democratic tyranny of the
one country to the oligsrohical tyranny of
the other, and there would be no difficulty in
making a choice; bat thank Heaven we are

not called apon t0 cnoose between them We
have a constitution of our own, and that be-
longs to tne people of Nova Scotis; and I am
going to show you that the constitution they
ep)oy 18 their own property—that the Parliae
ment of England had no power to take 1t
away from them—that the British America
Act is entirely uncopstitutional—that Nava
Scotia has never been legally confederated
with Canada—and it resta with her to say
whether she will ever be so or not

Before I come to look to the copstitution of
this conntry, I must make a few remarks with
rega-d to England. We intend to send to the
mother country certsin gentlemen authorized
to present to the Queen our humble address,
praying Her Majesty to rehieve us from this
Confederation with Canada. We go in the
mott perfect confidence that our prayer will
be heard Weknow to whom we sre going
to appeal We are not placed 1n the condi-
tion that the old thirteen colonies were 1n una
der old King George III. We have a very
different person to desl within Queen Victora.
We have to approach ministers very different
from those of the last centary We haveno
stubborn King like George IiI ; we have no
prejudices of the royal mind to ccunteract;
we have not the infatuation of his ministers
to meet Wehave the greatest princess that
ever adorned & human thrope—a most virta-
ous Queen, who, when she accepted the
sceptre, took the oath that she would rale
the country according to tbe laws, cuse
toms and statutes of the reslm. She has
most nobly fulfilled her obligations, and,
in answer to the prayers of her own church,
¢ she has been endued most plenteously with
heavenly gifts > In her person she is an
exsmple of every virtue; her obedience to
the laws exalts her above all mobnarchs.—
Her personal virtues are brightzr than all
the gems which adorn her Imperial diadem.
It is to & Queen like this that the people
appeal. Have the people no mght to pre-
sent themselves before their Sovereign
Queen ? Has not this ever been the most
loyal portion of her dominions. Iid mnot
our forefathers flee from their country bes
causge they would not participate in rebel-
hion ? Did they not leave their property for
their king’s sake ? I have seen a resclution
passed by the Legislature of Nova Scotis
at the time the thirteen colonies rebelled
actuslly petitioning the King to 1mpose
taxes upon the Province to aesist the Em-
pire 1n 1t8 extremity From that time to
this the people of Nova Scotia have been
the most loyal that ever dwelt 1n any part
of Her Msjesty’s dominions. They will have
confidence in presenting themselves before
the Queen, and asking to be restored—to
what? To anything that they bave no mght
to demand? Simply to get their own. Can any
man suppoee for a moment that they will be
rejected by a Sovereignlike ours? We need
be under no spprehension. We are pursuing
the proper course to obtsin s legitimate end,
and there is:no power on earth that can pre-
vent the people from being restored to their
rights but downright tyranny, and that we
cannot expect from the hands of the Queen
and her Government. Do not let the loyalty
of Nova Bootia be suspected. Hasany onea
right to suspect it? Look at the injuries



dome to this Province within the lsst six
months. See their liberties taken away, szee
them taxed by a foreign and alien Legiela-
ture; see their property taken from them,—
all their customs banded over to others, col-
Jected by strangers before their very eyes
See stamp duties and tea duties imposed upon
them. Those very acts which forced the old
thirteen colonies to rebellion have been ims
posed upon Nova Scotis with the same extra-
ordinary fatuity. And yet have the people
rebelled? I have heard of no movement of
agitation on the part of the people beyond
the simple burning in cffigy of one of the de-
legates. If that delegate had belonged to
the United States, instead of being burned in
effigy, he would have been burned 1n reality.
If men commissioned by any State in the
American Union to negotiste any arrange-
ment affecting the constitution returned with
such a bargain as these men returned with,
they would not have been permited to live.
The slow process of justice would not have
been extended to them, but that has not been
the case in Nova Scotis. This laws-respecting
people have made no movement, but they are
going to submit to it no longer. The time
for forbesranceis at an end. They had no
means of constitutionally speaking until now,
and they intend to make use of it. If it
should be unsaccessful, . I may be seked what
will be the consequence? Iam hardly going
to anticipate that the appeal of the people
can be unsuccersful. I deny the poraibility
of failare, but then I assert on the behalf of
the people as long as the Queen of England
extends to the people of Nova Scotia her pro-
tection so long will the people refuse to with-
draw their ailegiance. So long as they are
protected they will be loyal and faithfal,
and. sir, let 1t happen that the Queen of Eng-
land and her minmters in Parliament, regard-
less of the past, regardless of the loss of the
old colonies, shall determine to trample on
the rights and liberties of this comntry; if
they should do so, then it will indeed be a
dark and gloomy hour. Sir, wher by the
decrees of inexorable fate the flag of England
and the name of Englishmen shall be taken
away from the people of Nova Scotia, and the
flag and name of any other country substi-
tated, then I prophesy that this Province will
be turned into a house of mourning, and
every eye will shed hot burning tears of
bitter regret and inexpressible woe.

Now, having made these preliminary re-
marks, I shall turn your attention to the
higtory of our Constitution. I have heard
men assert that we have no valid constitu-
tion—thsat it iz made up of despatches. I
have been at the pains of examining into
this question, and can show you that Nova
fcotia has had a chartered constitation, en
irrevocable copstitution—one that wo power
on earth can take away except by force or
violence. Neither the Queen nor Parliament
of England has any right to touch or abro-
gate that oomstitution. This, country wae
orifmally known by the name of Acadia
and wag in the possession of the French at
one time, and in that of the Eoglish at an-
other—was long, in fact, debateable ground.
The French at last made the semlément of
Port Royan, at preeent called Annapolis.
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They fortified it in the early part of the 18th
century, but an expedition was fitted out by
a person of the mame of Nicholson, from
Boston, who came over and forced the
French garriron t0 capitalata  Conses
quently the Province was at this time con-
quered by the Brntish. Ia 1713, soon
after the conquest. by the treaty of
Utrecht Louis XIV. assigned Acadia to
Queen Anne of England, to herself and her
heirs forever. I have before me thelanguaage
of this treaty—it is stmking and plain —
““ Yielded and msade over to the Queen of
Great Britain snd to her heirs forever.””
From that time to this Nova Scotis has con-
tinued to belong to the British Crown, and
the first 1nquiry we meet 18 thie—what was
the effect ot that conguest and szubsequent
cession by Louis XIV. to Queen Anne? What
was her title? Her title was absolate, in fee
simple—higher than the title any man n
England or Americs possesses to his estate—
bigher than the title possesged by the Prince
of Waler when he dpnrchued, the other day,
s hunting ground in Eongland. The Prince
of Wales holds his estate from the Queen, who
is the lady paramount of all the lande in the
country, and he may forfeit it to Her Ma~-
Jesty; but that was not the case with the gift
to Queen Anne. She became the absolute
owner of Nova Scotia. It did not belong to
the people or Parlisment of England, who
had no more to do with 1t than the people of
Turkey. It was properly transferred, and
belonged absolutely to Anne, the Queen of
England, and her heirs forever. For 34
years after this cession 1t remained the proper-
ty of the Queen and her heirs, and she could do
with 1t juet as she pleaged —just sz any man
in this House might sell an estate belonging
tohim. She might puts tenant on it, and
regulate the covenant under which the tenant
would hold 1t In 1747 1t came into the
hands of George Il , and he, being desirous
of having it settled by Eoglish subjects,
promised the peopls of Engiand who would
undertake the settlement of the country that
he would give them the British Constitation
1n miniatare. Accordingly he ordered a pa-
tent to be drawn up, witn the Great Seal—s
Seal larger than the crown of a hat—for
Lord Cornwailis, by which he granted to the
people of Nova Scotia the constitution they
were to poagess. I shall call your attention
briefly to the words of that part of the patent
which refers to the establishment of s Legise
lative Assembly in the Province. He estab—
lisbed by this patent a Governor in the place
of King, a Counail in the place of Lords, and
s Houze of Assembly in the place of Com-
mons, and made the constitution of the
colony 88 neatly like that of Great Britain
ss he could. ‘“ Aund we do hereby (this pa-
tent is dated 6th Alay, 1747,) give and grant
unto you (Edward Cornwasllis) full power and
suthority, with the advice and cousent of our
sa1d Courncil, from time to time, as need shall
require, to summon and call general assem-
bues of the freeholders and planters within
your jurigdiction according to the usage of
the sest of our plantations i1n America, and
that you, the said Edward Cornwallis, with
the advice and consent of our House of As-
gsembly or the msjor part of it, shall havs



fall power and suthority to mske and or-
dain (here is power given to the Legislature)
1aws, statutes and ordinances for the public
peace, and welfare, and good government of
our eaid Province and of the people and in=-
habitants thereof, snd sach measures 3s shall
tend to the benefit of us and our successors,
which said Iaws and ordinances are not to be
repugnant, but a8 nearly sgreeable as possi-
ble to the etatutes of this our eaid K:ngdom
of England.”’

This solemn deed sand covenant cantct be
repudisted. After Cornwallis obtainad this
patent 1n 1747, he and the other Governors
who sacceeded him were very slow in calling
together the freeholders in order to give the
people the benefit of this Assembly, and sc-
cordingly in 1757, or ten years after the
granting of the patent, a correspondence
took place between the Ministers of George
II. and Governor Lawrence, 1n which the
Ministers called upon thelatter to execute that
deed, and to give to the people their Legisla-
tive Assembly. Mr. Lawrence thought
be could make a8 good laws asany Assembly,
and he and his Council persisted in passing
laws. From the time the constitution was
given, instead of calling the Legislature to-
geother, he summoned the Council, and with
them made laws for the government of the
Province. In 1755 the subject was brought
to the notice of the Crown Officers of Eng-
land, for the people of Nova Scotis com-
plained that their charter had not been care
ried into effect, and mome of them refused
obedience to the orders in Council, on the
ground that no rules and regulstions could
be made for the government of the people
exoept through the House of Assembly, after
that charter had been given. The matter
was referred to William Marray and Richard
Lloyd—the Attorney and Solicitor Genersls
of England—the former of whom subse-
quently became Lord Manefield, one of the
most eminent of English jurists. And here
is their opinion—*¢ We have taken the smd
observations into our consideration, and we
are humbly of opinion that the Governor
and Coancil alone are not authorized by His
Majesty to make laws.”’

Here is the opinion of these distinguished
jurists that the king could not make laws for
the colony. The King having given the
charter in question, had no power to make
Iaws. Wherever a country 18 conquered, the
conqueror to whom 1t is ceded has the power
to do as he or she pleases in its management.
He may, if he chooses, allow the inhabitants
of that country to make their own laws, or
put them all to death, or he may send them &
code of 1aws made by himeelf, and allow his
Governors to execute them within the coun=
try. Baut if he confers upon the country any
privileges, the deed is obligatory upon him-
gelf and beirs, and he cannot anrnul it, he is
bound to submit to it. It is just the same
with an individual . as soon a8 he signs a
deed for a piece of land to his neighbor,
neither he nor his heirs, can_afterwards dise
pute that seal. The day the King signed that
deed and appended tho geal to the commission
of the Governor, he conceded the power to
make lIawe. Both his Attorney and Solicitor
Generals tell him, we have looked at Lord

Cornwatlis’ patent, and you have not the
power to make suchlaws. No law can be
binding upon the people of Nova Scotis ex-
cept such as are passed 1n accordance with
that charter. To show how completely irre-
vocable these charters are, I will briefly call
your attention to a csse whick arose msny
years after, 1n 1774  Lord Mansfield then de-
livered his opinion, in the Court of Queen’s
Bench, upon & case which had been & number
of timessolemnly argued. After the conquest
of Grenada, the King of England gave s Com-
mission to s gentlemsan of the name of Mele
ville, almost 1dentically the same as that he
gaveto Cornwallis. This deed was signed in
the month of April, 1764, bat Governor Mel-
ville did not proceed to take charge until the
following December In the meantime the
King issued letters patent under the great
seal, on the 20th July, 1764, laying a tax
upon the people of Grenada—performing, in
fact, an act of legislation The case was
brought up for argument; the merchant
who had paid the tax having came over to
England, and having been aliowed to try it
by the Attorney General. The judgment of
the Court was that the tax wasillegal because
the King, when he mgned that Commission
to Melville, ceased to bave any power over
Grenads Here are some of the observations
made by Lord Mansfield - ‘¢ After full cons
sideration, we are of opinion that before the
letters patent of the 20th July, 1764, the King
had precluded himself from the exercise of
legislative suthority over the island of Gren-
ads.’” Againhessid - ‘¢ We therefore think
after the * hd * * *  and the
Commission of Governor of Melville, the King
had immed:ately and irrecoverably granted to
all who are or shall become inhabitants of
Grenada, the right of having their legislation
exercised by an Asgzembly and a Governorin
Council ”?

Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 shall endeavor to
bring this argument to a cloge by inviting
the attention of the House, and of the people
of England to whom I am speaking at this
moment, to the great importance of Nova’
Scotis to the British Empire. This 18 & sub-
ject which has never been well considered.
The old colonies are the most valuable pors
tions of the earth—by the stubbornness of a
British King and the stupidity of his Minis-
ters they were lost to the Empire; and that
dismemberment was the most scrious that
ever befell the British nation. Lord Chathsm
actuslly died protesting sgamnst it. Nova
Scotia standson the front of the American con-
tinent just as England does in that of Europe.
She possesses great mineral wealth, the source
of England’s greatness Her coal and 1iron,
with the energy of her people, have brought
the mother country to her present high con-
dition. We possess the same advantages—we
too are almost an island. If Nova Scotia
were lost to England she might bid adieu to
New Brunswick, to Prince Edward Island, and
to Newfoundland. Thesefour Maritime Provs
inces together bave a territory similarly
situated to the Briush Isles, and are capable
of sustaiming & population equal to theirs
Now Great Britain has been to Nova Scotia 2
very affectionate parent. She has been most
kind to us, but we sometimes hear the states-
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men of Eogland grumbling s Iittle sbout the
expentse 1pcurred in defending these colonies.
I must confess I cannot see what that expense
is  Great Britain 18 a maritime pation aud &
military power She must have the best na«
vies on the ocean and one of the strongest
armies in the field Where could she msin-
tain her troops and navy more economically
than in these Colonies. The climate 18
a very healthy one; the statistics show that
mortality here is less than in any other
part of the world. The people of Eng-
isud would never consentto a standing army
remsining in their own country. Therefore
the scattering of the troops through the colo-
nies has been a kind of necessity. Therefore,
ro far from those colonies costing England
anythiog they are littleor no expense to her
She was always a kind mother although not
s wise ope at times. When she adopted her
trade policy in 1848 she left these colonies en-
tirely unprotected ; she left the trade of Nova
Scotia to be managed by people who knew
nothing about it. She hsd up to that time
managed our trade herself; she withdrew her
fostering care and left us to walk slone. We

ve managed to live very happy and con-
tentedly, but she did not act wisely towards
these colonies. Since 1848 no lees than six
milliona of people have left England, Ireland
and Scotland; where have they gome to?
They have gome directly past us into the
United States. If England had been a judi-
cious foster mother she would have diverted
the emigration into these colonies If she
had encouraged the commercial advantages
of Nova Scotia and the agricultural capabi-
lities of Canads we would now be a strong
nation 1nstead of having only four millions
of souls in our midst. We would havea po-
pulation of nine or ten millions, and instead
of being afraid of invasion the people of the
United States would be pleased to think
during their internecine war that such was
the peacefal character and orderly disposis
tion of Her Msjesty’s Colonies in America
that there was no danger to be apprehended
from them.

I believe there is no time that s parent knows
the value of the child he loves until he hears the
cold earth falling upon the coffin, and the sad
words, ‘“ earth to earth, asbes to ashes,
dust to dust.”’ Let England transfer this
little provinoe to the United States, snd she
will, after a few years’ time, wake up to the
loes she has sustained. If the people of the
United States suoceed in restoring the union,
in hesling the differences between the North
and the South, and in concentrating their
tremendous energies, she must become one of
the greatest powers of the world. Sheisnow
s great naval power, but give her the har-
bour of Halifax,—which in her hands counld
be made just as impregnable as Gibraltar.
Give her the coal, iron, and fisheries of Nova
Scotia, and her power will be largely increas.
ed, snd miilions of people will pour into this
country. The fisheriesalone of these provinees
would dbe to the United States a nursury for
& million or & million and a half of seamen.
How long would England then bosst of her
mantime supremacy ? When the Americans
had only & few miserable ships they brought
more disgrace upon the British fag than any
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other nation ever succeeded in doing. What
would they be if, when ohallenged to the test
by Great Britain, they had possession of the
Colonies in addition to their ordinary
strength? Suppose in the order of things
France, ancther great naval power, should
combine her energies with those of the Umted
States, against Eogland, in what pomtion
would the mother country be? How could
she cont&nd with such maritime nations as
these? -“Thereforethe loss of thess Colonies
might jead to the degradation of England, sand
instead of standing st the head of natioms she
might be lowered to the condition of a secon-
dary state, 1f sndeed she were not converted
into a province of France.

I shall now very. briefy call the sttention
of the House to the resclutions before it.
They develope the arguments on which we
ask for a repeal of the Union, The first clsuse
contends that the Legisistive Assembly of
Nova Scotis had no power to change the con-
stitution; they had none except what was
given them in the charter. Parliament had
no power over this country—it never had
any. This country belonged to the Queen of
England, and our Assembly had no constitus
tional right to consent to or make the slights
est alteration in the constitution under which
they were elected to make laws. That is the
position which we take, and I would like to
see the British constitutional authorities ex=
amine this sabjest, for I am convinced
they will achnowledge that I am correct.
The second resolution 18 to the effect that the
oniy suthority which the Delegates had was
derived from the Assembly, who had mno
power to give any such authority atall.
Even this authority, however, they disregard-
ed. Their autharity mmply extended to the
negotiation of the terms of s Federal union
between all the British North American Colo-
nles They had no power to select three pro-
vinces and confederate them, and therefore
in that respect they did not act up to thsir
authority. Then, sir, their delegation was
not legally constituted. If I gave a power of
Attorney to A. B. and C. to transact business
for me, A. and B. cannot do it without C.,
unless I make 1t optional for them to do it
Jjointly or severally; but if I authorize three
men jointly to execute a deed for me, or do
any other act, sny two of them cannot legally
perform the duty. If the House of Assembly
authorized a delegation to be constituted,
consisting of an equsl number of men from
Upper and Lower Canada, New Brunswick,
Prince Edward’s Island, Newfoundland, and
Nova Scotis, the delegates had no power to
aot unless this stipulation was earried out.
No constituent assembly was constituted—it
could make ne constitution, or do any sct
until al! the delegates were present. If there
were 5 from one province and 6 from another,
the whole proceeding was a nullity, because the
delegation was not constituted according to
their instructions. Then agsin they were
told that they were to make just provi.
sion for the rights and interests of Nova
Scotis. How did they do that? They gave
the whole province away. We bad a well-
working constitution; we made our own
laws, raised our own revenues, and taxed
ourselves. We owned railwsys, ficheries, and



other public property, bat they gave themall
away for nothing. We can st any moment
be taxed to any extent arbitranly by an
oligsrchy 10 Canads.

The mxth resolution states that no change
can be made without an appeal to the people.
Here is a self-evident proposition. The con-
stitution belongs to whom ? To the House of
Assembly ? No. To the Leguslative Coun-
cit? No. Itisthe property of the people of
Nova Scotis—every man, woman and child
are the owners, and 1t cannot be taken away
from them withoat theiwr consent. Even the
arbitrary monarchies of Euarope sdmit that
principle. Wher Napoleon teized upon the
Empire what did he do? At allevents he went
through the ceremony of sending sround the
ballot box, and asking the people whether
they were willing to change their comstitu-
tion. The other day two States of Italy,
Nice and Savoy, were transferred after the
Austrian campaign, aud what was done?
Did one king sit down and cede the country
to the_other? No; the people were called
upon to decide whether they were prepared
to accept the change of conmtution or
not. No constitution can be lawfully and
oonstitutionsally taken awsy without consulte
ing the people who own the constitution.
This is a self-evident proposition—just as evi-
dent as the fact that no msn can bave hs
farm taken away from him without his cons
sent.

These resolutions go on to argae that the
people of Nova Scotis were never consulted
untl the 18th September, 1867, after the Bri-
tish North America Act had paszed the Pare
liament, and the Queen had given it force by
her proclamation. They were then for the
first time asked whether they were willing to
accept the change of copstitution  Then did
the people answer emphaticallythat theywould
have nothing to do withat. These resolutions
state that the preamble of theImperial Statute
18 false, and I believe thai when the Quebec
scheme went home no such words were in 1t.
Bat no sooner did the crown officers cast their
eyes over 1t than they, knowing the constitu-
tional course in all puch matters, perceived
that it was impossible for the Imperial Gov-
ernment to legisiate upon the question withs
out the consent or request of the people of
thege oolonies. Accordingly they 2dded the
prea=mble declaring that ““whereas the people
of Canads, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick
desire to be federally umited, &c >’ That
statute could not have been placed before the
Imperial Parlisment unless it had these words
init, for i1t would be unconstitutional uc-
less the people of there colonies had testified
their assent to it. Therefore the preambile
being false, the atatute 1s unconstitutional
aud falls to the ground.

The resolutions go on to #ay that the peos
ple were not only mnot consulted, but that
they were purposely and designedly prevent
ed from being consulted Is not that a true
etatement ? What did the House of Assembly
who recently sat upon these benches, with no
great oredit to thenl, do in the month of
March lasr? When it was moved that the
people of Nova Scotis had a right to be con-
sulted at the polls, whether they would ¢ona
sent to be confederated or not, that resolution

was negsatived by 33 against 16 representa-
tives of the people. Whose servants were
these 32 persons? The servants of the Exe-
cutive Council; they ignored the suthority of
the people, and said that the constitation of
Nova Scotia belonged to Dr. Tupper and a
few others. Then I think we have asserted
strictly 1n sccordance with the fact that the
people of Nova Scotia were systematically
and perseveringly kept from passing upon
the sabject of confederation. We have also
stated with trath that the lest election turned
entirely upon confederation. I have heard
men venture to sssert that other isaues en-
tered 1oto that election, but men who say
this will state anything. No manliving be-
fore or during the election, can venture to
deny the fact that confederation was the
great question which excited the people frem
one end of the province to the other. Now
there 18 another clause wtich tells us thst
these colonies were, in the opimion of the
people of Nova Scotis, united to each other
by a conpection better and superior to that of
any confederation that could be derived
even upon the fairest and wisest terms.
I bclieve that to be literally true. It is
matter of political opinion. I have always
thought that the system cf confederation was
the worst by which we could beunited. Itis
1mposmble ga to regulate the conflicting in-
terests of the different countries in & manner
that will prevent conflicts and difficulties
arieing. If you leave to the several countries
their individuality and allow them to retain
their local legislatareswhilst you attempt to
combine taem at the game time under one
aeneral head, the experiment will be fatal—in
time 3t must and will eod in oivil war
snd the shedding of blood. I believe that
has been the experience of the world with
respect to Confederation. The provinces
have nov four governments instead of three.
1f they were really united they would be
stro ger, mnasmuch as the whole isatrong-
er than tre pars, they would have onpe head,
one legislature, one revenue, one set of laws,
one tariff On the other hand, for the reasons
I have previously given, the system of Con-
federation is, in reslity, the worst that could
be devised for these Colonies, if the wish 18 to
p};‘omote harmony and prosperity among
them

Weshall pass these resolations and we may,
1f neceseary, add one or two more; and when
we have done 50, it is the demign of the Go-
vernment and Bouse to zend Delegates to Eng-
1and as soon as we can, to submit to the Queen
a humble Address, embracing the substance
of these resolutions; and I have much
plessure in announcing, 8o far as I am able
to judge, my belief and conviction that the
Delegation cannot possibly fail of success.

SPEECH OF HON. MIR. TROOP.

Houn. Mr. Troor #aid ‘—In rising this af-
ternoon t> second the resolutions laid on the
table by the Attorney General I feel, Mr.,
Speaker, thet I would like to have the Pars
liamentary experience of yourself or of the
hon. gentleman who so ably and eloquently
1aid the case of Nova Scotis before the House.
Before taking ap the thread of the argument



let me for a littie while turn the attention of
the House to the porition which Novs Scctia
occupies to-dsy as compared with that which
she occupied » few years ago, before our Le-
gislature undertook to desl w ta the question
of Confederation. The Province wss then
peaceful, prosperous snd happy—Iving aiong
the seaboard our people had lived free and
contented,—their sailors went down to the
ses /it ships,—their shipbuillers rent out
those merchantmen for which Nova Scotia is
famed, bearitg the flag of Eczlsnd over the
wide world,—capitalists were developing the
mines of the country, and throughout the
length and breadth of the land there were
evidenoes that Nova Scotia wss rising tobe a
free, rich, happy and prosperous country
If there had been anything occurring among
us to change that state,—had there bétn »
voitein Nova Scotia raieed » gainst the position
we were ocoupying orany of our surround-
ing circamstances,—anything leading our
people to seek political sud coopstitutional
changes,—we might have less cause for com-
plaint, and the members of this Legielatare
would not be in the position which tbey oo-
cupy to day, oalled upon to take & bold stand
for the rights aud hiberties of their country-
men. I rejoice that our country is yet a
British colony,—that we have the British
flag above our heads and the British consti-
tion at our back, and that in this discussion
we oan rise superior to the little knot of ser-
vile tools, who, in defisnce of public opinion,
have had the audscity to slander and insalt
the people to their teeth. In the argument
which I'am going to use on this occasion I
will show that the people of Nova Scotia
ssked for no constitutional changes and de-
sired none, and that the public records are
replete with proofs of the assertion. When I
look aoross the water at Old England, snd
learn from her history what stroggles were
required to make her what she is to day, I
rejoice that in this country we can trace back
our ancestry to some of the men who had
fought their nation up to her present high
staadard. And looking there for pre-
oedent instead of public discussion and
free debate being confined, instead of her
public men taking & leap in the dark, and
the opponents of apy great messure being
taunted with disloyalty, we find in the Par-
liament, in the press, and on the platform
equal free, open, manly argument and de-
bate,—we find none of the loyalty which is
dreesed out in buckram and court trappings,
we find the people understanding their
rights and liberties, snd bringing to the front
the highest statesman in the land who dares
to override a single right which the people
possess. 3

In entering on this discuasion I do so feel-
ing that I am & British subject, that I have
the same rights which & man has who 18 born
on the so1l of England. And I feel likewise
that if this dizcussion could have been trane-
ferred across the Atlantic, the delegates and
the contemptible press that supported them
would bave had to debate this question on
its merits, and not in such a way. as to oute
rage the feslings of all who were not subser-
vient to their views. I will mot travel far
back over the records touching this vexed
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question, for the main arguments e in #0
narrow a compsass that 1n a short time [
think [ can bring forward the whole case
fally and fairly a» it stands hetween Nova
Sconia and Canada I think 1t is our daty
10 thia debate to throw a'l the hght that is
available on the question, aud to prodace all
the information from public despatches and
otherwise, that may strengthen our caee
when 1t comes to be 1aid betore the Parha-
ment of Great Britain In the first place
then I ssk the attestion of the House to a
despatch dated 1p 1859, signed by Messrs
Cartier, Rose srd Galt, tbree of the leading
stateemen of Canada, and by this T will
briog Canada to besr witness acainat Cape-
da [tis not the people of the Masritime
Provinces who originated the charges
aga:nst the Canrdians, of which we have so
often heard, for there three gentlemen ade
mitted that in 1858 to such an extent had
party strife and faction gone, that the poli-
ticians of that country were like 20 mary
Kilkenny catstearing at each other’s throats,
and we find that those able minds of British
America had brought their country into a
state of degradation and confusion, g0 1nex.
tricable that they were obliged to go tp the
parent country and ask the British govern-
ment to relieve them of their difficulties by
dragging in the Maritime Provincer. That
despatoh elicited & reply from 8ir E. Bulwer
Lytton, then Secretary of State for the Coloe
nies, and what was that reply? “Nova
Scotia has & constitution of her own,—her
people have done nothing to forfeit their
constitutional rights, they are loyal to the
Crown, and while they maintain their allegi«
ance and perform their dutied as good citis
zen’s and free born subjects of the Empire,
we will not interfere with them,—go and do
your own work,—shew that you are fit to
govern yourselves, and then get the people
of the other Colonies to join you if you can!®
That was the substance of the advice which
Sir Bulwer Lytton gave to those statesmen.
Did they take it? Not they—but immediate-
ly commenced plotting to obtain by artfal
wiles what they could not obtain fairly and
constitutionslly. Here is the record of
Csnadian faction, as drawn by three of her
oldest statesmen :

“It is our duty to atate that very grave
difficulties now present themselves in con=
duoting the Government of Canada in such &
manner a8 to shew due regard to the wishes
of its numerous population The Union of
Lower with Upper Canads wss based upon
perfect equality bemng preserved between
these Provinces, a condition the more neces-
sary from the differences in their respective
Iangusge, law and religion—and although
there iz wow a larce English population in
Lower Canada, still their differences exist to
an extent which prevents any perfect and
complete assimilation of the views of the two
gections. «

‘“At the time of the Union Aot, Lower
Canada posseesed & much larger populstion
than Upper Canada, but this produced no
difficulty in the Government of the united
Province under that Act; since that period,
however, the progress of population has bemn
more rapid in the western szection, snd
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claims are now made on behalf of its inhabi-
sants for giving them representstion in the
Legisiature in proportion 10 their numbers,
which claims investing, it is believed, s most
serious interference with the principles apon
which the Union was based, have been, and
are, strenuously resisted by Lower Canada.

“The result is shewn by an agitation
fraught with great dsnger to the pescefal
and harmonious working of oar constitutions
sl pystem, and consequently detrimental to
the progress of the Province.

“The necessity of providing a remedy for
a stats of things that is yearly becoming
worse, and of allaying feelings that are daily
aggravated by the contention of political
parties, has impressed the advisers of Her
Majesty’s representatives 1n Canada with the
importance of seeking for such & mode of
dealing with these difficulties as may forever
remove them. In this view, i1t has appeared
advisable to them to consider how far the
anion of Lower with Upper Canada could be
rendered essentially federative 1n combination
with the Provinces of New Brunswiock, Nova
Socotia Newfoundland and Prince Edward
Island, together with’such other territories as
it may be heresfter desirable to incorporate
with sach confederation from the possessions
of the crown 1n British North America.

“‘The undersigned are convinced that Her

Majesty’s Government will be fally ahve to
the grave nature of the circumstances re-
Serred to, which are stated by them under the
Sfull responsibilaty of their position as advis-
ers of thecrown itn Canada  They are sat-
1sfied that the time has arrived fer a consti-
tutionsal discussion of all means whereby the
evils of internal dissension may be avoided
in such an important dependency of the em-
pire of Canada.”’

I think that this language shows what the
views of the people snd government of Can-
ads were at that time in seeking a.Union
with the Maritime Provinces. We hear now
a good deal about loyalty—about the neces<
sity of binding together these Colonies by an
Intercolonisl Railroad; but did the people of
Canada sy anything sbout such small mat-
ters then? Were they fi led with loyalty and
prompted by a demire to build up a second
England on this continent? We hear not a
word abont that; but they tell the British
people and government, ‘‘we are fighting
tooth snd nail; we cannot get along harmo-
niously; and because we are 1n that condition
we pray your Msjesty’sgovernment to bring
about.s Union which will give us the control
of the Maritime Provincee’> This is the
first piece of evidence that I produce against
Canads, and I produce 1t to show that 1n
asking for s Union the Canadians, instead of
being snimated with feelings s0 noble as
those which have been aecribed to them—in-
stead of degiring to lay the corner stone of a
great nation, all they desired wasto get re-
presentation by pupulation, 1n order that
Western Carada might govero British Ame.
rica as it pleased. Had we returned up to
the present hour the men of calibre aud 1ntel-
lect who labored o found our iastitutions
and who filled cur councils in 1760, instead
of the men who have ruled Nova Seotia for
the last four years, our history would have

told a different tale. 1f we had been governed
by the men who helped to build our consti-
tut'on, we would not now be engaged in a
fearful struggle to regsin what perfidy has
taken from us Sir E. Bulwer Lytton, in his
reply, says .—

* The question, however, is one which ine
volves not merely the interests of the import-
ant Province of Canads and 1ts relations toe
wards the Empire, but also the posilion and
welfare of the other North American Pro-
vinces.”> * * * * < We think that we
should be wanting in proper consideration
for those governmentsif we were to authors
1z¢, without any previous knowledge of their
views, a meeting of delegates from the Exeon-
tive Councils, and thus to commit them to &
preliminary step towards the settlement of &
momentous question, of which they have not
yet mgnified their assent to the principle.”’

The next piece of evidence in connection
with this subject we find in the Journals of
1861, when s resolution was passed on the
construction of which the Canadian delegates
based their constitutional right to legslate
awey this country. I have heard, as the
discuesion progressed, that the legislatare
had a right to do as it did, snd that the de-
legates had a right to do as they did, because
of this resolution of 1861, which merely ex-
presses that *‘ whereas the question of a
Union of the Colomies had been before the
country for & long time, and for the purpose
of setting the public mind at rest, the go~
vernment should be sutborised to send dele-
gates to confer with the Canadians en that
and other subjects Can the stream rise
higher than its source? When the delegates
went to Canada, and nothing came of their
mission the resolution became & dead Ietter;
very many thought that the question was set
at rest, and so did these delegates and this
legislature of Nova Scotia, because when
they came to discuss & unmion of the Maritime
Provinces, we find the Provincial Secretary
introducing a fresh resolution to effect that
Mantime union. Where was the question of
British pohicy then ? Why were we not then
told . *“ you sre doing wrong: Great Britain
desires you to confederate with Canada—to
buaild up a grest nationsality, with ome foot
onthe Atlantio, and the other on the Pacific »’*
Not a word was sa:d about that. These re-
solutions were acted upon by the Nova Scotis
Government, but no sooner did the delegates
go down to Charlottetown, than Lord Monck,
with 8 strange assumption of power, attempt~
ed to lead them from their leg:timate miegion.
He says in thia despatch, dated 30th June,
1854, to Msjor-General Doyle, who then ad-
mimistered the Government of Nova Scotia :

<1 bave the honor to inform jou that it 1s
the wish of the Canadian Government to send
a Delegation to attend the Conference which
1t 18 proposed to bold this year, of gentlemen
representing respectively, Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick, and Prince Edward Islend, with
a view to the Union of those Provinces. Toe
object of the Csnadian Government is to as-
certain whether the proposed Union may not
be made to embrace the whole of the British
North American Provinces Ishall feel much
obliged :f you will inform me of the time snd
place whioh have been fixed on for the meet-
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ing; and I trust tha Fresence of a Cansdian
Delegation will be sgreeable to their brethern
of the Maritime Provinces.”

I am dealing with this question from a con-
etitutional point of view, and bringing to the
bar of public opinion Lord Monck, and the
delegates who attempted to override the con-
stitation The doctrine that they had the
right to do sa they did, seems to have dawn-
ed on their minds at a very late date, for Dr.
Tupper’s government, through Sir Richard
McDonnell, replied to Lord Monck in the fol-
lowing lapguage

*“In the meantime I can arsure ycur Lord-
ship of the extreme pleasure which it will
afford this Government, to confer unofficially
with any Delegates rent from Canada. It s,
bowever, necessary to remind your Lordship
that no Resolution has yet beemn passed by
any of the Legielatures of the Maritime Pro-
vinces, authoriring the appointment of Dele-
gates for apy purposge but that of considering
some plan tor the Union of the three Pro-
vinces. Therefore, neither I nor my Ministry
have the power to go beyond the exset pow»
ers conferred by that Resolution **

This is conetitationsl law as 1aid down by
Dr. Tupper and his Government,—there isa
statement deliberately made by the Govern-
ment, but which they saw fit to repudiate in
twenty days after date And what did Mr
Cardwell gay on the subject ? Did he say ““you
have not carried out the policy of this Govs
ernment—the British Government desire Con-
federation with Canada to take place?”> Not
a word or a syllable to that effect came
across the water, but in plain and exe
plic:t terms the people “were told that
the official mission wae to consider a union
of the Mariime Provinces Twenty days af-
terwards we find these delegates going to
Quebec. I willnot follow them there among
the champagne revelriegs and drunkcn routs,
—we have heard sufficient of that. Instead
of acting as if they were laying the founds-
tion of a great nation, it appeared as if they
had gone off to a midnight rout or a shindy
in the beckwoods. But the fact 1 that the
Csnadiansg having got the delegates into the
ieading strings entrapped them into the Que-
bec resolutions Then we all know that when
the Legilature attempted to desl with the
question 1t excited one universal storm of dis
approbation throughout the country. When
pablic opinion ig formed in this country upon
any grave gubject, it is by neighbor meeting
neighbor around the fireside, in social gather-
inge, and by friendly, mutual conaveraation,
—then comes into play the intelligence of the
country. I have heard ignorance imputed to
our people,—and it was said that the ignorant
class of the population are AntixUnion:sts,—
that a great many able and intellectual men,
all the judges, all the ministers and sll the
high fanctionaries are 1n favor of the Union.
I tske here a bcld stand and say : Suppoze
the judges and ministers and nabobs and
nmigh officials are in favor of :*, what is tkat
1f the people are against :1t” The people are
the greatest, for ii you destroy the people’s
rights yon impair the whole fabric of the
constit:tution. Destroy those rights and you
make the people feel degraded, and what then
18 the value of courts of justice and schools

and pulpits? Give the minds of the peopls
free room and play—do not puta padlock or
s gag upon them. It is that intelligence run-
ning like lightning through the land that has
shattered the ranks of the Confederate party
to atoms. When the Legislatare came to deal
with the question at its first sessiot®Pthe dele.
gates failed to carry out the arrangements
they had made with their colleagues in

nada° They were to have asked the House
to agree by resolution to the Quebeo re-
solutions. Why did they not do it? Be-
cause, there were no corrupting influences
at work,—the msjority of the Leguslature
were oppoged to the,scheme,—they told the
Premier they would not consent to & uniom
with Canads on such terms, and fmoreover
that they would agree to no scheme which
bad not been ratified by the people. The ree
sult was that the Premier declared the mes~
sure impracticable, and led the people to sup-
pose that the whole queation was at an end,—
that there waz no pecesmty for agitation.
Coming down & little Iater we find that the
Premier sncceeded in successfully bringing
the matter before the Legislature, and having
his policy ratified against the wishes of the
people. Here he is met by a protest signed
by members of the Opposition 1n which they
solemnly dec'ared the rights of the people.
How was that protest treated ? What did the
Executive Council say to it, and to the vast
majority of the people of this country ?

‘“In conclusion, the Council may state
that more than a year since they submitted
the proceedings of the Quebec Conference to
the Legitlature, that the eubject of & union
of the British North American Colonies has
been constantly discussed in this Province
since that time. Yet the opponents of umion
were only able to obtain the signatures of §,-
085 people out of 8 population of not less
than 350,000 for presentation to the House
during the present session, praying that it
wight be referred to the people at the polls
The foregoing resolut:on, after fuil delibera-
tion snd digcussion, wascarried in the Legiss
lative Council by a vote of 13 to 5, and in the
House of Assembly by 31 to 19. All the mem-
bers of the present Governmeuat and four
members of the late Government, of which
Mr Howe was the leader, united in sustain-
ing the resolution, while but two voted
against it *’

That Mmute of Council, prepsred in the
secrecy of the Council Board, under the
direction of Sir Fenwick Williams,, the Lieu-
tenant QGovernor of Nova Scotis, was sent to
Ekngland, and it stands on our Journals
stamping the men who framed it with the
crime of gross misrepresentation. They
knew they were deceiving the British Guvern
ment—that under cover of that despatch they
were perpetrating an act of gross ipnjustice
and doing a cruel wrong to the people of
Nova Scotia. Determined to trick the conn-
try and to perpetrate a fraud, they had left
out of the Governor’s speech at the opening
of the session 211 mention of Confederation,
arnd at a late pericd of the session, when no
petitions bad been presented in consequernce
of the aesurance that nothing would be done,
that country was taken by surprise. The
Mirute of Council, framed by the Govern-



ment, who had a full knowledge of the wishes
of the people, assuring the Government that
only 8000 pereans had petitioned sgainst the
measure, was calculated to lead that Governs
ment to guppose that the grest majority of
the people were in favor of the union I
ask, then, mn v.ew of the state of public opin-
ion at that period if the government of the
day did not know that the statement con

tsined in guch Minut: was a deliberate uns
truth? I aek if it was nct made to mislesd
and deceive the British Goverpment? Its
suthors doubtless supposed that 1t would be
shut eut from the pubic eye until it had done
its work, and after that they thoughtit wouid
be too late for anything to be said about it

They sent 1t to the Imperial Parlisment with
no honest jintention Following rapidly
down the record, let me ask why it was that
about this time there were such breaks in the
ranks of those 1n this Legislature who were
known to be determined opponents of Cor-
federation when every day intensified the
feeling of the country againat the resolutions
which had been adopted by the House” Can
we not eee in the subsequent rezults 1n
members gaving up their opposition for valu-
able consideration—for high and influeatial
positious elrewhere a great deal of s:gnifi-
cance Those gentlemen may have been 83
pure, as innocent and as conscientious as
they claim to be—they may cever have had s
single stain upon their political integrity—
their palms may never have felt a smngle
piece of gold, butI esnnot help thinking
that if the Attorney General had a fellowin
the dock, charged with & criminal offence,
with evidence 80 presumptive against him,
ke would make a pretty etrong case of 1,
and tbe jury would not have much hesitation
jn pronouncing him guilty. There 18 suffi-
cient evidence, taking all the marceavring of
the gentlemen who had the matter in hand,
to shew a deep desgign to keep the people
from expressing their opinions They kept
us from the polla up to the latest hour well
knowing what the result of an election would
be. When the eiestions did come off, the
men who had been engaged in bartering
their country awsy—the men who had
thrown their influence against their own
people, and ia favor of Canada, hsrdly
dared to ask for the confidence and suppert
of the people The day of reckoning has
come with overwhelming power, and the fgel-
1ng of the people against this enforced union
has ever since been increasing in sirength. It
18 hike the rushing wind from the mountain
carrying everything before it  When wzfind
the men who on that day were reiected by
the people whom they had betrayed leaving
therr country for Ottawa, 1 say :f they can
there find consolation arcaond the palatial
halls of that oity or a panacea for tkeir
wounded consciences, there 12 no reason that
I can sce why Nova Scotia should not be very
glad to get nid of them. I pext wishto
direct the artention of the House to the ac-
tion of the delegates when they went on their
migsion across the water, and carried their
measure to the House of Commonsand the
House of Lords. We then find Mr. Watkin
making a speech that has sttained great nc-
toriety, and has become matter of history.

i

Bat for his declaration who believes that the
British House of Commons would have legie-
lated sgainst our interesta? Bat for his as.
surance that Confederation had been before
the people of Nova Scotis at the polls, who
can 1magine that we would have been forced
mnto this  hateful and detested union? For
who could doubt in the Hease of Commons
the aseertion made by Mr. Watkin that Dr.
Tupper had preached Confederation at every
polling booth previous to the election, come
g, as it did, from the Premier himself?
How could it be supposed that the acoredited
minister of the Province of Nova Sootia
would resort to evamon and deception? Sir,
in view of these facts, I may say that I wonld
like no better case to present, on behalf of a
free people, 1n any court of law or equity
than that which can be presented by the
people of Nova Scotis.

Then, agsin, let me turn attention to the
one-sided, partial and unjustifiable action of
Lord Monck. I speak of him with all the
respect dae to his high position, but I cannot
paes over & declaratior made 1n his sveech in
the House of Lords without comment, We
find his lordabip leaving his post on this
continent, going home with the delegates,
taking his place in the House of Lords, where
1t was supposed he fully understood the feel-
ing both of the Martime Provinces and Can-
ads, and that he would be possessed of full
1nformation, there stating that the agitation
in Novs Scotia was the work ofhalf a dozen
men. 1 can excuse His Excellency for any-
thing bat that; and when we find that speech
on the public records of the country, withe
out note or comment from him, after the 18th
of September has passed and left such evi-
dence behind of the real feeling of the people
of Nova Scotia, I say that the Governor.Gen~
eral was in no position to open the Domine
ion Parliament with the epeech which he
made. Ipstead of congratulating the people
of Nova Scotia on their being engaged 1n 1n=
augurating the new Dominion, he should
have told cur people that they had been de-
graded He should have explained away the
speech which he made when, to carry Con-
federation and help bis Canadian friends and
their party, he went to the House of Lords
and used the following language —

““Lord Monck expressed s hope that their
lordships would permit him to ssy a few
words upon the Bill, considering the share
which he hed had in 1ts origination. He
would at the outset refer to one thing, which
appeared to him of great importance in a
constitutions! point of view. It bad been,
he thought, most unwarrantably assumed
that the Province of Nova Scotia was opposed
to the union. Now, he believed the expres-
sion of opinion which had come from Novs
Scotia to this country had been entirely got
up by a few énergetic individuals. The Leg-
1eisture of Nova Szotia had, like the Legis«
latures of the other provinces, adopted by
large msajorities the resolutions proposed to
them, and bad cent their delegates to this
country to take part 1n the framing of the
measure which had been laid on the table.
The demands of those gentlemen in Nova
Scotis, 1f they amounted to anything, mesnt
that the question should be subjected to the
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decision of the people, instead of its being
determined by the peeple’s representatives
Such a demand, to his mind, betrayed s great
ignorance, not only of the principles of the
British Conatitation, but ot the principles on
which all Parhamentary Government was
founded >’

His lordship had resd the history of bhis
ewn country to lit*le purpose when be could
make that declarat.on What is that history
oomposed of for the last two hundred years
but the history of men oftentimes struggling
through bloodshed to the enjoyment of their
rights—the record of men of great intellect
—men whose names have been emblazored
on the roll of fame, fighting for the great
principles which have made England the
mistress of the world, the country to which
every distressed nationality regorts as a city
of refuge, under whoee flag the exile is safe
Once upon the 20il of Britain the fugitive is
no longer likely to be stricken down: but in
laying the foundation stone of the new na-
tionality I say letus notbegin the work by atri-
kipg down what has cost England centuries to
build up—what bas been #o long established
in the hearts and affections of the people.
Get the sympathies of thé people with you,
and then go on building the superstructure.
Let it come to be understood that the rights
of the people are one matter, snd the rghts
of the governing oligarchy another, or that
any oligarchy can control the country, strik-
ing down the independence of the people and
reducing them to & condition of serfdom,
and the freedom and glory of the parent
country no longer belong to us. After de-
livering that speech in the House of Lords I
wonder how his lordship could come down to
Parlisment and use this language "—

“I congratulate you on the Legislative
sanction which has been given by the Imper-
ial Parliament to the Act of Union, under
the provisions of which we are now sesem-
bled, and which bhas laid the foundation of &
new nationality that I trust and ,believe will
ere long extend 1ts bounds from the Atlantic
to the Pacific ocean >’

He congratulstes the people of the Domin-
ion on building up this confederation, but
did he not remember the damaging record
that stood against him on the other side of
the ocean, when he made that declaration in
the House of Lords to influence that august
asgemblage 1n gupporting the legislatare that
undertook to give away the country, and to
break down every barrier that had been
placed in their way? Did he forget that he
had gone across the ocesn in the train of the
delegates, to take his place as a peer of the
realm, to assist i1n carrying Confederation,
and there to state that the agitation in Nova
Scotia was the work of & half dozen individ-
uals? If he was so instructed by hig friends,
the Delegates at that time, then since the 18th
of September he has been undeceived, and he
should since have acknowledged that up to
that time he had not knowa the true stats of
the cage

We have hesrd s great desl, as I
have said, aboat disloyalty, and without
wishing to detsin the Housze, 1 wll
merely turn attention to the mode in
which thisst,neasure wascarried. Thecountry

believes that the Confederation act was pass-
ed through the legisiatare by corruption and
fraud—that His Excellency General Williams,
when he was sent out here, came for the sole
purpose of carrying the messure~prepsred
to resort to any means—and lent himself,
through his government, t> that design. I
believe that if certain festivities st Govern-
ment House had never taken place, we would
not be engaged in this discussion to«day. It
reminds me of & derk day in old Ireland’s
history, when her free legislatare was sold
for English gold, when bribery laid the conn=
try watte, and inflicted upon it the terrible
woes that succeeding generations have in-
heritad In Msay’s Constitutional history, I
find this passsge on that subject:

¢ Lord Castlereagh estimated the cost of
these expedients at a million and s hslf, and
the price wae forthcomizg The purchsse of
boroughs was no new scheme, having been
proposed by Mr. Pit! himself, on the basis of
his measure of Parliamentary reform in 1785,
and now it was systemically carried out in
Ireiand. The patrons of boroughs receivea
£7,500 for each seat, and eighty-four bos
roughs were diafranchised. Lord Devonshire
was paid £52,500 for seven seats, Lord Ely
£45,000 for six. The total compensstion
amounted to £1,260,000 Peers were further
compensated for the loss of their privileges
in the national council by profuse promises
of English peerages, or promotion in the
peerage of Ireland; ¢commoners were concili-
ated by new honors, and by the largesses of
the British government. Places were given
or promised, pensions multiplied, secret sers
vice money exhausted. In vain Lord Corns
wallis complained of the ¢ political jobbing”’
snd ‘‘ dirty business’> in which he was ¢ in«
volved beyond all besaring,’’ and “‘longed to
kick those whom his public duty obliged him
to court.”” In vain he * despised and hated
himself, while negotiating and jobbing
with the most corrapt people under beaven.’’
British gold was sent for and dustributed,
and, at length, 1n defiance cf threats of arm-
ed resistance, in spite of insidious promises
of relief to Catholics, and corrupt defection
smong the supporters of the government, the
cauee was won.”’

The luckless viceroy applied to himself the
appropriate lines of Bwift -
8o to effect his monarch’s ends
From hell a viceroy devil ascends ,
This bndget with corruption crammed
The constitutions of the damned
‘Which with unsparing hand he stroves
Threugh courts and senates as he gees ,
And then at BeelzeLub’s black ball
Complawns his budget 13 too small.

How aptly thig language can be applied to
the gentlemen who carried on the work of
corrupticn in this country :—they must, like
Alexander, have wept because they had no
more worlds to conquer when they got weak-
kneed politicians to Government House un-
der the influence of the apphances which
eventually induced them to hand over the
pohtical rights of this country to the Cana-
dian government The people, I say, took
this ground; and in battling for their rights
and privileges, and asking for free discus-
sion and debate, they have been charged b



& portion of the press and the supporters of
scertain fsction with being Fenian sympa-
thizers and gnnexationists. All Ican say is
that the first article having such a tendency
was from a Confederate journal of this city.
If sach sentiments are advocated in the press
we can charge home upon the Confederate
arty for having such s paper smong them

t seems that s few years ago the pubiic
mind of the United States was set on the quz
vive to see whether that country could get
hold of the Provinces, and had it not been
for Nova Bcotia I believe that theze Colonies
would have gone long ago. Where were we
when annexation clubs were formed through-
out Canads, and when annexation flags were
thrown to the breeze by their prominent
men? We were troe to our allegiance,
warning the .people of Canada that ther
course would bring them into disgrace. Let
it not, then, be charged upon us that, be-
cause we believe the tendency of Confedera-
tion to be the handing over of the Province
15 the United States, and because we have no
desire to become a part of that country, the
Anti-Confederate party, or the Government,
or the gentlemen who sit on these benches
have disloyal tendencies. That slander has
goune far enough; the men who originated it
do not dare to repeat it in open day, where
they can be confronted ; butin the back slams
of Hahfax s portion of the press that is justly
held beneath contempt has been busy 1n the
circulation of tbe slander. When they pour
out the vials of their wrath let them remems«
ber that their shafts do rot touch us, because
we will carry forward the struggle in which
we are engaged in strict obedience to the
British Constitution, and with no disloyal
sentiment escaping our lips, With them
*“ the wish is father to the thought;” it is
hecause they desire anunexation that they
love Confederation and the principles which
it embodies rather than monarchical princi-
ples. When they charge disloyal sentuments
on our people they had better see where their
own principles are leading them. Mr. Darby,
in his report on the fisheries, says ‘—

‘“ The Provinces have long desired expan-
sion. Their territory contracts as it runs
easterly, and presgents in a northern latitade
a parrow front on the Atlantic. New Eng-
Jand lies between Canads and the sea. A few
years since, the Halifaz Morning Journal,
an 1nfluential paper of Nova Scotia, presented
s plan for annexation, from which we make
the following extracts, viz. . ‘In the much
withed-for event of a consclidation of the
Colonies, the possession of Maine 13 of vast
importance; more, perhaps, than we have
been wont to imagine. A glance at the map
will show, that at present she degtroys the
symmetry of the proposed confederation.—
She stands like & wedge driven up to the butt
in 8 foreign country, and it gives rise to the
ides that but & few more blows are needed to
effect a complete separation of Canada and
New Brunswick. Nor is it symmetry alone
which demands the annexation of Masine;
there are other reasons of far greater ima
portance why this should, if possble, be
effected, and which we propose to set plainly
forth in this article.’

“* The Nova Scotia plan did not take—it was
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premature. It is cited here merely to show
the aspirations of the Colonies, and as & pre-
cedent for this discussion, for it makes an-
nexation a Provincial messure. We caa af-
ford to be more generous and give to the
Provingial plan a shape morecomprehensive,
more statesmanlike, more consistent with the
rights of all.”’

Here then we have s Confederate Journal,
which now brags of its loyalty, foreshadows
ing the ground-work of s Scheme by which
the Colonies were to be handed over to the
United States, and yet we are the disloyal
men. Oar accusers are very loysl men, but
Washington gold might possibly overcome
their loyalty. What are we to think when
we have annexation sentiments proclsimed
by the press of Halifax, and when & portion
of the people with whom it was the intention
to confederate us have petitioned for admiss
gion to the American Union? Is that the
people with whom we sre to join 1n order to
build up & new nationality. Is a union form-
ed with such a country likely to be s sohd
and permanent one under the British Crown?
Another idea thrown out was that unless we
went into the union the British government
would cast us off. Why should they do so”
Nova Scotis came forward and put her Mili-
tia into a sound state of orgsnization, when
Canads was quarrelling about her Militia
bills, and when her government was attacked
for proposing » Militia grant. Great Britaia,
I take it, desirex that we should do our daty,
and let us be onoe out of Confederation and
the people will meet their wishes by provid-
ing for their defence in every reasonable way,
—but in 80 providing let 1t be understood
that we have no wars, no national States,—we
are in the position of the sor to the father,
the father raling, the son epjoying security
and pesce. We have nothing to defend our-
selves against;—1f & war should break out
to-morrow between Great Britain and another
power, we would not be consulted, but we
might be oblized to assist mm bearing the
brunt of it We would do so willingly in
sabordination to the Crown and Imperial
government, because we desire to uphold the
glory of the British flag, but while doing eo
we deny the right of a legitlature, elected
for no such purpose, to sweep away our con-
stitution and to place us under the domina-
tion of & government removed beyord our
control. If time permitted I might refer to
the geographical position of these Provinces
Wehave territory enough for thirty states,
we bave vast trsets of wilderness country,
stretching to the Pacific and back to the
Rocky Mountains, in which there 18 not a
man to build a fort or man a gun. We have
four millions of people scattered over half a
continent, and with such a country—with
scarcely an inhabitant to & equare mile—we
are asked to believe that we are ina position
1o found a new nationality. The idea is
truly absurd, and can lead to but one result.
Nova Scotia will be no party to so monstrous
a proposition. Nova Scotia asks, loyally,
constitutionally asks for a repeal of this
most obnoxious act upon the foilowing,
among other grounds*

1st. Because the constitation of Nova
Scotia being a charter granted to this coun-
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try by the British Government, giving the
people the right of self-government—the
right of regulating their own trade and
commerce—the nnrestricted right of dispos-
ing of their own revenues, and the power of
gegeral legislation under such constitaion—
cannot be materially altered or changed
without the sanction of the people.

20d. Because the people of Nova Scotia
have been no parties to the alteration of the
constitution, but on the contrary have used
every available means to prevent the passing
of the ‘*British North America Act,’ and by
petition to the Legislature, and by loyal ad-
dreeses to the Queen, and by petitions to the
Imperial Parliament of England, have pro-
tested againat the Confederation of this Pro-
vince with Canadas.

3rd Because a msjonty of the Legislature
of Nova Scotia who usarped the power of
legislating upon Confederation were elected
and held their seats under the constitution
they attempted to destroy, and by fraad spd
deception mieled the Government of England
by declaring that they represented the views
and wishes of the people of Nova Scotis.

4th. Because the ‘“Brntish North America
Act”* deprives us of constitutionsl rights sind
privileges epjoyed by Nova Scetia fora cen-
tury—which Act was formed in contempta ous
defisnce of such rights and privileges.

5th. Becanse a willing submismon to the
provisions of that enactment will stamp the
people of Nova Scotis as servile depend snts
upon Canadian charity.

6th. Because it has despoiled us of our re-
venues—deprived us of the right of reg:ilate
1ng our tariff, and placed the power of taxs
Ing the mndustry and resources of this ¢ oun-
try in a Canadian Government, over % 'hich
We can_exercise no control

7th Because the Journal of this Les risla-
ture show that Canada has gsought this Con-
federation not because she desired to p erpe-
tuate British institutions upon this cont inent
~—not by reaton of ber love for the old fiag
and her Ioyal devotion to the British ct-own,
but because of the shamefal and disgr: vceful
fueds aud faction fights between Upper and
Lower Csnada, which had rendered cor atitg-
tional government in that country s sham
and delusion—which had made her public
men contemptible in theeyes of the we ixld,—
and having brought their country to this
humiliating and degraded position, they
sought to drag in the free, prospero as and
happy Provinces of Nova Scotis ar d New
Brunswick under Confederation as “ma¥s.
weights,”” in order, if possible, t , pelieve
themselves of the disadvantages unc er whick
they labored

8th. Because the Union of the Maritime
Provinces with Canada, under suc } ¢ircum-
stances, will lead to the most de plorable re-
sults; and, if not repealed will , sooner or
Iater, eventute in disaster to the whole

9th _Because the Governme st of the so-
called Daminion has already € atered upon a
most extravagant system of ex penditure, not
warranted by the revenues of the Dominion,
and will result in taxing still * fyrther the rate.
payers of this country.

10th. Because the acquisi tion of pew terri-
tory by the Dominion of C snada is a source

of weakness to the so-called Confedemmtion,
and may result in involving this Province in
bankruptoy and ruin.

11th. Beoause this country csnnot adopt
the absurd idea embodied in the British North
Amenca Act, by which British Americs, em-
bracing half s continent with a sparse popu-
lation, is to be governed and controlled by
a government at Ottawa—the provinces of
Ontsrio and Quebes being the controling
powers.

12th. Beeause the people of Nova Scotia
cannot recognize the mecesmty of assumin
lL:abilities for the defence of Britigh Columbia,
or of placing themselves in & position to be
called upon at any time to defend a country
thousands of miles away.

13th. Because the alleged fact that the
Legislature of British Columbia bas petition-
ed to be received into the United States of
Amerios i calculsted to weaker any urion
of the whole of British Americs, and taken
in connection with the fact that a portion of
the pevple of Canada have heretofore exhibit.
ed by disloysl and treagonable manifestations
their repugnance to British mobarchial in»
stitations, and their preference for those of
the United States, leads the people of Nova
Scotia to repudiate any connection with
Provinces disaffected towards the Britieh
Crown.

14¢h. Becausejthe imposition of a stamp act
and the increase in the tariff are most tyrane
nical snd oppressive, calculated to cramp
the expansion of trade, to retard the prospe«
11ty of the country, and to exact money from
our people for the benefit ,of Canads, snd
without in any way benefitting the people
of Nova Scotia.

15th. Beoause the allowance of 80 cents
per head, and the annual subsidy granted
from the Dominion Government, isno com-
pensation for the large sums taken from us
by Canada, and will be wholly inadeguate to
meet the increasing wants of this country.

16th. Because above all Nova Scotia repu-
diates this Dominion, and asks for repeal be-
cause her people were not consalted upon the
measare—while the people of New Brunswick
and the other Maritime Provinces have been
allowed to determine for themselves whether
or not they would be confederated with Ca-
nads.

For these reasons this Legislatureand this
Government ask the British Government for
s Repeal of the British North America Aot
go far a8 it relates to Nova Scotis. I hope
that when our loyal address is presented to
Her Msjesty 1t will have the desired effect,
and that our delegates will bring back to us
the restoration of our rights and privileges.
When we look at the United States, and cons
siderthe 1nternecine war, the effects of which
are still preying on the vitality of the coun-
try—when we see the disaffection prevailing
in Canads, and find the public records
charged with that which shakes our confix
dence in her statesmen, is it any wonder that
we turn from Wsshington to Londen—to
Lordon, the metropohis of the world—Lon-
don, with its sbbeys containing the dust of
men whose fame is handed down to posterity ?
There is the Empire to which we wish to be-
long; we do not desire a union with the back



country of Canads, but s union with the Em-
pire of Brmtain. That Empire is large
enough for our ideas; the aspirations of our
people lesd them to seek mothing that wounld
slienate us from the oid fiag, or break off the
connection with the parent institutions,—but
they seek rather to be drawn closer, so that
an Enghishman or Scotchman may feel, when
he comes to British America, that he has not
left one half his manhood behind him. OQur
delegates will go to England, and lay the
rentiments coming from the people at the
foot of the Throne. When they have pre-
tented the case they have 1n hand, I rely on
1t that the Queen, who can do no wrong, wil|
give back to us what has been wrongfally
and fraudulently taken away. In the mesns
time let us possess our souls in patience. I
rejoice to see the bold etand which the people
are taking throughout the country at fthe
meetings which are being held, and I did not
wonder yesterday at the fiush of pride that
mantled the face of the hon. member for Yar-
mouth s be presented the petition from his
noble county on this subject. The sentiments
which are comng up to us every day do cres
dit to the feelings of the people—they show
that {he rights of Britona are well under-
stood and appreciated among us. Had our
people bowed down in servile submission to
their rulers, they wou.d have become the
mere lickspittles of the people of Canads;
butehowing, as they have done, the determa-
nation that, God being their helper, they
will fight this battle to the bitter end, wemsy
defy any power to coerce us into compliance.
Nova Scotiaps are terribly in earnest in this
matter, and while remaining loyal to the
constitation, will take care not to be led
away by will-o’-wisps or any loud blus-
terings of the enemies of our people.

Our enemies may ply all the arts of falsea
hood and fraud, but we are determined to
atsnd upon the sentiment that to Nova
Scotians belongs Nova Scotia. Our rights
arte as dear to us as thoee of the people of
England, and while doizg battle for those
rights, and while carrying the petitions of
our people to England, I believe that ten
thousand prayers will be offered up for our
csuse. Our clergy, 1nstesd of praying
against us, will yet come to the rescue of
their country, and the God of batiles will
defend the right Such men as D’Arcy Mec-
Gee may talk and threaten about the Militis,
and the course that wiil be pursued to cocrce
us, but we say to them that it does not lie in
their mouths to teach us loyslty to the
Crown, until they take back the threats and
libeig which they ha ve hurled at our Qucen
and Constitution. .'n confiding, then, 21r, in
the justice of our ca uke, 1n the wisdom of the
Parliament of Engla vd, and upon the syms
pathies of the Queen, We have met this great
question calmly and constitutionally. We
have no desire to treat it in any other man-
per. We have no wish for the storm or tem-
pest, but we are asking for our rights, out
of which we bave been wronged, sand the
people of Canads may &8 well understand
that the people of this tountry do not intend
willingly to submut tot &e provisions of the
British North Amerios Act.

With these obgervati ons, #ir, I beg leave to
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seoond the resolutions now upon the table of
the House,

Mr. PixEo, in the absence of Mr. Blanchard,
1aid on the table, by way of notice, several
amendments to the resolutions, intimating
that Mr. Blanchard would move them regu-
Inrly when he wasable to be in his place.
(The smendments will be given at the con-
clusion of Mr. Blanchard’s speech.)

The debate was adjourned.

The House then adjourned.

Tusspay, Feb. 11th

The House met at three o’clock

Mr. K1pstoN presented s petition from N
McInnes, of Inverness, sgainst the return of
Hiram Blanohard, Et¢q., which was laid on
the table until Saturday next

HON. JIBR. FLYNN'S SPEECH.

Hon. E P FLyxy then said .—In rising to
address the House on the resolutions which
have been introduced so ably by the Hen.
Attorney General, I feel that I can add nos
thing new to a subjeot which has already oc-
cupied s0 much public attention in this coun-
try, snd one that has been so thoroughly
debated in all 1ts aspects on the floors of the
House, 1n the press, and at every hustings
in the Province. I have not the vanity to
suppose for an instant that I can invest the
question with any novelty, or deal with
1t with thst eloquence exhibited by those
patriotic men who have so nobly advocated
the interests of the people. The numerous
evils resulting to this Province from a union
with Canada under the terms of the British
North Awmerica Act, and the gresat ipjuttice
done to the people by forcing them into a
political connection, never sought for or de-
sired by them, have been g0 clearly illustras
ted daring the recent session of the Domin-
ion Parliament, that I think I would be hard-~
ly justified in occupying the time of this
House by any lengthy remarks with reference
to that part of the sabject. But I would be
unfaithiful to the trust reposed in me, and
fail to discharge the obligations I owe to those
who have horored me with their confidence
by elec ing me to a sest 1 this House, ror
would 1 be trae to the convictions of my own
mind, znd the feelings which animate me, if
I did not avail myself of this opportunity of
recordin g my most solemn and emphatic pro-
test against the unfauness of the Act of
Union, a 3 well a8 against the oppressive and
unconstit utional method by which it was
adopted Notwithstanding what may be
said by .ts advocates to the contrary, I
hold that a question of such vital mo-
ment, and efecting 20 complete acd radis
ca! chacgey :n the ipstitutions of this
country, should never have been sanctioned
by the Imperial Parliament, without its
having had ‘he most conclusive evidence
that an unmistakably acthentic expression
of the popula~ willin 1ts favor had taken
place, when upon former occasions the
schemeo of Union was discussed in this Legisla-
ture It has been declared that the opponents
of Union have falled to adduce precedent or
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suthority in proof of the incompeteucy of
Parliament to oarry the measure, without
sabmitting it to the peopleat the polls. Bat
it has always appeared to my mind thst
it wag the advocates of Union who failed to
show 1n the whole history of British and colo-
nial legislation a precedent or suthority justi-
fying such a summary destruction of our
constitution, not only without our consent,
but agamst our expressed wishes. We are
all aware that Parliament possesses un-
hmited powers whilst acting under the con-
stitution, but whilst admitting that, will any
one venture to assert that the Parliament of
Eogland has the constitutional right to
anpex that country to France without
the consent of the people?  Certainly
not.  Therefore, how tuch stronger 1s
the argument when applied to the late Legis-
I1ature restricted as 1t was by express statatory
regulations, and with powers clearly de-
fined and strictly goarded ? Whilst admit-
ting the supremacy of Parliament in all
things under the constitution, I deny the
right assumed by the members of the last
House in bartering away our constitation,
and handing to Canada our rights and re-
venue without our consent. The constitus
tionality of this question has been handled
with much ability by gentlemen on a pre-
vious occasion, that I would not feel at
liberty to trouble the House at any length
on that part of the subject; but there are a
few extracts which have come under my
observation, which, with the permismon of
hon. members, I will read to the House I
shall first read from & Speech of the Right
Hon. Henry Grattan —

¢ Parliament is not the proprietor, but the
trustee; and the people the proprietor, and
not the property. Parhament 18 called to
make 1aws, not to elect law-makers; it is s
body in one branch of delegates, in no one
branch of electors, assembled to exercise the
fanctions of parliament, not to choose or
substitute another parliament for the dis-
charge of its own duty; 1t is a trustee, and
like every trustee, without a power to trans-
fer or hand over the trust A miserable
quibble it is to suppose, because delegated to
make 1aw, it has, therefose, a right to make's
law to destroy 1ts own law-making, or super-
gede its own delegation, precluded as 1t is by
the essential nature of its trust from annal-
hing 1ts own authority, and transferring the
power of ity creator, the society, to another
country; 1t is appointed for a lumited time to
exerciee the legislative power for the use and
benefit of the people, and therefore precluded
from transferring, and transferring forever,
that legslative power to the people of ano-
ther country; it 18 appointed, entrusted, cre~
ated, and ordained, not only to exercise the
legislative powers of the soctety, but also to
preserve her nights, snd instead of abolishing
them by surrender.ns them to another coun-
try, to retarn them at stated periods, upim-
paired, uandiminished, to the people from
whom 1t received them.”’

““ The power of the legislative,”’ says Mr.
Locke, * being derived from the people by a
positive volcntary grant and institution, can
be no other than what that posaitive grant
conveyed, which being only to make laws and

not legislators, the legisiative can have no
powerto transfer their authority of making
laws, snd placing it in other hands, the
legislative neither must, nor ocan, transfer
the power of making lsws to sanybody else,
or place it apywhere, but where the people
have.”’

‘¢ The legislature,’’ says Mr. Locke, “‘1s
not only supreme, but sacred and unaltera-
ble 1o the hards in which the commamty
have placed it : though it be a supreme pow-
er in every commonweaith, yet 1t 18 not and
cannot be arbitrary over the lives and for-
tanes of the people.”’

Mr. Bushel says: *“ Indeed it is difficult
to give limits to the mere abatract competznce
of the supreme power, but the himits of a
maoral competence, subjecting occasonal will
to permanent reason, and to the steady max-
ims of faith, justice, and fixed faondamental
policy, are perfectly intelligible, and perfect-
ly binding on those who exercise any autho-
rity under any name or_under any title in
theetate. The House of Lords is not morally
competent to dissolve itielf, nor to abdicate,
1f 1t would, 1ts portion of the legislature of
the kingdom. By ag strong, or s stronger
reason, the Houss of Commons cannot re
nounce its share of sathority. The engage-
ment and pact of sociely which generally
goes by the name of constitution, forbids
such innovation snd such sarrender. The
constitaent parts of a state must hold their
public faith with each other, and with all
those who derive a serrous interest under
their engagement, a¥ much as the whole state
is bound to keep 1ts faith with separate com-
maunities. Otherwise competence and power
would be entirely confounded, and no law
left but the will of a prevailing force.”’

¢ The collective body of the people,’’ says
Bolingbroke, *‘delegats but do not give up;
trast, but do not alienste their right and
power There is something which a parliss
ment cannot do; & parlisment cannot annul
the constitution. The legistature 18 & sue
preme, but not an arbitrary power.”’

““The power of Kings, Lords, and Com-
mons,”’ says Junius, *‘is not an arbitrary
power. They sre the trustees, not the owns
ers of the estate. The fee simple is in wus;
they cannot salienate, they cannot waste.
When we say the legielature 13 supreme, we
mean that it is the highest power known to
the constitution, that it isthe highest 10 com-
parison with the other subordinate powers
established by the laws. In this sense the
word supreme is relative, not absolute The
power of the legislature is limited, not only
by the general rules of natural justice and
the welfare of the community, but by the
formsand principles of our particular con-
stitution.”’

The principles 1aid down in these extracts
geem to be so perfectly in accordance with
the Brit'sh constitution and the dictates
of common sense, that I unhesitatingly
sdopt them as conclusive. Even if the Union
were calculated to confer on Nova Scotia all
the benefits so flippant.y predicted by 1ts ad-
vocates and promoters in the last House, they
were nevertheless bound to submit the meas
sure to the people for their approval. Had
they done so at the proper time, as they



should have done, likc honest men and faith-
ful gaardiaos of the truet reposed in them,
sll the present excitement in connection
with the question would have been avoid-
ed The men who were ¢hiefly instrumental
in passing this Union, have attempted to
sustify therr position and conduct by stating
tnat the people were actually in favor of st.
In the discussion of this question, previous
to 1ts consideration by ths Imperial Parlia-
ment, it was asserted by a I~ading member of
this House that the intelligent pubhc sentis
ment of Nova Scotis was in favor of Union.
A more unfounded and deliberately untrue
statement was never before uttered in this
House. In proof of the untruthfalness of
that statement, I need only refer to the elec-
tions held last autamn, when we saw the
people of every section of the country voting
against the Union scheme with an unanimity
unparalleled in the history of any country,
Such was the hostility manifested by the
measure, that out of fifty-seven representas
tives, only three were returned to sustain it,
and those by exceedingly emall msjorities.
So far from the eountry showing an intelli-
gent public sentiment in favor of Union, it is
decidedly opposzed to it. Even here i the
metropolitan county, where intelligence and
weslth are supposed to predominate, and
where, it was alleged, the greatest benefits
would accrue from the messure, by making
Hahfsx the terminus of the Intercolomial
Railway, and as a conseqnence the Liverpool
of British America—five members were re-
tarned to oppose the gcheme. It has also been
etated that the people of this province, in
voting as they did, were actuated by & desire
to punish the mén who denied them the consti-
tutional right to pessupon the measure, rather
than by any serious ohjection to Union 1itself.
The fallacy of this statement is so apparent
that it needs mno refutstion from me Wil
not the Nova Scotia party in this House bear
testimony to the contrary? It is true they
punished the men who ignored their rights,
and conaidered them wanting in intelligence
to pronounce upon the merite or demerrts of
one of the most momentous questions ever
offered for public consideration It 1s true,
they punished the men who, by an arbitrary
exercise of power, deprived them of themr
constitutional right of eelf-government, who
handed them over to extravagant and profli-
gate Canadian politicians, and gave them the
power of exacting from us the necessary
fands to carry on their projects or their pro«
fligancy; put the political prerogative which
gave them the power to punish the barterers
of their country’s independence, invested
them at the same time with the privilege of
condemning & union forced upon them by
frand and intrigue—a unien that, so long
ag they remained in it, must leave their com-
merce, their constitution, and their hberties
dependent upon the will and caprice of every
Dominion Minietry, and they now demsand cof
us, as their representatives, t* at we use every
constitutional means in our power to release
them from the 1ojustice and oppression of an
act which in their opinion has neither a legal
nor & morsl force It has now been most con-
clusively shown that from the inception of
this measure up to the present moment the
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overwhelming msjority of the Eeople bave
slways unmistakably marifested an uncon-
querablerepugnance to it. They clearly saw
that 1n & House of 181 members, their 19
woald be powerlers to affect anything in
their 1aterests; that by this Union they wonld
give up their dearest rights and privileges—
their constitdtion and their liberty—for s
wretched modicom 1n & Canadisn psrtper-
ship, and become dependent upon msjorities
compoeed of men who cared nothing about
the welfare, sympathized less with the feel-
ings, and knew npothing of the wants, of
Nova Scotia. Whilst ruch are the feelings-of
the people of this Province, it is impossible
that & res! and solid urion, not depending on
an act of Parliament, but upon the mutusl
interests and the mutual affections of the
people, could be permanently established
For upwards of a century, both Provinces
have advanced from infancy to msnhood,
under the xgs of the British Crown. We
were always willing to entertain and act upon
every reasonable proposition for free and on-
restricted commercial 1ntercourge, but ever
Jjealous and watchfal of our political rights
and privileges By afree intercourse of trade,
or commercial union, both Provinces might
have prospered, without rivalry or jealousy,
1n separate persons, but having united inter-
ests, under tte protection of our common
parent—the Crown snd Government of Eng-
land Instead of the people of this Province
desiring political connmection with Capads,
they instinctively shrink from it They ns
turally dreaded s political connection with a
country in which they beheld a wasteful ex~
travagance on the part of her public men,
and, under 8 hizh tamff, annusl deficits 1
her revenue , while they saw their own
country, with a low tariff, makiag rapid
strides 1n commercial and political activity,
sod having an annually increasing surplas
10 our revenue, after making the most liberal
sllowances for cur various wants and require-
ments, and erjoyine a degree of prosperity
not surpsssed by sny of the sister Colonies
It was stated by the latz Financial Secre-
tary iz this House, last session, that in ten
yeara we had trebled our revenue without
mmcreased texation—that at the end of every
year gince 1862, there was a large increase
over the mcome of the preceding year; and
this statement we find correct when we com-
pars the Customs revenue of 1856 with that
0f 1866 In 1856 we had a revenue of §571,-
388, and in 1866, ©1,326,198; from these
fizures 1t will be perceived that in ten years
we had a'most trebled our revenue without
adding t7 our taniff Had this state of com-
mercial activily continued 1ncreasing for the
pext decsde, and we have every reason to
believe that 1t would, this Province would
have presented a degree of prosper:ty traly
gratifying to every Novs Scotian. But, iz,
this forced and unfair Unicn, while 1t Jasts,
forbids us to hope for prosperity and happi-
ness  We bebold 1n the future nothing but
misery, eubjectiou, sud degradation ;.md
because the people seek by constitutional
means to free themselves from this vile bond-
age, they are branded as traitors and rebels—
repestedly has the charge of disloyalty been
made against the men who have had the firm-



ness and patriotism to oppose s messure
which they clearly saw would be destructive
of the liberties of their country. This slan-
der—this calumny, has not been made sgainst
the emall minority, bat aganst the overs
whelming msjority of the people of this Pro-
vince Bat, sir, 1t is untrue that the people
who oppoee this measure are disloyal—for in
no part of the British Dominions can be
found loyalty and sttachment to the Psrent
Country of so pure and genuine a character
as that for which the people of this Province
bave ever been distinguished Ourloyalty 18
of that nature which flows from the heart
without effort. Itis to preserve that loyalty
m all its punty untainted and unsallied,
that they now eeek to Le freed from a degra-
ding vassalage, which daily tends to slienate
us from allegisace to tbe British Crown.

The British Parlisment, press, and people,
were deceived by the fslse representations
made to them, as appears by the preamble to
the Imperisl Act; and without giving the
measure that careful and deliberate consde-
ration its magnitude demanded, it was har-
ried through the Legislatare, assuming, a3
we are led to believe, from reading the pre-
amble, that the people of this Province
desired to be confederated to Caaads. But,
sir, never was falsehood more glaring and
unqualified than that which the preamble
containe. Am I not fully borne out 1n this
assertion when I look around these benches,
and out of thirty-eight gentlemen, see thirty-
six who have been gent here by men of every
shade and hue of political opinion to declare
to the British Parhiament that the preamble
to this Act of Union is falee; and that so far
from the people desiring to be confederated,
they loathe and detest the measure, and now
eagerly long to be released from the grievans<
ces to which 1t subjects them. The advo-
cstes of this wrong and spoilation perpetra-
ted on their country, (who fortunately are
few), endeavor to make the people belisve
that their efforts for a repeal of the Act will
be unsuccessful. That weshall be told by the
Britieh Parhiament they csn do nothing for
us—that we must remarn in_this Union; or,
as they term 1t, accept the situation.

But, sir, I entertsin a strong opinion to the
contrary , let us address the British Parla-
ment 1n language conveying the sentiments
embodied in the resolutions submitted—* De-
cewved by fraud and misrepresentation, and
from a reckless disregard of our repeated
and emphatic protests, you have done us, the
most loyal dependency of the British Crown,
a great and serious ipjury. We have, by the
result of the recent elections, convinced you
of the great injustice done us, aganst which
we warned you by our press, our delegates,
and our petitions, we now most respectfully
bat firmly demsnd redress at your bhands
We do not approach you in the athtude of
crouching slaves, begging some trifing in-
stalment of libery, but as British Kreewen,
citizens of a hitherto free and hapyy country,
acknowledzing no authority but the Crown
and Government of England. We desire you
to releive us from the baneful operations of
the recent Act of Union, and restore us to
the full enjoyment of our former constitu-
tional mights and privileges. as & free sove-
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reign and independent people, #aving our
allegiance to the British Crown.’*

Yes, Mr Speaker, I am convinced that
when we thus address them :n language at
once firm and differential, and when the
merits of our case are clearly placed before
the British Government, Legislature, and
people, we shall not fail to secure that mes
sure of redress which it is the traditional
policy of Britsin to concede when a proper
case 18 made out

NRE. BLANCHARD’'S 8P EECH.

Mr BrasceArD ssid —Labouring as I do
under physical pressure of no ordinary char-
acter, I cannot be expected to make any very
lengthy remarks, but I feel compelled to ask
your attention for a short time, whilst I en-
deavour to lay before this Hounse and country
the facts and circumstances connected with
this question, and defend as far as li1e 1n my
power the resolutions which I underetand
wasg laid yesterday on the table by my hon
friend (Mr Pineo). Before proceeding,
however, to this question, I owe 1t to the po-
sition whioh I occupy 1n this House, to make
gome explanat.ons connected with some re
marks that were made here a few days ago
It will be remembered that eome discussion
took place between the Attorney General and
m) self respecting the formation of the pres
sent government. I stated tuatl would ap-
ply to His Excellency the Lieutenant Gover-
nor for leave to declare to this Housze and
country the, circumstances under which the
present government were formed, and who it
was had advised sending for Mr. McHeffey.
I did this 1in consequence of & statement made
by the hon. member for Hants and the hon
Attorney General, that it was to be presumed
and that this country was bound to presume,
that, in the absence of s denial from myself,
I advised the step i1n question. Although I
regret very much that L am not at this mo-
ment &t liberty to declare under what cir-
camstances and by what advice the hon Mr.
McHefley was seng for, yet I feel free to read
the follewing correspondence between His
Excelleney and myself:

A few days ago I addressed the following
letter to His Excellency on toe subject :—

HavFax, Feb. 6, 1868,

To H.s Excellency Major General Doyle,
Lieut Governor of Nova Scotia, &c , &c

The Attorney General and one of the mem-
bers for Hants have gsserted in their places
in Parliament that it was probable that Mr
McHeffey had been sent for to form the pre-
sent Government by my advice,—

Knowing that there 18 po foundation for
the statement, I yet feel that I am restrained
by my oath ot office from disciosipg the real
facts of the case,—

I beg leave therefore most respectiuliy to
request that your Excellency would so farre-
lease me from this cbugation 83 to enable
me publicly to state such circumstances as
came to my knowledge on the subjec: referred
to while I held the ofiice of Attorney General
and leader of the late Government.

I have the honor to be,
Your Excellency’s most obdt. gervt.,
HiraM BLANCHARD.
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To the foregoing letter I received the fol-
lowing reply -—

GoversxesT Hovse,
Halifsx, 7th February, 1868
Sta,—

I am directed by Hig Excellency the Lieat-
enant Governor to sckmowledge the receipt
of your letter of the 6th instant, and to state
15 you in reply that His Excellency regrets
that he does not feel at liberty to comply with
the request you therein made to him, as he
congidera thst by so doing he should estab-
Iish an inconveniert and improper prece-
dent

I have the honor to be,
Sir,
Your obedient servant,
Harzy Moooy
Hiram Bianchard, Esq., M P. P

Now I shall say nothing on the subject of
the precedent referred to, although I beheve
it has been done before, and very recently in
Canada; but His Excellency, 1n declaring
that I was not at liberty to make apy discle-
gures 8s to what occurred, shows that the
Attorney General was entirely wrong in the
statements he made on the occasion referred
to To have declared, as the Attorney Gen-
eral ga1d I was at Lioerty to declare, the cir-
cumstances and facts of the advice which I
had given to His Excellency—supposing I
gave any at all—would not have been proper
for me, for His Excellency regrets that he is
obliged to refuse me the required permiss
sion.

Now, before I come {o the eubject of the
resolutions, let me ask the attention of the
Hougze for a few momenis to one or two
statzments that have been made by the hon.
member for Richmond. I muet say, 1 all
Justice to that hon member, that he has ac-
quitted himeeif ae I expectad he would—with
credit and respectability He has not -
dulged in any personal allusion or hard hits
at myself Hehas brought forward his ar-
guments, and with his manner and temper I
am entirely satisfied. Hespoke of the county
and city of Halifsx in connection with the
regult of the recent elections He said that
the city of Halifax, notwithstsnding 1t was
expected to become the Liverpool of the New
Dominion, had returned five members agsinst
Union Now, as I am instructed, the city of
Halifax proper gave s cons.derable vote :n
iavor of Unton If that be go, then let it
never he said again that there is nct s majo-
rity of the respectabihity, weight and influs
ence of the city of Halifax in favor of Con-
federation If the centre of influence, intelli-
gence and wealth has given guch a response,
then let not the assertion be repeated that ali
the merchants snd bankers of Halifax are op-
posed to the Union of British America.

Before going any farther I wiil agk the
government to sllow me to add a clsuse to
the smendment whica has been laid on the
tible. Now, 1t is not too much to sy, and
I would be very sorry to state, that the Attor-
ney General does not possess a large amount
of Tegal ability, and consmderable knowledge
of the constitut:onal law of thus country. I
am sorry that I am obliged to attach to him
the paternity of a string of resolutiens such

a3 I do not hesitate to say were never before
put upon the table of any Colonial Legsls-
ture. They contain statzments of constitu-
tional Jaw ut'crly st varisnce with the bis-
tory of Great Britain during the last two
hundred years, and if, before I am done, 1 do
not convict him and the government which
he leads 1n this House by the authority of
statesmen as much guperior to bim ss it 1s
posgible to te, of having brought forward a
get of resclutions opposed fcio cale to the
whole constitutional law of Great Britaio,
then [ say that I shall egregicuely failic
whatI have undertaken These resolutions,
I have said, do notcontsin what, 1n my opir-
ion, is the constitutioual law of this courry
Speaking, ss I do, for the Confederation
party in thig Province, I would be very sorry
to eee onc word or line of theee reselutions
sltered I hope they will be Iaid at the foot
of the Throne just as they are now. Ihope,
when they areso lad, they will be accompa-
nied by the reeolutions which I have beer
obuged to prepare hast.ly 1n the condition
in which I have been for gome days past, as
the expreesion of the opinion of the minority
of this House, emall though it may be.

In the first resolution we are told ‘“that the
members of the Legislative Asscmbly of tkis
Province, elected in 1863, simyly to legislate
under the Colonial Constitution, had no au-
thority to make, or consent t0, any material
change of such constitution, without having
first anbmitted the same to the people at the
polls >> I undertake to say that this is tho
first time outside of Nova Scotias in the his-
tory of any lezielative or deliberative assem-
bly under the British constitation, that sach
a doctrine of constitational law has ever been
1aid down. That question was dizcuesed at
the 138t segsion of thislegislature. Authorty,
able authority, was brought down by Mr
Archibald, controverting the statement in the
most conclusive manner, and pot a single
gentlemsn belonging to the late opposition
was able to sapport the pos.tion he took by
a single precedent, or even by 3 dictum of
any man who 18 looked upon a8 a8 great aus
thority. Even at the risk of repeating what
I said 1ast winter, I will remark on what 18
the meaning of an appeal to the people. In
the adjoining Republic there isa machinery
by which an appesl to the people can be
carried out. Ifs question is sabmitted to
any legislature. whether State or Generai,
and 1t be thought necessary to obtain the as-
sent of the people—and remember the coun-
try alongside us 18 an unmixed democracy—
‘what 13 thecourse pursued ? They sead to the
people to hold a’convention on the subject
before the legisiature meets, and they are ex-
pected tovote ayeorno Theconvention meets
—it1s not called upon to express an opinion
upon an) other subject except the one sub-
miited to1t. Suppose the conveniion decide
that this change 1n the const:tution should
be carried out, what then Does the legisla-
ture take that as the opinion of the people”
No, tkey send 1t again to the polls, and have
the popular voice upon 1t Esery man 18
given a kallot ticket, on which he records
ms vote. Finally this vota 1s counted, and
the popular feeling is thereby sscertained.
Have we any such machlznery o5 that® Did
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anybody ever hear of such an arrangement
under the British Constitution? When the
hon. Attorney Genersl can convince the Go-
vernment and Parhiament of Great Britain
that the Republic of the United States is the
only model upon which we must form our
constitation, then he can expect them to pay
aoy sttention to there extrsordinsry resola-
tions

But we are British subjects, and such a
thing as an appeal to the people st the polls,
under such circumstances, was never heard of
since the time of the Magpa Charta I ask
the Attorney General to mse, in his place,
and show us a precedent in Britieh history,
ifhecan Iask the hon. member for Anns-
polis to rab up his knowledge of Englieh his-
tory, and then come here and give us an ex-
ample where any grest ststesman of Great
Britain, since the time of Magna Charts
thought it wise to dissolve the Legislaa
ture whilst the government could ¢arry on
the business of the cosntry. Bir Bobert Peel
will be acknowledged s having beet one of
the greatest statesmen of his times, "and what
has he told us? He had given the Reform
Bill his nost unremitting opposition, but
after it was carried, what did be say? Did
he eay, ““The peopls are sgainat, and we
must repeal 1t.>” Speaking after hiselection,
to the elestors of Tamworth—in the presence
of the whole nation—he 2aid that the measure
which he bad fought against, inch by inch,
having been carried, the mau who would
venture to appeal to the people in reference
to a question which had been settled by Par-
liament. was 'an enemy to his country. He
accepted the situstion—he acknowledged that
the only constitutional mode of proceeding
was through the Patliament of the country.

Sir Robert Peel, on the subject of Catholic
Emancipation, has said, and I am now read-
ing from hig speeches -

¢ He bad no notion of the prejudices of the
people overruling the deliberations of the
Legisiature. The Parliament was better able
to form s just opinion upon quettions of this
nature than the uninformed, and whatever
might be the opposition which Parliament
might experitnce, it was still bound to set an
exunpli of justice and wisdom; that being
done, he was sure the people would soon
coincide in their decision.””

Further on he says:

‘¢ With respect to the general question, he
had on g0 many occasiona stated his deliberate
opinion upon 1t, that he felt it zcarcely ne-
cessary to do more than refer to what he had
repeatedly stated, and to declare his firm gd«
herence thereto. He considered it an impor-
tant question 1n point of policy (dismirsing
the questions of justice and good faith) as1t
affected the general comstitution of the coun-
try, and with reference té its bearing on the
prosperity of the Empire. With respect to
the first, he must say he thought the removal
of all civil disabilities, and the laying down
of the principle that there shounld be no dis-
tinction in respect to religious opinions, and
no barrier between a Professor of the Roman
Catholic faith and that of the Protestant Es=
tablished Chuch, was a material change 1n
the constitulion of the couniry. . . . .
If the constitution were to be considered the
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King, Lords and Commons, it would bs suba
verting that constitution to sdmit Catholios
to the privileges they sought; 1t would be an
important change in the state of the sonstitus
tion as established at the Revoiution.’> -

I give this to.show that Sir Bobert Peel
looked upon Catholic Emancipstion as a most
important and material change in.the conati-
tation of Great Britamn. He on to 8ay.:

‘I know that it has been said-that in-1828
there had not been sufficient warmng. No,
forsooth, we ought to have aroused thecoun-
try by the cry of ¢ No Popery.”> Never, gir,
never, under any circumstances. Zhe Par-
liament, and the Parliament alone, will I
ever acknowledge to be the fit gudge of thas
umporiant question. The people at large
may express their feelings and opiniogs, and
they should slways be received with dafer-
ence, but, Bir, we are not bound to confrm
to those opiniors, or to refer to their decision
questions affecting the general interestsof the
country, or whieh 1t 1s the peculiar provinee
of the Parhiament to decide >

Catholic Bmancipation was carried to the
glory of the British peopte, and has ever
since remsined one of the principles’of
the Brntish congtitution. What did Sir
Robert Peel say when it was passed?
The Legislatare has fixed it wpon this coun~
try, 1t has become part of the constitution ug-
der which I and every gentleman who is seats
ed here lives, and we are baund to submit.
Are we then to be told by the Attorney Gen-
eral and Government of Nova Scotia {hatedr
Parliament has no power to affect anychange
in the constitution. Farther on Sir Rober$
Peel says:—

‘“ Ag to the appesl to the country, let him
ask hon. members to consider whether it
would be wise to set such a precedent as to
declare tbeir own incompetency to legislate
upon any question which the Crewn may
think proper to submit to their |considera-
tion? Would they so far stultify themselves
ss to begin to consider what questions they
were competent to debate? Supposing they
were to make such sn sppeal to the country,
how many questions do they think would rise
thereafter,1n which it would be said to them:—
¢ There is a precedent set you by the Parlia-
ment of 1829 which dissolved itself, becauseit
felt itself incompetent to act, and yoa follow
1ts exmmple?’ I deny, sir, the necersity for
making such & precedent. No ; we will not
stultify ourselves 20 much a8 to may that we
are not supreme as lo every measure of legis
lation which may come beforeus *°

The gentlemen oppomte should ge snd sit
at the teet cf British statesmen and leacn the
true principles of Englsh constitutional law,
before they come hére and make the declars-
tion which they do. I do not mesn to sy
that the Attorney General 18 not ss cspable
as myeelf of explaimng constitational law,
but I ask them in all seriousness before they
ask this House to forget that they are British
subjects—to swaliow what I feel confident
they will be only too glad to disgargeat some
future time—before they make themselves the
lughing stock of British Americes, I ask
them to pause. I mow come to the speech of
the same great statesman on another impor-
tant question. I will ask the House to recall
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the history of the Corn Laws of Great Brit-
ain. I shall not go intoa lengthy history of
this question, but everybody knows that Sir
Robert Peel had opposed the abolition of the
Corn Laws for a very considerable period. He
did so while he was leader and premier of
the British Ministry; and after a long dis-
cussion on the subject he thought it neces-
sary to change his opimon. Who does pot
know that when the measure was passed he
was sttacked in & style which is not often
heard in any legislative body. He was ex-
posed to s merciless storm of vituperation,
and when nothing seemed to avail his ene-
mies called upon him to dissolve the House
and appesl to the people. Then Sir Robert
Peel 1aid down the doctrine that wkilst he
oould carry on the affairs of the country no-
bo%y had » right to dissolve the House. He
sad -

But my honorable friend says he did not object to
it as impeding the formstion of & pr govern-

carry you. If such an argument could be set up and
maintained, you acted without any legitimats suthor
ity when you created the representation of the
Principality of Wales or of either of the counties pala-
tine of England Every law that Parhament ever
made, without that appeal, either as toits own frame
and oonstitation, as to the quslification of the electors
or the elected. as {0 the great and fundamental point
of the succession to the Crown. wasa breach of treaty
and anact of usurpation ” Then Mr Piut askeq, if
they tarned to Lreland herself, what would they say
to the Protestant Parliament that destroyed the ex-
clusive Protestant franchise, and admitted the Roman
Oatholics tc vote without any fresh appeai? Mr Piit
went on .—

£* What must be sald by those who have ai any
time boen friends to any plan of parliamentary re-
form, and particularly such as have been most re-
cently brought forward. either in Great Britaln or
Ireland ! Whatever may have been thought of the
propriety of the measure, I never heard any doubt of
the competency of Parliament to consider and discuss
it. YetI defy any manto maintain the principle cf
those plans without contending that, a3 & member of
Parhament, he possesses a right to concur in dis-
franchising those who sent hum to Parliament. and to

ment, but a8 preventing s dissolution, and my
bonorable friend and others have blamed me for not
vising a dissolution of Parli In my i
It would bave been utterly inoonsistent with the duty
of & Minister to advise a dissolution of Parliament un-
der the particular circumstances in which this ques-
tion of the Corn Law was placed Why shoald 1t be
30 utterly impossible for this Pariiament to deal with
the present proposition? After the election in 1841,
this Parliament passed the existing Corn Law, which
diminished protection, this Parnament passed the

select others. by whom he was rnot elected, in their
stead Iam sure that no sufficient distinction, in
polnt of principle, can be successfully maintained for
& single moment; nor should I deem it necessary to
dwell on this point in the manner that I do, were I
not convinced that it is connected in part with all
those false and dangerous notions on the subject of
Government which bave lately become too prevalent
inthe world.”” Mr Pitt contended therefore, that
Parliament had a right to altar the succesmon to the
Throne, to incorporate with itsel? another legisiature,
tod hise its consti ts, or L others

tariff destroying, altogether the system of prohibition
with respect to food; this Parliament] passed the
Canads Cora Bill; why should it exceed the functions
of this Parlisment to entertain the present proposition ?
But vpon much higher ground I would not consent to
& dissolution. That indeed, I think, would have been
s * dangerous precedent”sfor & Minister to admit that
the exisuiog Legislatare was iccompetent to the enter-
tai of any questi that is a precedent which I
would not establish. Whatever may have been the
oircumstances that may have taken place at an elec-
tion I never would sanction the view that any House
of Commons is incompetent to entertain a measure
that is necessary for the well being of the community.
If you were to admit that doctrire, you would shake
the foundations on which many of the best laws are
P! ‘Why. that doctrine was propounded at the
time of the union between England and Ireland, as it
had been previously at the time of the union between
EBngland and 8cotland. It was maintainod in Ire
land very vehmently, but it was pot maintained in
this country by Mr.Fox It was slightly advertedto
by Mr 8heridanat the time when the message with
to the union was delivered. Parhament had
been elected without the sl'ghtest reason to believe it
would resolve that its functions were to be fused and
mixed with those of another Legislature, namely, the
Irish Parliament, and Mr. 8heridac slightly hinted it
a3 an objection to the competency of Parliament. Mr
Pitt met that objection at the outset in the following
manner. Mr Pitt said —* The first objectionis what
I heard alluded to by the honorable gentlerman op-
posite to me, when His Majesty’s message was brought
down, namely, thatthe Parliament of Ireland 1s in-
competent to entertain and discuss the question, or
rather, to act upon the measure proposed withoat hav-
Ang previously obtained the consent of the people of
Ireland, theirconstituepts This point, sir, 18 of 20
auuch importance that I think I ought not to suffer
the opportunity to pass without illustrating more fully
what I mean. If this principal of the incompetency
of Parhament to the decision of the measure be ad=
mutted, orif it becontended that Parilament has no
legitimate authority to discuss acd decide upon it.
you will bedriven to the necessity of recognizing a
principle the most dangerous tkat ever was adopted in
apy civilized state, I mean the principle that Parha-
ment cannot adopt any measure, new in 1ts nature
and of great 1mportance, without appealing to the
constiteent and delegating aunthority for direction 1If
that dectrine be true, look to what an extent it will

with them Why, isit possible for a Minister now
to adwise the Crown to dussolve Parliament on the
ground that it is incompetent to entertamn the ques-
tion what this country shall do with the Corn Law’
There could not be a more dangerous example, a more
purely demecratic precedent, if I may so say, thzn
that this Parliament should be dissolved, on ground
of its incompetency to decide any question of this
nature. I am epen to the charge, therefore, if it be
one, that I did advise Her Majesty to permit this mea

sare to be brought forward in the present Pariiament

I ask gentlemen now to pause and conmder
the doctrines laid down by these great consti-
tationsl authorities, which are to be found
in the Legislative Library—that Parlisment
is parsmount in these matters, and has the
power of carrying them out. Let us not
hear gentlemen endeavoring to introduce
the American democratic system into this
British dependency, whose glory it should be
that its constituticn is based on that of free
Englend I have shown you that at a time
when the principles of the American and
French revolutions were instilled into men’s
minds, Sir Bobert Peel came forward and
ssid : pever shsll we go contrary to the prin-
ciples of our constitation, and adopt the de-
mocratic idea; we believe now, as we have
always believel, that Parliament 1itself is su-
preme.

Under those circumstances I appeal to this
House, and ssk them whether they will re.
consder the position in which they stand.
It is posmble that after proper considerstion
they may see the absurdity and folly of pla-
cing on record such resoiutions as those that
have been introduced. Now I ask the hon
Attorney General whether the House of Com-
mons was elected for the consideration of the
question of Catholic emancipstion. We all
know that it was not, Sir Robert Peel ad-
mitted as much, but he and his friendsin s
statesmanlike manner oppored any attempt
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to tell the people of England that the Par-
lisment should go back and ask their advice
in reference to a great constitutional change.
The Corn Laws of Grest Britain prevented
any corn being imported into the kingdem
except it was subjest to & lsrge duty. The
duty wasntended to protect the sgricultural
interest of Grest Britain, which has always
been so very powerfal in that country, that
it would not have been surprising if the
Corn Laws had remsained many years lopger
a motiveof continual agitation.

8ir Robert Pee), acknowledging the face of
the opinionsin faveur of the abolition of
these corn laws, came forward and moved 1n
the matter. Who has ever been fognd in the
British House of Commons to get up and de-
clare that 8ir Robert Peel did not strictly ad-
here to the principles of the British eonstitu«
tionn the course he pursued. He carried
triumphantly through the House of Com-
mouns this importent measure, which has ever
since remained untouched. If Sir Robert
Peel oould do that, wae not this Legislature
in s posmtion to carry the measure submitted
toit Sir Robert Peel has emphatically told
us that Catholic Emancipation was an altera-
tion in the constitution. Before the passage
of that measure, no man could ocoupy
any position 1mn the Government of Great
Britain unless he was s Protestant and took
the oath of supremacy; that was asmuch &~
part of the British constitution as the House
of Lords itself. To the honor of Nova Scotia
be 1t sa1d, that some time before Great Britain
broke down that prinoiple, this Parliament
came forward snd allowed Catholics to sit in
the Legislature. <

What more, sir? What did the Britieh
Government do in 18207 The Island of
Cape Breton possessed a separate consti-
tution; it had s Governor and a Gove
ernment of its own independent of the
Province of Nova Bcotia The House of
Commons came 1n and by a single Act,
containing perhaps not s dozen lines amal-
gamsted the island with Nova Scotia. The
1tland was given only two members in a Le-
gislature of 40 men. Who, then, ever heard
of the people of Cape Breton being granted
an sppesl? Who ever heard that this law
was not binding upon the people of the Is
land. They resorted to every constitutional
means to repesl it. It may be added that
Cape Breton had no Parliament of its own,
and without being consulted in any measure
it was sannexed to the adjoining Province.
Representing a8 I do one of the most flourishs
ing ocounties of the Island, I undertake to
say that you will not find s man from one
end of Cape Breton to the other, who would
now ssk for a repesl of the Union. There
were some Repealers for s few years, but now
they areas scarce as I think Repealers of the
larger Union will be in this Province \twenty
years hence.

I feel that I am speaking here not simply
1n the name of Cumberiand snd Inverness,
but in that of the great Confederate party of
Nova Beotia, and I regret it that they are so
inadequately represented here. What was
the original comstitation of this country ?
There were forty gentlemen sitting here then.
One of the fundamental principles wasa re-

presentstion of forty men, and those selecied
for the most part from particular localities.
A few townships, such as Falmouth, absorb-
ed s large portion of the representation in
the Assembly. The Legislatare stepped in
and handed s portion of that representation
o Cape Breton. Was it then urged that the
township of Falmouth, and other places af-
fected, should beconsalted—tbat there should
be an appesl to the people before the repre-
sentation was interfered with? The conati-
tation of the country was then invaded ina
high-handed manner, if we are to believe the
doctrines of the hon. gentleman, by the Le-
gislatare of that day. DBat what more? At
the closze of the Parhament in 1858, & bill was
brought in sltering the represeatation of
this country. That measure was passed
through this Legislature, although it was a
material change in the constitution, without
a word being said about an sappeal to the
people. This messure was strongly opposed,
but did its opponents say that the messure
was unconstitutions]l when they came back
here? No one wss ever heard to declare that
law was unconstitutional, and attempt to
repeal it. We sat aere from 1839 to 1863, and
at the close of ouf legislative career what did
wedo? 1had then the honour of following
the lesdership of Mr. Howe, and assisti
him in forwarding messures which I belin,:ﬁ
were for the best interests of this country.
A bill was passed 1n 1863 again, to touch the
representation of the coantry—to out Inver-
ness into two parts, and make other changes;
but who then heard the argument that it was
unconstitutional because the people bad not
passed on it at the polls? I may be told bye-
and-bye that the meagare did not tonch the
constitution of the country. Did not the op-
position of that day feel that it was a delibe-
rate attempt to alter our constitution? They
succeeded in defeating it, it will be remem-
bered, in the other branch of the Legislature,
What more? Did we go further than that?
We passed & measure—one which I hope will
continue to be the law of this country for a
long time to come. We came in elected on
universal suffrage; I came in myself by a
vote of 5 or 6000 people. By one swoop we
swept out of existence what was then consi-
dered to be one-third, but which is now
known to be one-fourth of the constituency
that sent ushere. No member of the Legialas
ture has ever had the hardihood to"come in
and ask that it be repesled. Did any man
get up and say that the Legislature was exs
ceeding its power? Will any one say that
that Act was not binding upon the pevple of
this country. It 18 true we were prevented
from having thst Aot carried into effect at
that general election, but that does not affeot
my present argument.

1 have given you what I consider te be a
very high suthority on the power of Parha-
ment in connection with the passage of the
Reform Bill and the Catholic Emancipation
Act in Great Britain. What more? Who
does not know that Great Britain, for many
years, has been divided inte two parties—
that the Whig and Tory, or Liberal and Con-
servative parties, bave been the two great
contending parties? From timeeto time one
of these parties has managed public affairs.
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It fs within the memory of everybody that
very recently s Reform Bill was brought
into thé English Parliament That was cers
tainly *¢ a material change >’ in the constita-
tion. How many tens of thousands did the
measure add to the electors of Great Britain”
That theasure was brought into ithe Com-
mons, dut who, reading the recorde of that
body, will find the sargument used that an
sppesl should be made o the people? That
bill wan defeated hy whom? By the Conzer-
vative party, Mr. D.sraeli st its head Toey
opposed 1t on the ground that:t was too
democratic and republican a8 measure The
Ministry changed hande, and what then”
Did the Ministry who came 1ato power then
dissolve the Parliament® No eir  They
said they would go on with the public afairs,
snd they did e0 What more® A few rxontas
ago we saw introduced 1nto the House of
Commots a Reform Bill, the democratic cha-
racter of which was infinmitely beyond that
previously defeated Not a eogle word
abont s digsolut.on was said [ aek the
Houee and country, than, if I have not euo-
mitted suthorities which fairly anewer the
resolations which have been submitted > The
Government zy have made up their mind
to paes these resolutions, but I trust there
are gentlemen here prepared to deal with the
~question onts merits, and not w.lling o be
led awey by claptrap

I was unfortunately ucable to attend yes-
terday, and therefore I hope if I miequrt:
anything gaid by the Attorney General that
you will allow me to be corrected through
you, sir  But having obtsined notes of cer-
tain remarks that were made irom the mos:
reliable 1nformation, I shall endesvor to dee.
with the qaestion s well a8 Tcan I under-
gfand that the Attorney Geperal yesterday
told the House that his remaris were raade
after the fullest deliberation. Under these
circnmstances we must expect that the koo
centleman would not make ary statement
that he was not able to defend One of his
statements was, I am informed—one which
went through the whole substratum of h:g
speech—that this Colony 19 :n a diff:rent po-
sition from any other ia regard to iis consti-
tution

Hon. ArrorNEY GeENERAL—I did nch ssy
that,

Hon. Sprager—It would be better if the
hon. gentlemsn would confice himself to
what he has heard himeelf

Hon ATToRNEY GENERAL—I may mention
to the hon gentleman that my apeecn 18 now
11 press.

Mr. Brazcosrp—I cannot, however, resist
the temptation of noticing one or two points
in the hon genileman’s observations I
think that I know somethinz about the char-
séred comstitutions of these countries —that I
am aware of the differences between & con-
quered country and one sertled originally by
Englishmen When Englishmen settled 1a
any country they carried with them tne lawe
and constitution of the parent State—they
continued to possess the rights :and privileges
of Englishmen. The Attorney General said
that this Province was given to Queen Anne
and her heirs forever What does that
mean - Was it given for ber own uge? No;

all her rights were subjéct to the autherity
of the British Parlisment and constitation.
This Province belongs to Her jMajesty, but
no more than any county in Engiand. The
Queen aione, it 18 true, can give sny author-
1ty over the lands of the country. By her
royal authority and letters pstent she con-
fers upon any person whom she may choose
any portion of the territory, subject to cers
tain conditions. I unhesitatingly affirm,
however, that this country is no more the
property of Queen Anne than any part of
England, Ireland or Scotland

But 1 admit this, and I would be sorry to
deny it, that if the Sovereign choose to grant
a particular authority to any part of the do-
minions to establish Courts of Juatice or
Courts of Parliament, that authority is irre-
vocable We have been told that with regard
to a certain Ieland 1t was said thas the King
having given to a ncbleman authonty to
govern by an Assembly,} and the suthonty
being altered, the Lords of the Privy Council
decided the alteration to be void. Admitting
for a moment, for I have been unable to find
the cage, that there has been a decision that
some act of the King of England, in reference
15 the constitution of & colony was invalid, I
ask the Atiorney General to find me a case in
which the Lords of the Privy Council ever
dared to sey that an Act of Parhament was
vo:d I challenge any lawyer in the country
to find a case 1 Britieh records from Magns
Charter to the present hour, in Wwhich any
Judge or any body of Judges ever dared to
£3) that an Act of the British Parliament wsg
void  No such case can be found, for such a
devieion would strike al the root of the au-
therity uncer which Parliament exists.
Tkea we o to tae neighboring republic we
cee tnst In view of the democratic leanings,
and g desire to avoid the extreme messures to
which tae legislature might be led, there is
given to the Judges of the Supreme Court,
wuen an Act1s paeeed in direct contraven-
+;on f the const.bution, authority to say that
tpat Act 18 voud But not a une can be
quoted from any British Judge or Court to
show that an Act of Parliament 18 not bind-
.ng on =all thre people in the country. I
undertake, therefore, to say thatthe Attorney
General put upon his resolutions & statement
which all the Judges of Great Britain coms
pined would not venture to make, for I repeat
that no authority in the realm ever declared
that any Act, no matier how tyrrannical and
insulting to the feelings of the country was
voud. In every such case the people must
submit until, by constitutional means, they
obtain the repeal of the enactment. It was
satd that Nova Scotis was ceded to Queen
Anne and her heirs forever. I recoliect when
I was s boy hearing that eome gentlemen,
calling themselves Baroneta of Nova Scotis,
had come to the Brit:sh Parlisment and said
that Nova Szotia belonged to them because
some Queen or King had given them a grant
of this Province They were only laughed at
for their pains, but there was about as much
sense in those gentlemen saying that the
country belonged to them, as to :say that it
belonged to the Queen or.King 1n her or his
personal right. This country is not the pri-
vate property of the Sovereign. The Atty.
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General told us 1s was Queen Anne’s and her
beirs’ forever,—I would like to see him with
all his acamen and induetry, work out the
family tree which would make Nova Scotis,
even 1n (kat case, the propertyjof Queen Vic-
toria

(The usual hour for adjournment baving
come Mr Bianchard intimated that be wounii
resume his address 1n the morring )

The debate was adjourned

MISCELLANECCTS,

Hor Prov. SECY. announced the receipt of
a draft for $520 from the Counclof the
County of Ontario 1n aid of the fund for the
relief of distressed fishermen.

Hon. Prov. Secy laid on the table Minutes
of Council 1n reference to the spporntment of
Legislative Counciilors

Als~ a statement of the Trade and Com-
merce for the nine months ending 30th Jane.

Mr. KipsTox asked the Government to lay
on the table a statement shew:ing the amount
provided to pay the first 1nstalment and in-
terest on $4000 borrowed on the credit of the
County of Victoria, also shewing how the
road grant for 1857 was expenced for that
County, how it was drawn, snd what num-
ber of Commizsions was issned

Mr CawrBeLL presented s pet.tion pray-
ing that the privileges extended to certam
ports by chap. 798 Revised Statutes, be ex-
tended to Port Hood

Mr Pixgo presented a petition from D
McPhee, a ferrymsn, askisg remtinetation
for boats which were lost in a heavy storm.

Mr. NorTHUP introduced a bill to enable
the Commasioners of Schools, of Halifax, to
erect a school house on land demisged to them
by the City. He also preserted a petition
against the bill Both were referred to the
Committee on Education He also preseated
a petition from James Tucker and others, for
a special grant for the road from Turns’ Bay
to Sswbro

Mr MorrisoN presented a petition from
Charles Turner, asking to be remunerated
for twine and rope 1ost in 1ts transport by
the Railwsy Department. The petition was
referred to the Committee on Manufactures

Mr. Cocarax introduced s bill to smend
the Act incorporating the Roman Catholic
Episcopal Corporation of Halifax. Alzoa
bill relative to the storing of o1l snd Petro-
leum in the city of Halifax

Mr. CaaMBeRs presented s petition from
the overseers of the poor of Truro, aeking &
further allowance for the support of transient
poor.

Mr. McDoxanp asked the Government to
Iay on the table a statement of the number of
pstients admitted to the Hospital for the
Insane since its establishment, and of other
statistics of the Institution.

Mr. Pixeo askqd the Government to Isy on
the table all papers relating to a complaint
made by — Fraser against Mr Bigelow, a
Justice of the Peace for the County of Cum-
berland

Mr. PurDpy said that as the 28th June last
was & memorable day in relation to our pub-
lic affaira, he would agk the Government to
lay on the table an abstract of the Minutes
of Council for thst day, shewing the other

appointments then made, snd, in addition, »
staterment shewing all the appointments made
by the Hill-Blanshard Goveroment since 1st
July He said he wonld also request the
Government to state their policy in referenoe
o these sppointments, 2

Mr CoPEraND presented a petition from a
mill owner of Picton asking for the opening
of a road

Hon Mr FrrcrssoN presented s petition
from Messrs. McLelan and Caurrie asking an
increase of pay. Also a petition from in-
hahitants of Low Point asking for a road to
Lingan.

Hon Mr Troor present:d a petition from
Andrew Henderson for the opening of & road
Also a petition from J G. Bslcam et al trus-
tees of a school section, for aid in erecting a
schocl house instead of one burnt down.

Mr. DesBrisay presented a petition from
the inhabitants of Miil Cove asking for s
rosd.

The House adjourned.

WEeLNESDAY, Feb. 12,

The House met at 11 o’clock.

Hon ATT0RNEY GENERAL introduced a
number of acts to mcorporate the Eureks
Gold Mining Co., the Ontario Gold Miniug
Co , the Kingston snd Sherbrooke Gold Mina
ing Co , the Wentworth and Sherbrooke Gold
Mining Co , the Alpha Gald Mining €o. Also
an act to enable the firewards of the town of
Pictou to borrow certsin money.

Mr. CawpBrLL presented s petition from
Margaree in reference to money.

Mr. Hoorkr, two petitions from Richmond.

Mr. WEITE, & petition from D. MoDonald
and James MoNetl, of Little Gisoa Bay, with
reference to s coal claim granted to others;
they ask compensation. The petition was
referred to the Committee on Mines sad
Minerals.

Hon. J. FErGUssoN introduced s bill to in-
corporatc the Glace Bay and Cape Breton
Railway Company A bill toincorporste the
Gardiner Cosl Mining Company in C. B.
Also a petition from the trustees of Schools
»n Sydney, praying that no material change
be made 1n the School Law.

Hon. ATTORNEY GENBBAL introduced & bill
to 1ncorporate the Montreal Coal Mining As-
sociation; & bill to incorporate the Hayden and
Derby Mining Co ; a bill to incorporate tane
Mount Uniacke Mining Co.

JMIB. BLANCHARD'S SPEECH.
(COXCLTDED )

The adjourned debate was then regumed.

Mr BraNcHARD rose and said:—Last evens
g, by the kindness of the Government and
the House, I was permitted the privilege of
concluding my speech to-day, on the very
important question under consideration.
Having now before me the fall report of the
hon Attorney General’s remarks, I shall
proceed to notice it as fully as possible But,
1n the first place, I would azk leave to move
the resolations in amendment to thoee intro-
duced by the goverament, which my hon.
friend (Mr. Pineo) laid on the table on Mon-
day, for the informsation of the Houge. The
followirg are the resolutions.—



To strike out all the words after the word  that”
1n the Grat Tine and sabstitute the following -—

1st—The Law making power ever since the Province
of Nova Bectis possessed a Legislatare,—subject al-
ways to the Boyal prerogative and constitational en-
actmentiy of the Imperial Parliament whether exercis-
edin reference to the existing corstitution or to any
other subject of a Provincial character—is, and ever
has been vested, and of right ought to vest in the
Iaeutenan. Governor, the Legisiative Counuci and the
House of As embiy for the tme being

2ad—The right of the Imperial Parhiamentto pro-
vide, to change orto alter the Const.tut.on ef a Br.tish
Provirce or Oolony 1s undoubted, has been repeated-
1y ex=rcised and cannot and ought not to be called in
question.

3rd—The Resolutidn ¢f the 10th cf Apni 1866
which passed both branches of the Nova Beotia
Legislature, d.d not necessanly contemplate a Con-
federation of all the Bnitish Nortk Amencan Provinces,
nor were the delegates to be appointed thereunder in
any way limited or imst-ucted as to how many or
which of the British North American Provinces should
be inciuded within such Confederation Nor whether
Prince Edward’s Island and Newfoundland shouid or
should not be of the number Nor did the terms of
that Resolution require that each of the Colenles
should be represented by an equal number of De-
legates.

4.h—That, before the Committee of Public Accounts
have rerorted upon the financial conditisn of the
Province, and in the absence of any reliable data to
show the effect of the working of the new consti.ution,
the Bnitish North America Act, 1867, and Her
Majesty’'s Proclamation thereunder, have pot beenin
operation sufficiently long to warrant any authorita-
tive expression of opinion on the part of this Legisla-
ture, as to the effect to be produced upon Cauada, er
any Province of Canada, munch less to justify an as
sertion that it will reduce the Province of Nova Bcotia
t» the degraded condition of & dependency of Canada
—Nova Beotis being by the Act 1n queation & con-
stituent part of Canada, with a fair representation in
both branchesof the Canadian Legisiature

th That the Railway debt of Nova Bcotia 1n the
year 1863 amounted to $4,000,000 upon which inter-
est was chargeabdle and paid at the rate of six per
centum pet snnum, amounting to $240,000 That the
policy of the Gevernment and Legislature has been
since then largely to mcrease the public debt and ex-
pend the amount borrowed 1n the construction of Rail-
ways and other public works. That the funded debt
of the Province 18 now $38,000,000 and upwards the
1nferest upon which amounts now to $480,600 and ap-
wards. which, 1f the Bitish North America Act, 1867,
had never passed, would have necessitate a very con-
siderable rise 1n the tarff of Nova Scotia, even if there
had been no falling off in imports, or & greaily dumin
ished vote for the pablic service

6th—That fundamental and material changes of the
Constitutions of British Provinces both in the Eastern
and Western Hemispheres have from tume, to time, 8s
occasion required, been made, as well by the Impenal
Parliament, a8 by Despatches emanating from Downing
Street—and the Constitution of Neva 8cotia guarantee-
1ng Besponsible Government as it has existed, and at
present exists, and in many other of its most impor-
tant {eatures rests upoun the authority of Despatches of
successive Secretaries of Btate for the Colonies.

7 That the Legislature of Nova 8cotia. 1n the Bes-
sion of 1967, recogmized the British North American
Act of 1867,aud Chapter 1, after providing for a recon-
struction of departmental offices and the salary of in-
cumbents :n Bection 9, specially refers to said Act as
about to ¢ be brought 1nto full operation by Her Majes-
ty’s Proclamation,” chap 2, passed daring the same
Besslon reducing the cumber of representaiives in any
fnture Hoase of Assembly. adapted the Locil Constt
tution to the cond.tion of things Chapter 8 dieables
8enators and Members of the House of Commons of
Canada to hold seats 1n the Legistata~e of Nova Sco-
tia and Chapter 17 provides whers .ne election of
members to serve in the House ¢f Cumons of Canada
and the Legisiative Assembly, 18 to be held

8 That the expression of opinion on the part of the
Nova 8cotia Legislature of the date of the 10th Aprl,
1866, ¢ that it was demrable that a Confederation of
the British North American Proviaces should take
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place” was as much a constiiutional declaration of the
then existing Legislatare, and entitled to as mnch
credit as any subsequent contradictory dsclaration of
ihe present or any fature Legislature can be

9 That, however desirable it may seem te be, it has
never been held essential to the validity or comstitm-
ticoality of an Act of Parilament, eitherin a Britsh
Proviace or 1n England, that it should first be submat-
ted to and obtain the assent of the people at the polls

10 That the people of Nova Bcotia have ever besn
eonsp.cacas for their loyaity and attachment to the
British Crewn and their obedience (o the laws of the
Ewmpire. They have ever had the protecting arm of
the m.ghtiest nation i1n the world thrown arcund them
Their seacoasts have beea jea ously guarded by a Bn-
tish navy scd their principalcity garnsened, fortified
and protected by British troops, all at Imperial ex
pense. They have no fears, therefore, that Great
Britaia will invade their rights or in8.ct injustice upon
them, or suffer it to be done by oth:rs

11 Ia view cf the defenceless condition of the Pro-
viace of Nova Scotia nasupported by Imperial aid in
case of hostile attaca from withont this Legislatare
gralefully appreciates the interest displayed on the
part of Her Majesty’s Government, and chrerfully
recognizes the right and tte * just authonty” referred
to 1o the despatch of the Right Hon Mr Cardwell,
Principal Becretary of 8tate for the Colonfes under
date of June 24 1865, in which, among other thicgs,
it 18 declared—“ Looking to the determination which
this country has ever exhibited to regard the defence
of the Colonies as & matter of Impenal concern the
Colon'es must recognize a right and even acknowledga
an ob'igation 1acambent upon the Home Government
to urge with earnestness and just authonty the mea-
sures which they consider most expzdient on the part
of the Colonies with & view to their own defence. Nor
can 1t be doubtful that the Provinces of Brit sh North
America are 1mcapable, when separate and divided
from each other, of making those just and efficient
prep for national def which would be easily
undertaken by a Province unitiog 1n itself alt the po
pulation and all the resources ¢f the whola

12 That1f1t bethe opinion of Her Majesty’s Gow-
ernment and thoze whose previous military training
qualifies them to speak with anthority upon the sab-
Ject, that a Confederation of the British North Ameri
can Provinces was prudeat and desirable and requisite
for their defence against any aggressive foroe from
without that might be aumed at them or any one of
them, then 1t 18 the duty of every loyal subject to re
spert that expressinn of opinion. to co-operate with
Her Majesty’s Governmen> t» make all reasonable
sacrifices yn order to preserve Jhe existing conmection
with the fatherland, and chezrfally to aid 1n mould-
iog the ipstitstions of the country in the manner best
adapted to sscure 8> desirable an object

13 That as regards the course adopted by the Govr
ernmesnt and Legislature of Nova Seotia to bring about
a Tnion of the British North American Provinces,
it was under the 1nstructi-ns and as nearly as possib
is accordacce with the recommendation of Her Mafes-
ty’s Government, as set forth 1o a despatch dated the
the 3rd day of December, 1864, written after the sit-
ting of the Quebec Conference, and addressed to Lord
Monck a3 Governor-Ganeral, etc, etc, in which,
among other things, occurs the following —

“It appearatoc them (Her Majesty’s Government)
therefore that you should now take mmediate mea-
sures to concert with the Lieutenant Gevernors ¢f the
several Provinces for submitting to the respe~tive Le
gislatures this project ¢f the Conference  And if, as
1 hope, you are able to report that these Lecislatures
sanction and adopt the scheme, Her Majesty’s Gov
ernment will render you ail the assistance in their
power for carrying it into effect. It will probably be
found to be the most convement course that, in con-
cert with the Lieutenant Governors, you shon.d select
& deputatioa of the perzons best quahfed to proceed
to this country, that they may be present duming the
preparation of the Bil ard to give t) Her Majesty’s
Goverume .t the hepefit ¢f thewr counsel upon udy
rcuestio which miy anse durmizz the passage of the
measure through the two Housed of Parhiament 7’

And thig recommendat-on was but the embodiment
and reiteration «f the sent.nients of Her  ajesty’s
Government as dehvered by the late Duke of New-
castle expressed in relaticn to the same subject, and
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to be found in a despatch to the Barl of Mulgrave, from him when he says a confederation ia not

dated the 6th day cf July, 1862 Afler refernng ic that a fede: democrac
some such corference ot consaltation as that held at stable—that a ral dem ¥ cantiot sucs

et e end of the colo. ceed In my judgment there ie no tyrsuny
gx::b::n':il::'e'dm"%:: w;at::er the re:ult of such con- 0D €arth eo abaolute as that which can be
saliation might be the most satisfactory medecftest  exercised under s pure democracy. Under
fog the opimion cf the people of British North Ameri-  this system liberty may be crushed, and no
¢ would probably be by means ofresolution or ad-  yemedy or appeal allowed to the oitizen.
dress proposed to the Legislatare of each Province by Mhig hag been exemplified within the paat four
1ts own Gove-pment years in the United States; the Habeas Cor-
I regret that in the diacharge of what I . pus Act has been srbitranily suspended; and
conmder to be my duty, I have made these ‘wehave seen 13 or 14 States kept out of Con-
resolutions more voluminous than I ever gress, and unable to legislate except in ags
made any before. My excuse is that the cordance with the wishes of the dominant
party I represent feel 1t necessary and proper  party.
to state their case as fully ss posmble, and I am not going 1nto any lengthy argument
show the country the grounds upon which on this subject, but I will ask the House to
they oppose theresolutions introduced by the  consider whether he has not himself shown
Government We shall not have the advan-  that a Confederation is calculated to make a
tage possessed by the Government of having country great and powerful What does he
delegates to explain our case fully in Eng- ssy in the subsequent partof his speech ?
l1and, and therefore find it necessary to make He says if the United States only settie their
this smendment somewhat longer than they internsl difficulties they will become one of
would bave been under different circum- the greatest, 1f not the greatest, nation on
stances the face of the earth. He baces that assertion
The Attorney General stated, I perceive by on the enormous progress of that country
his epeech, that he would probsbly add one within the last forty or fifty years A short
or two other resolutions to hisspeech. Now, time eince the whole world looked on with
1 feel we will be at some disadvantage 1f we ocontempt whilst 8 nation of shopkeepers en»
are unsble to give these new resolutions that tered into a civil war; no one believed thit

faull consideration which they may demaad the contest would last for any length of time.
(Hon ATPORNEY GENERAL here read there- But the world saw armies such as it never
solutions 1n question.) ssw before, not even in Napoleon’s days

Mr Braxcoarp continzed—I am glad that  What enabled that country to send into the
the Attorney General has given me an oppors  field its troops by hundreds and thousands,
tanity of learning the natare of the new re- wnay by mullions? What was it that enabled
solutions which he intends adding to those them to raise the money required to meet
previously introduced. I now passon tore- their enormous expenditures? The factis
view the lengthy speech of the Hon Atty  that under a Confederated Democracy they
General in opening the debate Ineed mot had been growing with s rapidity such as
ssy anything as to the introduction of that the world bad never seen before. I sm told
speech, for there is not a_sentence in 1t with by the organ of the Government that I am
which I cannot agree I concur most em- orammed for this occssion I will undertake —
phatically in the declaration that the happiest to say that no member of the Gover:l/l;?xt/
and freest people in the world are those who  will dare, 1n this House, to repeat what their
are most obedient to the law. Then he went organ has tauntingly said. -But to continue,
on to speak of the want of & Court of Im= the Attorney QGenersl has said that 1t was
peachment for political offenders  Thisisthe the difficulties in connection with State Rights
first time in my life that I ever heard of any -~ “that gave rise to the war I differ from him
man living under & British comatitution ad- in & good many respects. In the United
vocating sny-other Court for the trisl of such  States the President appoints his own Cabis

" offenders than the High Court of Parliament net, which holds office as long as he chooses,
itself to which every member is responsible If and though a msjority of both Houses enter-
I trangress the rules of this House, or doany- tain opinions different from these gentlemen,
thing contrary to its dignity,—if I offend yet they may continume in power Look at
against the laws in connection with any pub-  the position of the present Congress—enga~
e duty, here 1s the tribunal to try me  Up- gZed in a heated conflict with the Preaident.
on you, sir, snd the gentlemen around, will A great difficulty has always been the irres
devolve the duty of punishing me consistently  pressible conflict between the North and
with its power We have next from the At- South, on the question of slavery But let
torney General s panegyric upcn ogr own me tell the Attorney General that we are not
constitution as well as upon the framersof the  confederated as the United States There
American constitution Thefaalts of thelatter were originally 13 independent States Is
were pointed out to a certain extent, and the our condition analogous to that of those
heauties of the constitution under which we  States? The hon gentlemsn complains thgt
nave lLi;yed was besutifully eulogized, and we are not a3 irdependent as an American
with thewe gentiments I can find no fault State, Maine for instance Now I have no
The Hon Attorney General declared that the demre to see this country annexed to the
great fault of the American eystem was that  United States, nether do I wish to see it
1 was & democracy and a confederscy—that placed in the position of any State of the
1t wag gemocratic 1nstead of monarchicai— Union When we go into the United States,
that 1t was & federal 1nstead of a legielative  we find the States possesaing different Usary
union. I agree with him on the first point  Lawa. Each State ag2in has different regu-
Democratic institations sre the last to which latione with respect to the franchise. No-
1 would wish to resort, but I differ in fofo thing of that kind exists in our system We
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have ome Yrury Lsw, one om Marriage
snd Divorce, ene on the subject of Crime,
and #0 on. “Ifwe have to join the
. 8., says the hon gentleman, ‘ Nova
Beotia would possess all the freedom that
ey State of the Union possesses We
would have the choice of our Governors, of
our” Senstors, of our Legulstors, and we
would have the power of self-taxation in the
highest degree >’ Sarely he, the very cham-
pion of Conservatism, is the last man that
would promulgate such s doctrine asthat
the peopie shovld appoint their own Govern=
ors and Senators, instead of the Queen. But
do the people govern the United States more
than the people here? No, sir, I undertake
to say, not as much. In the United States,
the Cabinet, when once appointed, 1800 long-
er under the control of the people and their
representatives But °° we are governed by
a little knot of Executive Councillors.”” It
is & knot of councillors, at all events, who
possess the confidence of the people. Sup-
pose, for the sake of argument, that to-mor=
row this sweeping messure was granted, and
we were placed where we were before. Who
would impoee the taxation upon this coun-
try? Would it be this House? It would be
this House theoretically. Would 1t be the
people? It.would be theoretically. It would
be the Legislatnre representing the people,
and the Government representing the House

Q@enerally, 1If not invariably, the tanff is
brought down by the Government and is
alightly, if at all altered, by the House. We
were, therefore, s much taxed by a knot of
Execative Councillors 38 we are now.

I thank Heaven as well as the Attorney
Genersl for the benficent rule of Her Majesty
and the government which sarround her
throne. The hon. gentleman then goeson to
say that we have to approach Minieters very
different from those that were in power in
the time of George ILI, and I admit thus also.
‘*Her Maje:zty,”’ we are told, ‘‘tcok the oath
that she would rule the country according to
the laws, customs and statutes of the realm.”’
Now one of the statntes of this realm is this
very Confederation Act, and certsinly we are
bound to respect it 2s well as Her Majeaty.
Then we are told—*‘Look at the injuries done
to the province within the 1ast six months.’’
See their hiberties taken away, see them taxed
by a foreign and alien Legislature; see their
property taken away from them, &c >’ Are
we taxed by a foreign and alien legislature?
Are we taxed more unfairly than the State of
Maine which has in a manner been brought
into invidious comparison with us” I hope
the day will never come when we will be tax-
ed 1A the mannerstated We have a General
Legislatare meeting on British soil and com-
posed of British sutjects: webave a repres
tstion in that body, though it may be small
Now I take such langusge 2sthst used by the
hon gentleman, as simply s flow of idle
words. But then some of the delegates
ought to be hanged, according to the hcn
gentlemsan; they would certainly not be pere
mitted to live in some countries What
country ismeant? The very couniry that
the hon, gentleman has been bringing into
invidious comparison with us.

The bon. gentleman goes on to tell us that

he does not believe that the high-minded
British Government and Parhisment will re-
fuse repeal at the instance of this Legislative
body 1Ifitshould be the case what them*
That is an expression which we have heard
all over the face of this country for the last
few months. Ibelieve more stromgly than
the Attorney General believes the very reverse,
that Repeal will not be listened to for a single
mcoment. And what then? Have the gos
vernment or any of those wbo are sgitsting
thig question considered the position that they
will ocoupy. In a part of his speech the At-
torney Genersl ssys something about the
British flag being taken away from this
country, and another substituted—that such
an occurrence would be s dire calamity. I
ask the House to comsider whether or not
there 1s being spread abroad in this country,
from one end to the cther, a feeling that
may, in case Repeal is refusged, lead to con-
sequences which I do not like to contem-
plate. I feel it my duty as a member of this
House, to ask my fellow citizens to pause
and consider if their request should be re-
pealed. ““What then?’’ h
The Attorney General said that he had ta«
ken grest psins to ascertain the groundson
which we hold the present constitation of
this country, snd he went back to tha ‘-old
times’” of this colony. In the time of ge
IL. a colony called Grenads had a charter
granted to 1t by the king, but three months
afterwards an act was. passed imposing cer«
tain taxes on the country, which act was de=
clared by Lord Mansfield to be illegal. No
greater man ever adorned the British benoh,
no man ever made more mistakes than Lord
Mansfield. I ask the hon. Attorney General
whether the principles in respect to libel
which that eminent man fought from court to
court, and in the House of Lords, would be
tolerated now. Under that doctrine more
tyranny was committed than had ever before
been committed in the annals of British
jurisprudence. But suppose the Parliament
of England bad imposed a tax on the colony,
would Lord Mansfield have dared to oppose
it? There is no such case on record. We
have only this instance of a king, sfter he
had once delegated his authority coming for-
ward and imposing this tax. Formerly, 1t is
true, ship money and taxes were levied by
the king; but they were shewn to be uncon=-
stitutional and irregular. I know thelove
of the hon. Attorney General for old times.
How many persons would now like to submt
to the charter referred to by him? Iwill
come to times after the charter had been im~
proved, and what happened then? We had
40 men sitting 10 this Legislature and 12 st-
ting 10 the other,—who were characterized
as twelve old women. They sat with closed
daors, and allowed no person to know what
was going on. These twelve men controlled
this country—imposed and collected every
penny of taxation Yet the old charter must
be irrevocable  Cannot a constitution that
has once been granted by the king be sltered?
Many of these charters were formerly granted
to men to manuofacture certain articles, to
have an exclusive right to them in certain
looalities. It was contended that these char-
ters were irrevocable. When it was found
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necessary thst there should be some power
to alter these charters, by William and
Mary, chap S, the whole conttrol of all such
matters was given to Parliament. Yet w:ll
the Attorney Genperal or any other lawyer
versed 1n constitutions] iaw teil me that the
High Court of Parliamert had not the right
to alter the charter given to Lord Cornwal-
his. Then let him go to Jamaica, 1f hede-
nies 1it, and what do we find? The whole
charter of that colony was swept away and
changed by the Parl'ament of Great Britain.
Nor 1s thatal Did not the Parliament.n«
terfere with the conetitution of New Zz2aland’
Did rot they go to South Africa and ume
the two countries into one? Ten or fifteen
years ago the separat: Legisistures of Cana
ds were swept away, and the t#o Provinces
united as one.

The Attorcey Geperal says that ¢ Queen
Anpe became the abszolute owner of Nova
Scotia, and 1t does not belong to the people cr
Parlisment of England, who bad no more to
do with 1t than the people of Turkey.”” If
that were true we would certainly be in »
nice position—sabject to the caprice of the
governing powers of England, with nothing
but a flimey charter between us and the mon-
arch of the realm We have a noble status
—we live ander the shadow of the British
Crown—urder the shadow of the British con-
stitution and British Parliament—we are not
subject to the mere caprice or whim of apy
eingle person. To teli me that the Parha-
ment of Great Britain has nothing to do with
the Province of Nova Scotia is to tell me what
no sensible man can believe. The Parliament
has the power which 1t has continued to ex-
ercise for the last century whenever the Im-
perisl interests are affected. I spesk now
within my own recollect:on I had the honor,
when & young man, of being one of Her Ma-
Jesty’s Collectors of Customs under the Brit-
1sh  Government—commissioned to collect
certain duties 1mposed by Imperial statute,
and with which this Legislature had nothice
todo Yetthe Hon Attorney General wishes
to go back to the orginal charter The
money came back, 1t 1s true, but for
what purpose? To pay the Judges and
other public officers whose salaries were paid
by the Britith Government 7hey never gave
up the right, until at last the duties became
too small to pay these salaries Then came
the great fight on the Civil List between this
Province srd the British Government. At
last we had to agree to fix the salaries of the
public officers at certain sums before the mats
tor wag settled. Not until last year were we
allowed to touch the matter gain, and deal
with 1t a8 we might think proper TYet, eay,
the Attorney Genersl, the Britich Parliamen
has nothmg to do with the Provinee.

The hon ecentleman asserts that the.day
the King signed that charter, and sppended
his Great Seal, he gave up the authonity to
make laws to the Legislature Unpquestion-
ably he did To make laws, how? Subject
to his own approval—to his own veto That
is the power which the Queen still possesses
Did he give tbem the exclusive power to make
laws? He retained the right for the Imperial
Government of making laws whenever the
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lmperial interests required it. It iz not s
dozen years since & large proportion of the
shipping were taxed by an Imperial statute
for the erect'on of a light house at Cape
Race. There is not & ship that comesinto
this barbour, or goes into & foreign port, but
18 controlled by an Imperial statute. Our
stalites i1n cobnection w.th taat matter are
not regaried, our shippiog act 18 not of any
value beyond the borders of Nova Scotis.

I am rorry that I cannot follow the Attor-
ney QGeveral through his vaiuable discourse
upon pol.t cal economy. He says that the
free trade policy of 1848 wasan injury to this
country—that 1t fettered trade, and led to a
great deal of difficulty. I differ from him on
this point also. Never was there a greater
boon conferred on the British Empire. Eng-
iand said to the Colonies - 1mpose what duties
you think are necessary, but you must not
make any difference between duties on Ame-
rican goods, and thoze from England, or
anywhere else That policy, for a time, led
to some hardship; 1t prevented our goods,
for a time, going 1nto the West India market
It was nevertheless an ev:dence of the genius
of England She showed the world what the
enterprize and energy of ber capitalists enax
bled her to do, but the Attorney General 's a
protectionist of the old school, and cannot
appreciate this wise and judicions policy of
the mother country. But had England no-
thing with us when she passed the Actin
question ? What right had she to say that
you shall impose certain duties? What right
bad she to violate that musty old parchment
found somewhere in the archives of this
building? The Imperisl Government then
told these Colonies, 1f you pass an Act conx
trary to our policy, we shall veto it, and the
Colonial Governors were instructed to reserve
their assent on sil such measures.

The hon. Attorney General goes on to say
that 1f the time should ever come when the
flag of Great Britain shall be lowered on
Citadel Hill, and the flag of another nation
rased 1 1ts place, 1t would be a time of dire
humiliat.on. Ifthat time should ever come,
he went on to say, and the United States put
in possession of Halifax, it would become a
second Gibraltar. Why we are now a Gibs
raltar as far as the strength of the fortifica-
tions go—our harbour is more impregagple
than any inthe United States. Let any of
these gentiemen take & walk to the Point or
go across to McNab’s Island and see the ad-
ditions that have been made to our fortifica-
tions within the last few years. Halifax
would now bea far more difficult place to
take than the City of New York. The hon.
gentleman says that it would bte a sad day
when the Americans obtained possession of
Novs Scotia  So 1t would be; but let me tell
the hon gentleman thatthough Great Britain
may often—perhaps too often for her pres-
tige—present & peaceful attitade; yet let the
flag of Annexation be once raised in Nova
Scot's, and every acre of the #01l would te
deluced w:th blood, before she would allow
this province to be yielded to sny foreign
nation. 1 am not afraid that the flag of any
other nation will ever float over this country
excert the flag of England; but what I fear
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is thig if a serious ¢ry of annexation should
ever be raised, and the United States shouid
ever interfere in this matter, Nova Scotis
will be ruined, since her o1l wiil be thearena
of conflict I sgree wmith every word that the
hon member has ssid about the great loss
that Grest Britain would sustain if she lost
Nova Scotia—for 1t would be & heavy blow
to her maritime supremacy Knowing that
Great Britain would look on 1t in that as-
pect, I feel she would spend m:lhons of trea-
gure before she would suffer this province i
paes away from her

The bon gentleman says that the House of
Assembly passed a resolution snthorizing &
delegation of an equal number from each
Province, and that all the proceedings were
1llegal upless this principle was carned out
Now the fact is that the resolution only says
that each Province ehall have an equal 1o2ce
It made no difference whether there were six
from one Province and ten from ancther,—
whenever any question came to be discuseed
each of the Provinces had but an equal voice
and equal vote.

The hon. gentleman has suddenly failen 1n
love with & Legislative Union I don’t differ
from him very much, but 1 am eare his
friends will not agree with um  What have
they been saying over this country for the
l1ast two years? We will be swamped 1n the
General Parhiament, becsuse our representa-
tion is only 19 in & House of 181 members
But remember we have now a separate Legis-
Iature, to which 13 entrusted the mapage-
ment of many very important public ques-
tions You have now charge of our mines
and minerals, education, crown lands, and
other matters affecting the people, but let
the principle of the Hon. Attorney General
be carried out, and what then? All these
mmportant matters will be taken away from
us and entrusted to the General Psrliament
Do the gentlemen who support the Hon
Attorney General agree with him on this
point ?

I have been taunted w.th being in a miser-
able apd mean minority—with being the re-
presentative of only a fraction of the county
which rent me here. But my hon. friend
from Cumberland, as weli ag myeelf, feel tha
pons.bility thrown npoxs
Qs & Tepresentalive of 13,500 voters
in the Province of Nova Scotia It :8 true
that the vote cast on the other s:de was much
greater; the people, in the exercise of their
constitutional right, swept out of sight the
members of the Government which had pro-
moted Confederation, but I am not ashamed
that I stand here the represeatative of a frac-
tion of the people under thore circumstances

eel pirOonZIy My 10a01. 0 do ] e (0
the great body of men whoee representative
1 happen to be; but all Ican eay1s that I
have done my best to promote their intereeis
and discharge the duty devolving upon me

Afternoon Session.
PETITIONS
Mr EKipstox presented a petition from B
and M. Morrieon and cthers for & money
grant; also, one from McMillan ard others,
8lso, one from Alex. McDonald ard cthers,
al80, two from Big Interval

Mr. Dicxig presented a pet.lion from the
Frait Growers’ Association

The adiourned debate wae resumed.

Mr Piven ss:d—I beg permission to recond
the amendment which has been moved by the
hon member for Inverness As another gen-
tlemsn had the floor on the adjourament of
the Houge I will nol now oceupy the time,
but will reserve my observations for snother
occagion

MR. MORRISON’S SPEECH.

Mr. Morrisox #aid—In rising to address
the House on the questicn now before it, I
may say that [ am laboring under the same
physical disadvantages of which the hon
member fcr Inverness complained; but the
duty which I owe to the people demands that
I should meet some of the arguments used by
that gentleman on the spur of the moment
The hon member told us that he was unwell,
but he did not tell us the cause of his 1iiness;
I feel confident 1t has been an abscess, filed
with 1illogical matter, judging from what es-
caped his lips, and I trust that having got
rid of such a quantity of terrible matter, he
will, ag he certainly should, regain his
wonted health I will be under the necesmity
of reading his speech backwards in the com-
ments which I shall mske upon it The first
thing, therefore, I shall refer to will be about
the last sentence he uttered, when he told
us, in bold Ianguage, that we would not get
a repeal of the obnoxious Union Act. He
wasg ten thousand times more confident that
we would not get repeal than the Attorney
General was that we would get 1t; but was
thatall? No, air. The learned member was
not only positive in his aesertions, but he
was defiant and threatening 1n his tone, and
he told us that before England would consent
to Repeal or to our separation from the Em-
pire she would drench the so1l of the whole
Dominion 1n blood  That langusge reminds
me of the bullying which is heard in other
Parliaments than this What are we about
todo? We are aboat to approach Her Ma-
Jesty the Queen 1n & simple and constitutions
al way, agking her to see that the Commons of
England repeal the act which confederated
us to Canada. Because we make thaf plain
and honest request it 18 insminuated that we
are annexation:sts, for that 18 about the pur-
port of the language that was used. I assert
with as much confidence as he displayed that
this Confederation Act will t e the very means
of accomplishing a geparation from the Em-
pire and our annexation to the United States,
—1f that event should ever happen—for I be-
lieve that a love of annexation principles uc-
derlies the whole of the proceedings on which
that act is based It 18 becaure thatis my
belief that I oppose the measure as strenuous-
.y as I do. If the act be not repealed it ismy
conviction that circumstances which we can-
not control will carry usinto the neighbors
13g Republic.

The hon member has told us that the Im-
perial Parliament has a right at any time to
step in and alter our constitution ;— this
much I will grant him that when the neces-
sitieg of the nation require it, the Parliament
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niay have s right to eay to us, we cannot
keep you any lcoger in your present con-
nection, we must ¢cast you off. But I deny
the right of the Imperial Parhiament to follow
us after tbat conpection has been broken,
and force us into an obmoxious postion
against our wiil Isay to this Houee, and
to the people of this country, that if skedoes
do 80 it wi'l be an unconstitutional act on
her part, and a perfect breach of faith with
the people of this country. We are told in
the first clause of the amendment 1aid on the
table by the hcn member, that Nova Scotia
has the right to mske laws by her Parha-
ment for her own people,—I go wita the
hon. member there;—it says further that she
ought to bave that right,—1 go with him
tnere algo,—but I ask has the Parliament of
Nova Scotia made this Confederstion Act? 1
deny that 1t did, 1t never passed through our
House, therefore 1t isno law of our making
The legislators who are elected are the men
who have the right to make laws for the
country in which they are elected, and no
one else hae that right The men elected
must make the laws, they cannot delegate
the power to another body I deny that two
Parliaments can hold the same power,—we
have no authority for such a proposition,
either 1n the moral law, statute law, or coms
mon law: or in the divine law, or the law of
natare;—a man CARDOt gerve two msasters,—
if the power hag been given to the Parliament
of Nova Scotia to make a Jaw, that Parhia-
ment may make 1t subject of course to the
aegent or dissent of the authorties in Eng-
1and, that is the constitutional check placed
on our legislation, but no cther Parliament
can have the same power at the same
moment Something has been said 10 reply
to the remark of the Attorney General about
eur having no court for the trial of pohtical
offenders, and the hon member for Inverness
says that this legislature is the court,—but I
differ from him there There is such a court,
and the people of Nova Scotia constitute it
They have given our late political offenders
a trial, and have consigoed them to obhivion
a8 politicians forever, and in that they exera
cised a most righteous judgment

When the hon leader of the Opposition
came to refer to the Republic on our western
border, he grew highly eloquent,—he swelled
himeelf almost as big as the frog in the fable,
and talked about the tremendous democracv,
that had suspended the Habeas Corpus Ac .
It is true that in the United States that / ot
18 suspended, and why ? Because over a7 ,i].
lion of men were in arms, and 10 one ¥ pey
from what quarter the next bayonet t' ,rygt
would be made on unoffending citizenr . pyut
18 there no other part of the world 1 which
that Act is suspended” Will 1t be t )jeved
that the Habeas Corpus Act 18 suspe pnded in
this mighty Dominion” And Wb g¢ ;a jts
Government afraid of? Notjof the peropet
but of the free expression of the 0 piniong of
tbe people of Nova Scotia The G ,¢arnment
of the Dominion sre smoothing the way to
throw us into prison and keep uc | there witk-
outa tria! if we should raisea mr pyor againat
their acts of tyranny. A gr eat deal has
been said from time to t1 ;e about the
United States having confede rated, and that

matter was referred to by the leader of the
Opposition to-day 1t 18 true that those
States did confederate, and why did they do
80 > They had ro nationality—they had to
confederate in order that they might become
a nation There wag nosuch necessityin our
cage, for we were part and parcel of the migh-
test Empire in the world Our new consti-
tution makes ug, not as was the case with the
old colontes, a new and independent nation,
but a mere sub confederacy, taking us sway
from the bosom cf the Empire instead of
drawing us more <iogely to 1t But the hon
member zaid that zomebody outeide this
House asked *If we cannot get repesl, what
them?>> The hon gentleman spoke as 1f 1t
were reslly wrong to ask so simple a8 ques-
tien ,—he assisted in taking away our consti-
zation, and now he wishes to milence enquiry,
—he would not only manacle our hands but
seal our lips  Surely a Nova Scotian can ask
‘“ whet then *’ as well a8 3 man in any other
part of the world Bat there 18 another qnes-
tion I would like to ask, and 1t is. If we get
repeal what then > That is 8 question which
the hon member for Inverness will be more
deeply interested m  When he goes down to
face his indignant constituents they will
show him ** what then >> In speaking of the
change 1n our constitution the hon member
told us that no such question was ever sub-
mitted to the people at the polls He must
havea very short memory, and I could not
help thinking, a8 he made the remark, of
what old Doctor Hendereon said, when his
neighbor’s pigs got mto the field,—** I turned
them out,’” asid he, * ard told them mnot to
come back again, but I find they have very
bad memories; they all came back again, and
now I’H take a gun and, farth, I’1l help their
memories >> No such question submitted to
the people at the polls' Wasit not done
twice in New Brunswick in relstior to this
v :ry queaion? Were not the people of Prince
F.dward 1sland allowed to pass upon it? Was
not Nev,foundland allowed to say whethershe
wished to.come mn or not”> Yet that right
was d enied to Nova Scotia, and without cast-
1ng any reflections on the other Provinces, I
may gay that our people possessed as much,
if pot more, ntelligence than those of any
© ther of the group of colonies Aye, 8ir, 1t
was because they had more intelligence that
the right was withheld from them.

Was not the question of annexing Ireland
to Epgland submitted to the people? Yes;
and when the people of Ireland refaszed to
aocept the measure at the polls, English gold
was gent in to accomplish the work, and the
rights and interests of Ireland were sacrificed
by her legislators And yet’the hon. gentle-
man stands up and azks if ever such s ques-
tion was submitted to the polls In the
course of his speech he said that Sir Robert
Peel had declared that Parlizment was bound
t> set an example of wirdom, justice and
good faith, I thank hio for that reference,
and I ssy well would it have been for this
couuntry 1f the lats go vernment and legisla-
ture had followed th’. advice of Sir Rotert
Peel. Before Iconc’ yde my remarksI will
show that thal go gernment and legislature
acted most feolish) y, with the greatest injue-
tice, and 1m vio’,ation of every particle of
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fsith which they should have held good. I
think 1 can shew that that government vice
Isted the pledges which they had given in
their despatches, and acted in such a treach-
erous macgper that 1f the most simple basket-
waker, the most falien fishmonger or the
most humbie hod-carrier in the lacd had
broken pledges, and degerted the interests of
his msster 20 fully as they d'd, there is not
a society of chimney sweeps in the British
Empire but would kick him from their com-
psny. The hon. member for Iaverness told
us that the constitution of England had been
chapged by the emancipation of the Catho-
lics  Was that a great change of the constix
tution such a8 the presentone” Not at aii;
it was only sumply taking away a reiigious
disability.

But the hon gentlemsan said that the Par-
Liament ¢f England tock no step in this mat
ter until our own Legislature had deait with
it That brings us back to the assertion that
cur people had a right to make any law afa
fecting their own iuterests, the check being
the withbold.ng of Her Majesty’s agsent. The
theory 18, that Nova Scotia, baving the
power, moved Srst for such an act, and that
Great Britaic foilowed 1n the weke We will
examine that theory presently, bat in the
meantime let us lcok at spother illostration
that was brought forward—that of the Eng
lish Reform B.ll Parhiament, it 1s true,
patged that measure. but what other power
could bave done 1t> But that was not a
change in the constitution; :t did not de-
prive apy class of people of their nights—it
merely added to the rights of the subject.
That 1s & d.st:octhion which I wish kept
clearly in view Not one of these acts denu-
ded the peopla of England of any rights or
privileges. Then, again, a3 to the repesl nf
the Corn Laws—d:d that measure transfer
the revenues cf the country toanother Govs
ernment®> True, 1t might for a t.me cripple
the revenue, but the people were willizg and
able to bear the loss  And taere 18 auother
point here which I wish to press on your
attention were apy of theze measures car-
ried againat tae wishes of the people of Eng-
jand ? No, butin obedience to their com-
mands, while the Act of Confederation has
been forced upon wus despite the strong
remonstrances of the people. Catholic Eman-
cipation, the Reform measure, and the repeal
of the Corn Laws, had been debated for
yeare, election after election had turned on
these questions, and the men elected to sups
port the legislation which wes accompl.shed
We, on the contrary, bad no cpportun.ty of
choesing our representatives with the v.ew
to any such change in the constitution That,
I think, 15 a full answer to the argument de-
duced from paralel caszss  Circumstances
alter cases. The Ministry of Ergland could
not, on gny one of thoge measures, have
stood a week 1f they had ot bowed to the
will of the people, but here we had a Minis-
try standing 1n defiance of the people, and
msisting that the people had no voice 1n the
matter. -

I assert here that our rights were haaded
over agaipst our will,—we were made depen-
dants of Csnada, and I aek 1f any such exe
ample can be found in Eoglish history? No

gir, no such act was ever done before by the
British Parliament, and I defy the hon
member {2 point me to an instance of 1t We
know that the despotic autocrat of Ruseis has
w.thin the last four years Iiberated twenty-
s.x miliions of serfs, giving them & certsin
messure of pol.tical freedom ard other privi-
leges. Braz i, anotoer despotic empire, has,
with:n the last four years, liberated three
millions of ber slaves,—the Great Republic
lying on our western border, has just come
through the most terr.ble inter necine war
that wes ever raged in the world, 8 war in
which she drecched ber h'lis and valleys with
humsan blood to liberate four miilions of her
slaves,—but oh, arr, tell it not 1n Rusma,—
proclaim 1t not 1n the streets of Brazil, or on
the housetops ¢f Amer.ca, that in England,
the boasted asylum of liberty, an Act was
passed 1o the eeventh decade of the nineteenth
century that makes 350,000 British freemen
British gerfs We are determined to relieve
ourselves from that posit.on of eerfidom, and
becauge we do 50 we hear all manner of in-
sinuations brought agsinst us. Having
now, as briefly ss I couid, reviewed the
speech of the hon member for Inverness, I
wiil tarp my at ention to the subject more
immediately under discussion 1 must here
express my deep regret that tae Imperial
Parlisment thought proper tO paes an act
that bas brought the people of ths country
to the verge of a crisis which is unparalleled
1n the bistory of Br.t sk North America
Single-handed and alone, Nova Scotians,
by industry and economy, had eievated their
country to a position that was enviable in the
eyes of thewr fellow-colonsts, they could
point wi.h pride to the rapid advances which
they had maden material prosperity as well
ag to their loyalty and attachment to the
throne of Great Britain while cherishing
theirown free institutions. They could point
to notle public works which bhad been lsid
dywn 1n the country, while they bad been
ever ready to meet 1n tae most promp: man-
ner ail the local demands of all their indus-
trial classes With a tstff lower than that
of any of the other Provinces of British
Americs, they had provided sbundantiy for
the educat:on of the youth, tae maintepance
of the roads and bridges, and of all tne other
pubiic services The moral coaracter and
law-abiding disposition of our peogle, to-
gether with-the soundness of the mercauntile
and baoking iostitations, had made Nova
Scotians respected abroad, while the geogra
phical position of the country, jutting out
1nto the bosom of the Atlaptic, with magnifi-
cent harbors spresd over the seaboard, and
open to the shipping at all seasons of the
sear Tte richness of our mines, abounding
1n almcost every county of the Province, to-
getaer w th the vast amount of our commera
cial tonnage, all combing to make Nova
Scotia an object of pride to her people, and
the brightest gem 1n the colonial possessions
of the British Empire  With this state of
things the great body of the people were per-
fect:y content, but in an unguarded hour an
unnaturel hand was laid on this prosperity,
and our 1nstitutions were swept away in des
fiance of our constitution. lhe wranghng
politicians of Canada, not content with thewr
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own oondit.on, and by mismansgement hav-
ing brought themselves to a dead lock, con-
cerved that the only way of relieving them-
gelves was to come down on the Mamt'me
Provinces and drsg our people into therr
brois Accordingly they came here, and
some of our own poiitic.ans, full of ambition
and lust of power, aided by the indifference
and hot-haste of the British House of Com-
mons, obtsined the enactment of a law which
took from us almost all our rights and pr:-
vileges We have been subjected to the do-
minstion of Canada, as I will shew by an
extract from the speech of one of the mem-
bers of the Ottawz House of Commonz. Mr
Harrson eaid —°,

¢ Canada before Confederation had not more thaa
534,575 men between the ages of 20 and 60 batl s.uce
Confederation we have not less than 653 567 Lghting
men. We have added not less than 1,009 CO0 of ¢on-
sumers te our whole population and not less thaz
1€0.000 fighting men to our muutary streagth Besides
we have {acquired great strength on the sea, where
we were in most need of streogth Befo-e tne Taioa
we had only 5 953 sailors, and most of these on oar in-
land waters Now we can boast of 28 380 sailore, and
when we shall Fave Newfourd'and a8 8 member of our
pational partnersh,p we shallhave Ho less than 66,-
938 sailors, and 8o become one of the great maritime
powers of the world  Be‘ore the Umion our shipping
was represented by a tonnage of 287,187 tons, ba.
now we can boast of 708 421 tons, nearly as much as
that of France with a population of 35,000 000 (Miz-
wster of Jastice—QOur tonnage 13 a8 larg as that of
France Mr Harrisoo—If we could now connt New-
foundland and Prince Edward Island as parts of our
Dominion, I believe 1t would be as large, but witheut
those Provinces=I think our topnage 18 a lLttle Jess
than that of Francz)”

Thus we see the almighty “‘we’’ sticking
out of every part of the speeches at Ottaws
The tone of the Canadians is “‘oh, be quiet,
and we may modify the tarif for you’’ Is
not this the language .of the captor to the
captive? It certamnly is, and the Canadians
did not spare their pains to let our people
gee tast they 1egarded us as captiver Aund
yet, sir, I regret exceedingly to find that
there1s & man of Nova Scotis birth who 18
willing to stand up on the fioors of Parlia-
ment and vindica'e an Act which brings
such degradatio on our people

I will now, =ir, put before the House and
the country several extracts from despatches
which, I believe, will put the question 1na
clearer light than sanythine that I could
say upon the subject. The task will be, no
doubt, to my hesarers dry and tedioue, but I
hope I may be indulged with attention The
first proposal in reference to Confederation
we fiad came from the Canadian Government
iz & despatch asking Major General Doyle
whether that Government would be permitted
to sppoint delegatzs to confer with thoge
sppointed by us on the subject of & Maritime
Cnion. Sir Richard Graves MacDonnell hav-
ing assumed the reins of Government here
very shortly after the receipt of that des-
patch, returned this snswer to Lord Monck
with the advice of his Council —

“I can aseure your Lordship of the ex-
treme pleasure which it will afford this Gov-
ernment to confer unofficially with any Dele-
gateseent from Canada 1t 18, however, ne-
ceseary to remind your Lordship that no Re-
solation has yet been passed by any of the
Legislatures of the Maritime Provinces,

authoriz.ng the appointment of Delegates for
any purpose but that of comsidering some
pian for the Union of the three Provinoes.
Therefore, neither I nor my Ministry have
tae pouer to £o beyond the exact pewers
ccnferred by that Regolution *’

There we find & diatinct admiesion that the
Government and the Delegates hrd no power
even to discues the rubject of the larger
unton without the suthority of the represen-
tatives of the people. Oa the 1Sth July,
1865, Governor MacDonnell sent a despatch
to Mr Cardwel', some extracts from which
I will also read —

*“1 have consulted my Executive Council
on the queston, and the Members cobcur
with me n thinking that the Resclution of
the Legislatare,which authorises the appoint-
ment of Delegates to discuss the Uuion of
tae Maritime Esstern Provioces, confers no
rower to discuss officially, the larger question
embraced 10 Lord Monck’s enquiry

‘““Having signified to my Ministry my wil-
lingress to appoint Delegates to mect those
of New Brunsw.ck ard Pricce Edward Isa
land, 1t seems proper thst [ thould csll your
sitent.on ty & Deeparch of the 27th of Jaou-
ary, 1860, marked confidential, and address-
ed to my predecessor by h's Grace the Duke
cf Newcastle. Io that Despatch his Grace,
whilst apparently expressing no disapproval
of the discursion of such a question ss that
which 18 now imminent, concludes with the
following 1nstruction  ‘Previous to sending
Delezates to Quebec or elsewhere, ruch a
propossl should not be authorised by your-
se/f without previous communpication with
the Secretary of State, :n order that the
question of the Delegates, and thenstruction
to be given them may be known beforehand
toH M Government >’

There we had again a resogmtica of tae
Jeoplz to heard through their representatives
"iefore the appointment of a delagat oa, and
an admiesion that such an appointment could
not be made without the ganction of the Co-
lomal Secretary Further on I find the 10 -
lowing clause

‘Ia the meantime I venture to add, 1n re-
ference to the suggestion of Lord Monck, that
1t seems premature to discu=s the larger ques-
tion of & Union of the five Provinces before it
can be ascertained whether the three smallzry,
whose interests are more immediately and
morqevidently connected, can be 1nduced to
combinen fcloser connection I apprehend
that the more limited project, 1f practicatle
at all, as I hopa1t s, 12 all that can be man-
aged for some time to come, whilst if the
larger proposal be attainable, and be desira-
ble, 1t8 adoption will eventually be 1n this
way much fac:litated. I think =0, because s
Ubion between two communities, which
would be all that would then remain to be
accomplished, will asgsuredly be a mmgler
question to arrange than a Union between
five as at present >’

That was the language which the Lieutes
nant Governor, by the advice of his Council,
held in 18€4. Agan, on the 18th August of
the same year Governor MacDonnell sent a
despatch to the Secretary of State, in which
26 5aye:
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**1 explasined that the Legialstares of the
Maritime Provinces bad not suthorized dis
cussion by their delegates of any question ex-
cept the Union of those Provinces, and that
aithough 1t would fafford thie Government
much pieasure to receive and confer unoffi-
cially w.th any part.es suthorized by Canads
to discuse a lsrger question I couid act
clotthe the de]ehgstel of Nova Scot.a with more
extensive authority than that already
ferred by the Legxflnmre.” fready con

Here, sgain, was an Acknowiedgment of
the right of the people to deal with the ques-
uon through the Legislature Again, he
8378

““1 always epoke hopefally of grester u-.-
ted action, on the part of these coionies, in
mADny ;mpo-tant matters, but 1 never intend-
ed, and 1t would be pr tare a8 well as
1nconsstent with the daties of my position to
have appeared as an advocate of any general
anion 1n the sense intended by other speak-
ers ’’

On 29:h September Sir R G Ms
transmitted anotber despatch It wggﬁimgi
pear that by that time, from whatever 1nfu-
ences were brought to bear, the minds of the
Executive Council wasre changed, snd ite
members had become clamorous for appoint-
g:ecnrttto gott?s Ct,am(ti'.h In informing the

scretary of State of thi

-‘Goylerﬁzor o, 8 fact, the L.eat

*“1 have the hoaor to inform you that
Ministry are very suxious for ythe appoxlxrx,z
ment of Delegat.es from thia Province to corn-
fer at Quebec with Delegates from the cther
Mar.time Provinces snd Canadas The sub-
Ject of the Conference is intended to be the
feasibility of 8 Union, whether Federal or
Legzsls}xve. of all British North America.
Even Newfoundiand is sending a Represens
tative; snd ss the Conference 12 1atended to
commence on the 10th October, it would be
meqssxble for*the Representatives of Nova
a?:::ytorrew‘};' Quebech at that date, if I
1Y our sanction to their appointm
the mail due at Hahfax on the 1p?p'h Oct(ftl)]:rb’}:

It would appesr from thig that the 12 h
October was the earliest hour at which au-
thor:ty for tae appointment of delegates to
Quebec could be given, and he says further
dofniz: i

‘I agreed yesterday 1n Executive Coun
to nominste a8 Delegates to the Quebeg ggg:
ference the same gentlemen who had already
represented Nova Scotia at the Conference
in Charlottstown and Hshifax

I fiad, however, on further inquiry, that
no official 1nvitation, such as I could recog-
nize, has been yet received from Lord Monck
adequate 10 justify my nominatine Repre:
sentatives of this Province to s Conference
where, strictly speaking, they should not
proceed at all without your previous sanc-
tion In fact no proof of any invitation
having been sent to Nova Scotian Delegates
has yet reached me. I have, therefore tele-
graphed to Lord Monck to thst eﬁ‘cf, and
as possib,y L may find myseif usable for the
above reasons to name any Deiegates to the
Quebec Confercnce, I think 1t best to pat you
1 _possesmon of the above explapatioz.’’

Here the government of Nova Scotis kad ~~** In~reference

to admit that they had no rigit to make the

¢

appointment even after they bad induesd
His Excellency to nominate the delegiites-
who had been at Charlottetown But there
13 something & Lttle more surprisiag to
come CUnder the date of the 3rd October we
£0d His Exceliency saying in & despatch to
the Governor Genersl

'] have the honor to state, for your Lord~
ship’e information, that 1 have laid your
Despatch and 18 enclosure before mx, Min:e-
try, and [ have appointed the Hon Provin-
c.al Secretary, the Hon. Attornmey Genperal,
the Hon R B Dickey, the Hon J McCuily
and A G Archibald, Exq, to form s Depu-
tation to meet the Delegates from the other
British Provinces 1in Conference at Quebec,
on the 10th inst , a8 proposed 1n your Lord-
ship's Despatch **

Thus, slthough no suthority for the ap-
pointment of the delegates could reach Nova
&cotia before the 12th Oct , we find thal, nice
days before that date, they were apponted,
and I think 1t will fartber be found that esch
one of these five gentlemen bad, on the 30th
Septr , drawn from the treasury and pocketa
ted $400 We also find in a despatch of 3rd
Decr , from Mr Cardwell to Lord Monck, 18
which, being aware of the conference at Que
bec, and understsnding that the delegates
wanlded to submit their resolutions to the
Parliaments of the several Provinces, he
£35S .—

“<Jt appears to Her Majesty’s Government
that you should now take 1mmediste measu
res, 1n concert with the Lieutensnt Governors
of the several Provinces, for submitting to
the respective Legislatures this project of the
Conference; and 1f, a8 I hope, youm are able
to report that these Legislatures sanction and
adopt the scheme, Her Majesty’s Government
will render you all tae sesistance in their
power for carrying it 1ntn effect >°

Here then we find Mr. Cardwell embodying
3o his spstructions to Lord Monck the very
principle for which we are contending, direct-
ing that the measure be first passed through
our Legislatures, and afterwards promising
the assmietance of the Impenal Parhament
And yet the Government of that day unders
took to deal with the whole subject without
submitting 1t for our copsderation But we
have further hght thrown on the subject, by
a despatch from Lord Monck to Sir R
AlacDonnell, datzd 23rd December, in which
the former 8AYE, referring to the instractions
from which I lsst quoted

« In pursusuce of these ins'ruct.ons 1 bave
the honor to 1nform you that I have summon-
ed the Cansdian Psrliament to meet on
Thursday, the 19th Jsnuary, 1865, when I
propose to bring before both Houses of the
Legislature the important sobject referred to
in Mr Cardwell’s Despstch, 1m order that, 1f
the Legislature should think fit, ap Address
may be adopted to the Queen, praying Her
Majesty to direct that steps be taken for
passing sn Act of the Imperial Parhiament
++ unite the Provinces of Brit sa Norta Ame-

tsu on the nasie lard down 10 tae resolutions
zinpted by the Quebec Conference ’

The reply of St R G ViacDonoell, on 9th
January, .was as followe —

10 the course which your
Lordship suggests for the purpose of gwing
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effect to the instructions of Her Msjesty’s
Government, viz , to submt te the respective
Legislatures the project of the Conference, 1
am 10 & postion to state that this Governmen?
w:l; take sim'lar steps to those proposed i3
be taken in Canada ”’

Here was s farther pledge taat the whoie
question would be presented for the consider-
ation of our Legislature in the Seasmon cf
1865 Bat I wiil go » step further, and quote
the lsngusge uzed by the Lieat Governor to
Mr. Cardwell on the 13th January, 1865 He
says, spesking of the course stated by Lord
Monck, to have beensthe policy adopted by
the Canadian Government —

¢ have had much pleasure iz intimating
the entire willingness of thig Government to
adhere 0 the same policy It 18 1ndeed pre-
cigely the course which I had myself recom«
mended as goon as I was:n possession of your
views on the Quebec Resolutions ™"

Thia 18 the last extract which I shall make
from the Journals touching the sction of the
delegates and of the government of Britiak
America down t> 13th January, 1865 I re-
peat that 1t was the Canadiaps that forced

-themselves on the people of the Lower Pro-
vinces; the Union was not our geeking, nor
ttet of the people of England The Cana-
dians had got into s difficulty frcm whick
they could onply extricate themselves by
dragging us 1n with tbem I think I have
shewn from the despatches that our govern-
ment acknowledged that they had no power
to appoint delegates until the authority came
from Her Majesty’s government; yet they
did sppoint these delegates, and paid them,
and those delegates had been sitting m the
Conference at Quebec preparing to legirlate
away our independence severai Jays before
the authonty for their appointment reached
Nova Scotis I ask, then, sir, 1f that is con-
stitutional? Certainly not I think I have
thown to the House that Governor MacDen-
nell was opposed to the scheme, for that ap-
pesrs by his despatch of 18th August. I
think I bave also shown that the Secretary of
State forbade the appointment of delezates
without his instructions, snd 3¢t those ap-
pointments were made 1n the absence of those
1nstructions I think I have shown also that
the British Government, as well a8 the Govs
ernments of the Colonies, were of the opinion
that the results of the deliberations at the
Conference shall be submitted to the Parha-
ments of the Provinces at the first Seesion
afterwards There was no denial of tke
rights of the Legisiature or people then—
and why? Because 1t vas believed that the
scheme would be popular; but when the de-
legates returned they found tpeir mistake
Hence 1t was that Mr. Tilley weot to the
people of New Brunswick ; but oux ““Prem.er’’
knew that he was doomed if he went to the
country—he knew that he never cou d carry
an election 10 Nova Scotia again  He bad
carried one election on a {amous retrenchs
ment scheme, and his party £ad been re~
turned to carry that measure into effect
Did they do 1t? Not at all; but Dr Tupper
turned his attention to a scheme that the
people were determined he shouid not carry
and said he had no might to deal with. He
found that by gross misrepresentation he had
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got himself into such & position that he had
nothing more to expest from the people of
Nova Scotis, and hence 1t was that 1 hot
haste he hied off to Csnada, and there, with
a brow of brase and a toogue of venom, tried
to better his circumetances st the expense of
the people whom he had betrayed and de.
ceived

That was tne true cauge of the determins-
11on on the part of the Government of Nova
Scoua t> get us into Confederation. It 1s
true that they have tried to shield themselves
ander the authority of Lord Monck 1n the
sppointment of the delegasage=kut I deny that
Lord Monck bad any more power 1n the mat~
ter than Governor MacDonnell The whole
th.og wastaken ap without proper authority,
but that was not all we have to complain
not only that they acted withont due suthor-
1ty, but that they acted deceitfuily; the whole
echeme was to have been kept perfectly sec-
ret until 1t could be submitted to the Parlia-
ments, for they expected to rush it through
before the people could instrudt their repre-
gentatives what to do 1f i1t had not been
that Mr. Palmer, of Prince Edward Isiand,
was more honest than the rest, and expesed
the scheme, and that our people, becoming
alarmed, summoned their delegates to mee:
them in & public hall in Halifax to explan
their resolutions, the plot might have been
carried out. Our delegation did come duwn
and explain thexr conduct, and they pretenda
ed to say that they had authority by wirtue
of the resolution of 1861 That ground wsas
struck from under tneir feet, and here let me
say that when that resolution was passed, I
opposed 1t might aod main; I was the cause
of 1ts pot beingy d.scussed here, and I can
therefore claim to be the first Anti-Confeder-
ate 1n Nova Scotia, for I said to the Governs
ment of that day “‘I do not expect that you
will do anything wrong under this resolut.on,
but you know not what devil may foliow
you’’ The delegates, asI have said, came
down before the public in Halifax, and
got Mr. Archivald to box the figures for
them According to his statements 1t was
the most beaut:ful scheme that ever was sube
mitted, we were going to have all the fortifi.
cations that were pecessary, ali the canals
were to be deepened, the Intercolomial rail-
road was to be built, the Northwest Territory
opened up, aud all for forty cents per head. [
pever believed that Mr. Archibald was sincere
1n those statements—they were got up to de-
ceive the people . But thepeople 8ooa began
to gatner 1n different parts of the Provinee,
petitions came 1n to the Legulature, and,
after the Governmezt had coansalted theirr
friends, they found that i1n a house of 55
members they bad but 22 in fsvor of their
scheme—one of tha: namber being 1n the
chair. They dare pet therefore submit the
measure to Parl:ament a8 they had pledged
themselves to do.

Bat what more sir> They bad pledged
themeelves in the Governor’s speech to
submit the scheme to the legislature,—in ten
paragraphs oi that speech Confederation
sticks out as plainly as anything can, and
notwithstanding that, the government dare
not bring down their scheme Buat what did
they do? They tabled s resolution snd car-



ried it through the House, I do not know
by what msyonity, deciaring the whole scheme
wmpracticable  What was this done for but
to deceive the people who were rising ags.nst
the messure Eight or nine thousand per-
sons however had aiready pet troned Pariis-
ment, and [ believe that some iilitie respect
was paid to those petitwone, for I think that
1t was 1o consequence of them that the resc-
iuti~n which I have cited was brought down
Eversyth:ng then became cajm: and smooth iz
the Prov.nce,—no maa expected that the
ques' on woad cr)me up sesin before 3
geners, electicn would take plece When,
In tae {0 lowing yesr, iSC5, tae leg siature
was sbont t0 meet, s speech was prepareld
for the Governcr, 1o wb'ch no mention was
made of the scheme The peopie then sa.l
sthere w.1l be no confederatian now, the go~
vernment have abandored 1t mnt 1 after the
general ciection  Bat, whatever means hal
been uged 10 the recess, the government soon
began evidently to feel that they wou 1 be
stronger on the subject 1n 1866 than :a 1865
Ia the former year the B:lls and Bourwmots
were in deadly hos‘ility to confederation,
bat wher the resolution 2 appoint delegates
to England was brought in during the ses-
gion of 1866, we find them recording their
vote 1 favor of 1t I donot wish to impute
motives, I mere'y w sh to state facts and let
tae people draw their own conciusions  But
.18 ev.den- taat when they found that s
great number of taat class of men were to
be made Legislative Counciliors and Sena-
tors, they voted for 1t

But were there no other 1mproper mesus
used” I well recoilect the sensation which
prevatled throuzhout the country when the
leader of the Government csme down and de-
cisred that he had rece:ved despatches of too
startiiog a pature to be apnounced cn the
floors of Parl.ament, but that he could say
thismuch that the Province of New Bruns-
wick was about to be nvaded That ane
nouncement, it 18 8a1d, took over two men to
tbe Government ranks,—:t was made with
the demga of taking over men But l¢t us
see what other means were made uge of By
the Quebec resolutions tne twelve Sepators
were to be taken out of the Legisiat ve Coun-
ci1i,—here was 8 beautiful chance of holding
out to twenty four gentlemen the prozpect of
promotion The twelve Semstors, by the
Quebec resolutions, as I have said, were to
be taken trcm the Upper House, 1f gent'emen
boldine seats there were willing to go, ani
not oanly 8o, but haif of the number were to
be taken from the Opposition, and that was
ancther reason for gentlemen voting for tse
regolution  But in the Act these provisions
were strack out, and the Government then
eaxd ‘< Oh, we are nct bound to do that’
The resolution giving the Government power
to appoint delegates to go to Eagisnd for the
purpote of ATTADZIDE & scheme 10 CODNRCtioR
with the British Ministry, was carriel
through this Houee at thedead hour of n.ght,
and the ‘¢ previous question’’ was moved to
shut out debate The wily Archibald, know-
1ng taat such a proceeding would damn ther
case, asked the Government to withdiaw the
motion, which was sccordingly done,—-gecs
tlemen rose out of their beds on that mght
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and came here to defend their coaatry frow
the men who were determined to sweep away
ther rights Then there was another piece cf
bypocrisy practised on the Leg:s'ature Iz-
stead of the resolution, wh.ch I referrel to.
atout the appoiniment of Senstors beng
carried out, and the selectione be.nz mslc
from both mdes 1 the Legislative Counc..,
only mix or seven were takez from that bedy,
and not & man was gppointed from the ranks
cf the Oppomtion. That 18 a fact which I
chailenge any gentleman to deny There was
but one man 1n the whole couniry sppointed
to the Senate from the ravks of the Oppcs-
tion, and that was Mr Locke, a memter cf
this House That resciution of this House 1n
1866 was carried by the basest decept.on an”
midrepresentat.on

I have remarked that the interests of Nove
Scot.s were swept away by that Confedera-
tion Act, and I sgk now how the people cf
Carnads wouidl have borne ruch treatment
from tse British Government? Ifanattemp:
bad been made to attach Canada o a greater
country, what would tave been the couse-
quence’ There woull have been an instanta-
neous rebellion This 1ast fall, when they
denied the right to a few individusls to ex-
press the.r opinions at the polls on the elec-
tion of 8 member of Parliament, 8 Tiot was
rased, the Sheniff was seized, and his papers
taken from him. snd pot A man wasallowed
to be nominated 1n the district That s the
way they do things in Canads, and jet the
Canadian champions in Nova Scotis, because
we ask simply to have an Act of Pariisment
repealed, toll us that we are rebels. I have
already said, that the Legislature had no
right to trapsfer their authorr'y to the Par-
hameat of England to pass a law for Novs
Scotia The Crown having granted us the
power t> make laws for ourselves, had no
rigat +3 interfere with that power, the Br.-
tish Government shou'd have calied on us to
pass the Act, and 1f 1t did not sfterwards
st their views, they could have re ected it
They bad a right, 1f the necessitieg of the na-
tion required 1t, to say that we shouid con-
tinue no longer 1n our presect comnection,
but they had to right to force usinto an un-
nataral compection with anciher country
You may tarn s man 1nto the street, but you
have no night to dictate to him whether he
shall zo east or west, north or south, after
you Lave driven him away, you must let him
choose for himself Yes, sir, I undertake ¢
say that the whole Act .s unconstitutional,—
that it 15 & breach of faith on the partof
Eongland with our psopie

They tell us that Parhiament had the un
doubted right to pass this law What w. |
that propos.t.on lead to? Some men a Little
more ambitious than the lata Government,
may .nduce the Commonsof Logland to pase
an Act to transport us to the plains of Sibe
118, or congign us to the Black Hole of Cal-
cutta If you adm ¢ their power to deal wita
us azainat our will. where w:ll be the him.t
to that power? We had tbe authonty in
Nova Scot:a to make our own lawe, and we
did make them, we made such as we thought
best saitzd to tae people of this eountry, and
under them the Province flourished a8 no
other part of the British possessions did. We
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Xept ourselves cut of dett, for, if we happened
to fa'l a1t e short one year, we arranged the
Tar:S the next sccordingly, and kept our-
scives square  How was :t w.th Canada”
8he did not manage her afairs 1o that way .
.nu“ad of acting prudent 5 and sa.ely a8 No~
Scotia d.d, she went ;ctorede 1 on on reve-

"a. occamo'ﬂs, and the cost of these rebellicus
bapgea over her head at thir moment, and we,
the faithfal and Dysl subjects of our beloved
Sovercics, ave 2ow calied on ¢) asxist 13 pays
.ng 1t of. Becasse we do not gsabmit with 8
good grace.t.esa d, “O' vou are rebe's and
ancexat onisie * Tae resclation of 1856 ‘n'd
the delegates that tbey muset el a sctem
that wou'd do equsl st".ce to al. the Pre-
vinces  Now, I sek, if the scbeme they dud
get gives cs equal jast.ce w.gh Cspada” [
dery that it does I: bas swept away all the
old revenues wh.ca we had under the 10 per
cent Tar &, avd has 1mposed g tax of 15 per
cent The addition~l 5 per cent w.ll real ze
$524,000. of which £200 000 will be taken
away $0 Canada, leavinc £324,000 to par us
our 80 cents per ‘besd. Let me ass 1f that is
Jast  Tne scheme startled even the F.nance
A:inister of Canad s, for he told his peopc
that whi'e the delezates from Novs Seot:
had consented to reduce the amount d.stribut-
ed for tze'r Tocal wants ¢y the extent of
$£200,000 or £300 000, the scheme woald give
to Canada s m.l.ioc dollars more for local
purposes than ever they had bafore How,
then, can acy man stacd up and say thet the
meagure does just.ce to No7a Scotia? More
than that, it gives the General Parliament
power %5 tix the people of Nova Scot:a by
every method 23] 10 any extent that may be
required

Bat it may be sail that our representation
at Gttawa can pretect us from ipjustice,~—we
have had a fa.r trisl of that, and what power
have they bad to pro‘ect us” Though they
stood shoplder to shoulder, how cou’d we ex-
pect them to accomp'ish azyioing agsinst
160 members > Oatario and Qaebec have got
the power 1n their hands, and will combine
to use 1t whenever the interests of Canada re-
gumire that they should do 80 Noristhat
our orly groand of complaint Tae Act
takes away from cur people the power of ap-
pointing a mingle way office keeper or t'de
waiter, —-‘h ] pntronane 18 all vested 1n 3
Goveroment S00 mi'es away  We have been
told that there 1s not a great deal ot feel'ng
in oppos.tion to the scheme throughout the
country—tkat that feeling will all d:e outin
a ghort t.me, and that the great majorty of
the intelligent peopla are 1n favor of Unicn,
while against it there are but a few polLtica
demagogues. I eay that such 18 not the case
as regsrds the County of Co'chester at least,
and, without ssying much i1n her faver, I
think I may 2ay that she may be conadered
as 1ctelligert as any o ber county :n the
Province  Acd how Jdid mattersstand there”
Iw il take it for granpted that the feeling 1z
most of the ctaer counties 18 s.m.’ar to taat
which wa3 exhibited there, but in Cclchester
we had a fairer test of tze opinions of the
peop'e or this queston  We had the only
Dominion offic.al who came before the people
of Nova Sootia at the polle, we had a man
born thhm the coanty,with a'l the infuences
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of & Iatge fam ly conuection, with the infla-
ences of the ZAte lamented 8 G W Archi-
b 'd, with a profersicnal practice of twenty.
five yeare, with hisown lmr_: PO stical exper-
ience, acd sgainst these.nfuences the friends
of Confederation thosght it 'mpossible that
the peoplec{ Colchester cou'! win the elec-
tion BuatIsm proud *oas; thatthe people
of Colchester 1n their mejes'y rose superior
tothe d Grutesof *he hour, ard noiw.th-
tsud"‘; thnt Lbe Home Secretary cou.d
and up and tell us that Queea Victoria was
favor of Confede-ation, th'x‘ the Jmperia.
.A.amc ¢t was .n ‘a.vor of Coofederat on,
¢ every intel.'gent manin Eccland was:
or of 1*, tha* tke Goverror G‘"nrz! was "n
favo: of *t, and that the M=z -irycf Cazalz
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were 10 faver of t,—a'thoach he cou'd pornt
t1 New B-"-ew.vk s‘d 22y *bst her peop.e
when they became we.' »f roed ¢n the sab-

sect accepted the s to
had lort t3e H3* e vcton day
round Arnlwe e ‘e eall ‘icinfiences taat
be had to acssr ' =” No,ar, let meteld
you that be had *‘oe Government of Nova
Scot’s 8% his back—>2 bad 1z k-3 ccuzty one
of the minisiry of tze d-y and one of the
APf"'.s.lh e ccupncil'ore of the dsy, he had sl

se infaence of tie edvcational ioatityions
a' bis back, be had tu° Jadze end Reg.strar
of Prohate ard the Recutrar of Leeds to
ase st hum, he bad tbe railroad la d througk
h.g county, wita the :aflzence of the depart-
wexnt 1n bis favor, acd he had aleo a railroad
1n prospeet, the expenges of whrch I always
asseried, and my aesertion bas been verified
to our sorrow, wou'd have to be borne by us
‘W.ta all these iofuences at Mr. Arch bald’s
back, we overthrowed h'm by a msjonty of
four hund-ed It was a roble and a mighty
victory  We felr thet the eyes, not only of
all Nova Scatia, but of British Americs as
wel', were unon us, for there was the Home
Secretary of the Domin'en comine to the
poils  But be has had t> gather up the mu-
tilated ahreds of h's former pclitical reputa-
tror, and has betaken himeelt to the wilds of
Caneda, bdd'ng farewell ¢> his native couns
t-y I Dbeieve *f occasron required, every
county 1n the Province would do the same,
for whi'e Nova Scot'aps can boast of their
loyelty ¢> England, and will be ready to
fight her batt.es, 1f neceesary, while she gives
them the r zhts of free men, they will never
be loyal :o Canads under a Confederat.on
Act forced upon them as this has been. No
ir, neter ! AzvER'! NEVER''' We come
now to a noteabls speech made s the Ottawa
Parhiarient by one D’Arcy McGee who, I
tank, took s great deal of liberty with our
people wher, 1n the abszence of their chame
p:on, 1n & speech poundered over for days,
s‘em over for nighte, he 1neinuated that the

influences brought to bear in thie country
were not very creditab e to ourloyalty Haa
he forgotten the time when he was an expaa
triated rebel, with a reward of £1000 set up-
ca bis bead? How dare he stand up there
and preach aboat sedition® 1 wonder the
wmen whom be addressed allowed him to ait
among tnem, there could not have been any
Tom Morrison there Let him step boldly
off with *he laurels which he won in the cab-
bage garder; but let him not talk to Novs
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Szotians about loyalty. He told the repre-
sentatives of this Province that they sat there
on a threeslegged lie; ah, sir, I thank him
for that expression; they do sit on a three-
legged lie, but who put them there? They
sat there by virtue of the Act uniting us to
Canada. I point to the preamble of that
Union Act, in which it is said that the people
of Nova Scotia desired a Union with Canada.
There is the first leg of the lie. Then I pomt
to the assertion made across the water, that
Adams G. Archibald was the leader of the
opposition of this country, the fact being
that he had been discarded from that position
long before. That is lie the gecond; and if
you want the third leg of the stool, I point
to the lie which our late Premier pus into the
mouth of Mr. Watkin, about this matter hav-
ing been sabmitted at the polls in 1863. There
is his three-legged lie for him 1t appears
that notwithetanding all that has been eaid
on the subject, the Confederates think we are
to have no repeal. Well, sir, I confidently
believe that we will obtain repeal, because it
was said in the House of Commons, only last
year, that if the people were dissatisfied, they
mast not be forced; and when they find that
our people never had an opportunity of exe
pressing their opinions, I think they will
wiliingly repeal the Act. Let them look
at the difficulties prevailing toeday in Ireland,
and which havearisen from the country bemng
forced into & union. Do they want to esta-
blish another Ireland in British America?
And let me ask thig question of the people of
Englard : If Ireland were where Nova Scotia
is, how long could she be held? Not an
hour. The people of Ireland, I believe, are
struggling not so much to get rid of British
authority as to obtain a repeal of the Union,
and to have their own Parliament restored.
We may look at Poland partitioned off
against her will, and then turning to Hun-
gary overran by Austria, I would ask youto
allow Kossuth to plead hiscountry’s wrongs.
‘We may look at Mexico, overrun by & foreign
power which placed Maximilian in a high
position, and we will gee that man carried
out of the lJand which he ruled, a corpse. The
people of England must not expect that the
Anglo~Saxon race of Nova Scotia will be less
tenacions of their rights and privileges than
are the Celts of Ireland, or the people of any
of the other countries which I have named.
What we want is to have our institutions
placed in the poritioa in which they have
been, and then we will be truly loyal,—I do
not gay that we will not be truly loyal if we
do not get them restored, but there is not the
shadow of a shade of doubt that we will be so
if our request ir heard. It is an entirely mige
taken policy to annex a small country likeN.
Scotia to a large country like Canada for the
purpose of giving the latter relief from her
political difficulties. If the position were res
versed the smaller colony might be relieved
by the annexation, but under other circum-
stances the smaller colony is sure to have ita
influence swamped. If a coach and six be
fastened in the mud, and a light carriage be
attached for the purpose of assisting it, the
whole will become fixed, although the coach
and #ix could get the light vehicle out of the
difficulty with ease. So surely as they hold

us in the Act of Confederation the whole will
be overthrown, and lhat ig a strong ressom
why wesghou!d get repeal. 1 would ask what
right have the people of Ecgland to sacrifice
us who have always been Ioyal for the beaefit
of a people who have not been so? I deny
the juatice of such a proceeding. Our people,
as I have said, have always been loyal, and

they will remain 2o if their isstitutions are”

left to them, but we think it 3 hardsip that
our interests should be eacrificed in order
that these fellows in Canada may- be keptin
order.

The Act waa passed against our remon-
strances—I ask 1f that was British? Is it
constitutional that our rights and liberties
should be taken away without 3 hearing?
The wost contemptible sheep thief within the
realm obtains & hearing before he is deprived
of his liberty, and are we to be treated
worse than a sheep thief would be? I believe
not; it is one of the besuties of British law
that no man can be condemned unhe=rd.
Among the reasons given for the great change
that has been forced upon us, was the assers
tion that it was necessary for us to confedes
rate for defensive purposes.” But will this
paper confederation shorten the line which
separates us from the American republic?
Can it produce a dollar more for defence than
we would have had otherwise, without ine
creased taxation? Will it bring a man more
into the field than we would have bad other-
wise? The argument in favor of uniting for
defence falls to the ground as soon as it is
touched. Then we were told we must con-
federate in order to regulate our Currency,
and upon that poiut I heard one of the dele-
gates expatiate: hetold us who the delegates
to Charlottetown were, and what great quali-
fications they possessed, and then said that
when they got to Prince Edward Ieland the
whole five of them were unable to count
their passage mcney! O mockery of mock-
eries! Five men who could not count their
passage money to Prince Edward Island,
chosen to frame a new Constitation for Brit-
ish North America! And that was one of
reasons advanced by one of our ¢ Jeading
miuds *’ in support of Union. In conclusion,
Mr. Speaker, we are asking the Commone of
England to repeal this Act because it has
created a feeling of distrust in the breast of
every Nova Scotian, and by repealing it they
will show to the world that they are willing
to do justice to the meanest subject who can
show a cause of just complaint If our re.
quest be granted our people will be peaceable
and contented. It is because they wish to
remain peaceable and contented within the
British Dominions that we ask for Repeal,
and we will continue to ask until 1t is grant-
ed. I want to see every man on theze
benches voting for these resolutions—help-
ing to restore the Constitution of this coun-
try. I want every man in this Assembly,
and every man throughout the length and
breadth of Nova Scotia to feel as warmly
and earnestly on the subject as I feel, for [
tell you that if I had a thousand voices, yea
ten thousand voices, and could raise them
all at once, I would shout Repeal ' REPEAL !
REPEAL '!! now and forever.
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SPEECH OF MR. SMITH.

Mr. SuatE said:—I feel it to be a duty
which T owe to my constituents to state frank-
ly my opinions on the question which is now
agitating the minds of the people of this
Province In doing so I shall endeavor o
adopt that temperate and dispassiorate style
of addrese, which I believe is the best adapt-
ed on the floors of any Legislature to attract
the attention of the gentlemen who are ad-
dressed, and to recommend iteelf to the judg-
ment of every one sitting on these benches. 1
regret very much, that in the discussion of
this question, every gentleman who addresses
the House is necessarily constrained to at-
tack the leader of the Opposition, who bhas
advanced the only arguments on his side of
the question, and ifin the remarks which' I
am sbout to make, I am obliged to animed-
vert strongly upon some of the observations
which have fallen from him, I trust that he
will believe that I do 80 with the most earnest
desire to avoid anything like personal re--
crimication. But eir, every gentleman on
these benches has a golemn duty to perform
in the interests of the people who have elects
ed him to represent them This is a most im-
portant crisis 1n the history of Nova Scotia.
Whether for weal or for woe the people of
this country are nrow called upon to offer s
remonstrance against a usion which, in defi-
ance of their wishes, has confederated them
with Canada, and has jeopardized, as they
believe, the prosperity and happiness of their
country. When the scheme was firet brought
before the public 1n a substantial shape, I
gave to it the calmest and most dispassionste
consideration that it was in my power to be-
stow upon it, and came to the conclusion that
if the people of the country consented to als
low their interests to be bartered away by
that measure, then they had much less intel-
ligence and spirit than I imagined they pos-
sessed. Under these circumstances I deemed
it to be my duty, casting aside my own feel-
ings and severing many associations, to come
forward and assume an independent stand,
and advocate the interests of the people of
this country. I felt that the scheme in itself
did not ensure “*a just provision >’ for the
interests of Nova Scotia; and I intend ade
dressing the House and country, and giving
to them, in a8 concise a form as is possible,
the reasons why I_conceive the measure to be
most disastrous to the dearest interests of the
people First of all, there wasno exigency in
the position of this country that required it
to be confederated in the manner in which it
bas been. It must be apparent to every one
that the representation which that scheme
gives to the people of this country places
them in & painfully humiliating position, and
casts them, perfectly impotent and helpless,
at the feet of an alien msjority. I felt, how-
ever true thig might be, that it wasimpossible
to apply any other principle than that of
population in the construction of the popular
branch, yet some provision shounld at least
be made to guard the interests of this coun-
try ip the upper branch—in the Senate of the
General Parliament.

‘We have heard a zood deal about the Con-
stitution of the United States in this debate.

The hon. member for Inverness has cast many
aspersions upon democratic and republicsn
institutions, and however ready Iam to ade
mt that the constitution of Great Britain- is
far superior to that of the American Repub-
lic, yet I very much regret that the gentle-
men who favored the British North America
Act did not look more clogely than they did
into the system of the United States, which
preserves at all events one admirsble prin-
ciple. ard that is, the one which gives the
smallest State an equal repregentation in the
Senete Chamber with the greatest State It
may not be known to every gentleman
around me that althovgh in the Lower House
the principle of population regulates the re-
presentation, yet in the Upper House the
most insignificant State has an equal voice
with the Iargest and most populous. Why,
sir, the wise and sagacious men who framed
that constitution did not act in the trifing
manner which appears to have been the
case with those public men who framed the
conetitution which we are now asked to live
under. Notone of the smallest of the thire
teen States would have gone into the Ubpion
unlees such a provigion for their rights had
been assured them. We are not only ma
powerless minority in the lower branch, but
algo in the Upper House—nothing has been
done to protect the interests of the smal]ey
member of the Confederacy. I entertai

likewise very strong convictions that whew

any body of men attempt to change the con-
stitation of & couniry like this, or undertake
to sweep away theindependence of our Legis-
lature, to trifle as they have done with the
feelings of our peopie,—that they should at
least have had the modesty to ssy to the
people: *“Are you willing to have these
changes brought about?’> They should at
least have had the comsideration to have
asked the people of this country, will you
permit us thus to deal with your desrest in-
terests, and sweep you away into the hands
of a Canadian msjority? Not only did they
not do this, but they coolly and unhesitatingly
set at defiance and scoffed contemptuously at
the wishes of the people of this country. Is
it not a matter of history with respect to this
Confederasion that the people of Nova Scotia
were not only opposed-to—the scheme itself,
but to the passage of any such meagure withe
out its having been first submitted to them at
the polls.

When the hon. member for Inverness
scouted the ides of leaving a question of such
a character to the people, he endeavored to
bring forward some arguments in support of
his position. He bossted of the absurdity of
leaving questions of this kind to the people
at the polls a8 manifest from the whole of
British autbority. He asked the House
whether Sir Robert Peel, a man whom he eu-
Iogized in the most expressive terms, and
the potency of whose colossal genius has left
its mark upon the history of the world, was

-not & good authority on constitutional ques-

tions, and proceeded to assert thatthat states-
man passed the Catholic Emancipation Bill
without leaving it to the people. But his
case was no similitude here. I am free to ads
mit that Catholic emancipation was an alter-
ation of the constitution, but I tell the hon.
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gentleman it was not an overthrow of the
constitution. It was the passage of an act
which the very Parliament who passed it
might have afterwards repealed. It was not
an infringement of the rights and the privis
leges of the British public—it was done with
their consent, in obedience to the spread of
more expansive and generous ideas, which
taught them that the time had come to strike
down bigotry and intolerance, and open the
door to Her Msjesty’s Catholic sabjects to
core in and epjoy the same political privi-
leges which were extended to their Protestant
brethren. In the case of ourseives, the
rights and privileges which we had 80 iong
epjoyed were swept away at one ‘¢ fell
swoop.”’

The hon. gentleman next referred to the
abolition of the Corn Lawe There is no

_————— more similitude here than in the previous

case. That question was bafore the people
for years, and we know that British states-
men occupy & very different position from
the public men of this country. Invariably
the leading public men of England, after a
gession of Parliament, zo dowa to their con-
stituents and address them upon say quese
tion which msy be agitating the public mind;
they take every paina to ascertain tke views
of their constituents, and communicate their
own. The repeal of the Corn Laws was a
quest.on with which the British people were
perfectly farziliar. But 151t to be said that
because Sir Robert Peel refused to submit a
questioa of this kind to the people—because
he held such & course to be unconstitutional,
therefore it is a precedent for the passage of
the Confedaration Act? Isitto be a prece-
dent for making, not merely a material
change in, but actually destroying, a con=
sticution? 1 hold that responsible govern~
ment has been desiroyed, as far as the peo-
ple are concerned, by the charscter of our
representation at Ottawa. Suppose every
wmember from the Maritime Provinces was to
oppose any measure which the government
of Csnada might think proper to introduce
affecting the interests of Nova Scotiz, and
that that meseure was nevertheless passed;
the people of Nova Seotia might feel that
an act had been carried outraging their feel-
ings and 1pjurious to their peculiar institu-
tions,~—but at no election in the Province
could the men who carried that obnoxious
measurg be responsible to 2nybody They
would be* responsible only to the Canadian
peoyple, and not to the electors of Nova Sco-
tia whose interests would be pecuharly af
fected. Therefore I say that under the cir-
cumstznees Nova Scotis, standing as sheo
does numerically inferior in both branches of
the General Parliamert, occupies & position
not only humiliating, but positively dan-
gerous.

We have been told tinde and sgain by the
prees in th. interest of the Confederate party
that Nova ; Scotis would exercise a controlling
inflaence ;n  the House of Commons in con-
sequence of the antagonism existing between',
the Upper a ©d Lower Canadians; but what
bas been the Tesnlt? I laughed st the ides
when I beay. 1it for the first time, because it
was 80 paloa ble to any one_that had & mind
to think that fhe moment Canadian interests

were affected Upper and Lower Canada woald
upite ag one. Has not that sctually hap-
pened? Take the tarif question, for in-
stance. We find all the representatives from
the Maritime Provinces except three voting
against that tariff, and what waa the resuit?
You find Sir John A. MacDonald leading up
the Upper Canadians, and Mzr. Cartier the
Lower Canadians, to pass the tariff despite
the opposition of the Maritime Provinces
The tocsin of alarm has only to be sounded,
and resistance is 1 vain ! We have, hows
ever, our Local Legislature, and it is only
here that we can speak effectively; and 1
hope and trust when our voices have been
heard that the Canadians will gee that there
ja spirit enough left in the people of Nova
Scotis to nerve them to every effort to shake
éhemselves free forever from this hated thral-
om.

It has been urged by the hon. member for
Inverness that 1t is absurd for any one ac-
quainted with constitutionsl law to declare
that the people should be consulied at the
polls. Icontend it to be constitutional, and
1 intend to argae it from speeches and leiters
written by two gentlemen, one of whom ag-
sisted in transferring this country over to the
Canadians. I w.ll now first call your atten-
tion to what occurred 1a the House of Com-

mone, When this bill was mtroduced. You,

will recollect that Mr. Bright, in the interest
of the people of tiis country. stood f~rth for
their rights, and ssked the House not to press
the measure; he wished action to be suspended
until the nesxt general election, when the peo-
ple would pass upon the echeme. When he
told that august body of men that the people
of this couniry had never had an opportuni-
ty of passing upon this measure, what was
8216 by Mr. Watkin—the gentleman who
had been 1a conttant communication with
the Delegates? Did he tresat that remark of
Mr. Bright as trifling? Did hesay that it
was not necessary that the people of this
country should not be consulted? No, he
felt the force and efficacy of this argument;
and what did be do? I take it from the
speech of the late leader of the Government
(Dr. Tupper) previous to the general elecs
tion, in which he describes the scene between
himself and Mr. Watkin. * Mr. Watkin,”’
he said, ¢ came to me and asked me, whatis
your answer to Mr. Bright?’’ If Mr. Wat-
kin thought there was no force in the argus
ment of Mr. Bright he would not have refer-
red to the hon. member for Cumberland.
The answer has been sent broadcast cver the
province of Nova Scotia; it was untrue; bat
on whase shoulders the falsehood rests I will
not undertake to declare. That a gentleman
occupying the proud position of Mr. Watkin
would perpetrate a statement which everye
body knows to be 25 falseless as the fabric of
a vision, seems almost incredible We find
that very Parliament refusing to coerce
Newfoundlasd and P. E. Island into that
Union; and why ? Because the people of those
Colontea were opposed to the measure, and
therefore in common justice, and in accord.
ance with copstitutional usage they refused
to draw them into the operation of this Act.
We find the same principle observed with re-
ference to this province. The preamble of
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the Act shows that the Parliament believed
the people of Nova Scotia were actuslly in
favour of the Union. Therefore 1 believe if
the statesmen of Great Britain had not been
egregiously deceived, they would not have
placed on the records of the country an Act
taking away the righta and priwmleges of the
free people of Nova Scotis.

I6nd the hon. member for Cumberland
enterta:ning the same opinion that I hold,
and I believe if we could understand the real
feelings of the hon. member for Inverness,
you wounld find Him diesatisfed with the
manner i1 which the scheme was pasged.
We find this feeling cropping out in one of
the amendments moved by the hon member,
where he says ‘‘however desirable it may
have been to leave the question to the peo-
ple,”® but occupying the position which he
does, it would not have done for him to have
made apy greater admiesion. Are there not
gentlemen here who remember the constitue
tiona]l questions that aroze in 18617 Two
or three certainly will recollect when the
present Equity Judge and Dr. Taupper urged
upon Earl of Mulgrave tc dissolve the Legis-
latare because the people were opposed to
tho government, Petition after petition was
brought in to the House in favour of a die-
solution, although the government had s

- msjority in this body. The hon. member for

Cumber]and expreesly stated that it Was un-
constitational and wrong for any &overm-
ment ty bring down to th18 House an 1mpor-
tant measure when 1t wae evident that they
were in s minority in the country. In Jan
1861 Dr. Tapper wrote a letter to the Earl of
Mulgrave, pressing him to dissolve the
House, in wkich he says:—‘Several large
and 1nfluential constituencies have condewmn-
ed the present government, and have prayed
your Excellency for that redress which, as
the Representztive of Her Msjesty, You sre
empowered to afford when imperatively de-
manded, in order to preserve thatfundamen-
tal principle of the constitution of this Co-
lony, which requires that the goverament
shall be conducted in accordance with fhe
well understood wishes of the people.’

That is not all. Wnting to” the Duke of
Newcastle, the thea Colonial Secretary, the
hon. gentleman said :—

“Having proved to His Excellency that he
has a Ministry around him, acting in defiance
of the well-understood wishes of the people,
I consider that there is but one course that
can justly be pursued. And, sir, 1f the people
of this country are treated with contempt, if
they are deprived of the true constitutional
mode of expressing their opinion, there is
but one resort left to them. Then the consti-
tutional opposition in this House would be
driven to assume a duty which they have
never yet been callled upon to assume—a
courge shewn by Earl Grey to be open to us.
Sir, the moment so flagrant a wiolstion of
our rights was permitted a8 the continuance,
in power of a Government after ;t had been
shewn by the clearest ewidence that it
had been ehorn of 1ts strength, not Only the
people of Nova Scotia, but of Britieh North
Americs, 8nd wherever free institutions and
and the principles of liberty are upheld,
would rise and vindicate their rights by that

determined struggie for freedom, which must
ever ensae When ap attempt is made to put
down the liberties of freemen.”’

Agsin he Bays:—

“¢Destitute of representation 1n the Parlia-
ment of Britain, with our most erinent men
systematically excluded from the highest pc-
sitien in their own country, snd for which
their colonial experience and training emi-
nently fits them, it is impossible that the free
spirit of the inhabitans of British North
America can fail soon to be aroused io the
necessity of asgerting their undoubted right
to have their country governed in accordance
with the well understocd wishes of the
people.”

Now I ask the hon. member for Inverness
{0 explain why it 1t should be constitutional
to appeal to.the people under the circum-
stances in question, and unconstitational to
do so in reference to a measure far transcend-
ing in jimportance any question ever before
submitted in this country.

The hon. member for Inverness said he
laaghed at the 1dea of referring to American
institutions as & guide for the country. Now
we find the hon. member for Cumberland
making use of expreesions like thesein the
same letter which be addreesed to the Dake of
Newcastle ~—

“The people of this Province have been
content, my Lord, to pay a sslary of fifteen
thousand dollars a year to a Governor sent
from England, besides a large additional sum
to keep up his establishment, while the State
of Maine, with twice our population, has the
pravilege of electing that officer from among
her people, and pay bim fifteen thousand
dolisrs *° .

The hon. geatleman has endeavored to ri-
dicule the legal knowledge evidenced by the
Attorney General. He has treated the obser-
vations made with reference to the right of
the British Parliament to pass any Aot touch-
ing the constitution of this country as per-
fectly futle. He declsres that the British
Parliament, whenever they thought proper,
have changed the constution of theee colonies
He has referred to Austraha and Jamaica, but
I ask him if the constitution in those colonies
wes not changed in accordance with the
wishes of the people? Wae it not donen Ja-
maica when it became necessary for Imperial
interests to destroy the constitution after a re-
bellion and bloodshed? Was 1t not done in
sceordance with the wishes of the people?
and therefore, there is mo parallel in the
cases whatever. We find that this country
occupies & very different poasition from Great
Britain—the constitution of the latter has
grown to maturity by degrees—it has reached
1ts present position by precedent and custom
with unlimited power; but a constitution like
ours is of & very different character, and
therefore the analogy which he has drawn
from the repeal of the Corn Laws and the
Catholic Emancipation is without applics-
tion to the case we are now considering. Our
constation is based upon that charter which
the Hon. Attorney General referred to, and
although it msy have been materially
ohanged by despatches from the Colonial
Secretary—although it may be altered by
the action of this Parliament—yet having a
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charter from the Crown, limiting our au-
thority, our rights and privileges cannot be
taken away from us without the consent of
the people.

The hon. member has algo referred to the
question of mines and minerals, which have
for a lJoug time occupied the attention
of the people of this country. He has tid
you that before that question was gettled, tac
people of Nova Scotia had to resort to tae Im-
penal Parliament, and there obtain & eurrea-
der of their rights. I have under v hsand
the decision of learned English Counsel, taken
at the instance of this House, where the
principle laid down by the Attorney Gener:l
18 fairly established, thatr this country be-
lovged to the Crown—that it wae 2ot held
trast for the people of Nova Scotir, but pures
ly 1 Sovereiznty. The hon. member for In-
verness knows the decision to which I refer

Mr, BrAxcHARD —I never emid a word
sbout the question of Mines and Minerals; I
only referred to the Civil List.

Mr. Sanra —The principle, however, ig th:
gsamain both cases. The decision 18 question
reads thas :—

““ In the sense in which we understand the
firet question, we are of opinion that tre
Crown does not hold the mines and minersls
of the Province of Nova Scotia fur the bepefit
of 1ts subjects there settled, for we think that
the mines and minerals in question, were so
abeolutely vested in the Sovereign, a3 taat he
mwight dispose of them in such manner gg he
ghould think fit, without any lumit to his die-
cretion. We therefore are of opinion, that the
grant of all the mines and minerals to an in-
dividaal for sixty years, was not sa undue
exercise of the prerogative *°

They state thirdly : “ We see no reason for
thinking that such warrant, or any grant, or
lease made, or to be made under its authority,
would be sabject to be revoked quia tmpro-
vide emenavit, or any other cause >’

In conclusion they state: * Qur opizion
on the who'e case rests upon.the principie
that the mines and minerals in question be-
longed to the Crown in absolute and uncon-
trolled dominlon and property, and that they
were therefore disposable at the pleasare of
the Crown. It would be vam to attempt to
-cite cases upon the several questions put to
us, but upon the general principle on which
our opinion is founded, tae observations of
Lord Manefield, in Campbell vs Hall, 1st
Cowper, 204, may be referred to.*’

Now it will be seen that these lezal gentlen
men dehiberately came to the conclusion that
this country 18 held as the exclusive broper-
ty of the Crown. They eay the Crown haz
passed g charter, grantiog to this country
certain rights, and 1t is uncounstitutional, un-
der that charter, for the Parliament of Eng-
land to overthrow our constitution without
the consent of the people.

The hon. member made another reference
-t0 Shew the power of Parliament, turning our
attention to the case of Cape Breton. Every
one knows that that case bears not the
plightest resemblance to the position which
we occupy. That country had no indepen-
dent Parliament; the views of its people were
not represented in.a legislature of their own.
Cousequently, when the hon. member produ-

ces guch & case, he must be perfecily aware
that his ground is untenable He algo made
several references to the Unitéd States, and
one would sappose that he bad, all of a sud-
den, become perfectly horrifizd at democratic
inst.tations. He told the Attcrney Genersl
that he had always known him as ** the Tory
of Tories.”> I have always heard tke honble.
leader of the opposttion spoken of as being
asgociated with the democratic party of this
country. 1 have slways understood that he
owes the position which he occuries, and the
¢ foarigbing practice” to which he referred,
t> the influence of that element, Which he was
reeking to advauce, snd which professed to
regard most highly the rights and interests
of the peoble.

The hon. gentleman told us with what ad-
miration he views ‘‘the weaith and intelli-
genoe’” of the metropolis, We have heard
ad nauseam asbout the wealth and intelli-
oence of Halifax Is all the wealth and in-
telligence of Nova Scotia concentrated in the
metropolis ? I e¢an look around the streets
of Halifax gnd point to men of both wealth
and intelligence who are arrayed with us 1n
the ranks of the anti-confederate party;—
therefore it is idle for the hon. member to
boast that he has the'wealth and intelligence
of the country on his side. However much
we may scknowledge the influence of the
metropolis, yet throughout Nova Scotia
there are men of as good character gnd as
high intelligence to be found even z2mong
the laboring classes as many who roll in
their carriages through the streets of Halifax.
The men even of that class, who bring to
the sabject sound intelligence and prectical

common Bensg are a8 capable a8 he is of

knowing wten their rights are trampled on,
or the prosperity of the couptry jeopardized,
and 18 1t to be said that these men, because
the wealth and intelligence of the city are
arrayed agninst them, are not to be oonsalt-
ed on a change of theconstitution? No eir,
when T look around these benches I see a
good indication of where the intellizence of
the country is, and when [ know the gen-
tlemen who reflect here the opigions of the
people of Nova Scotia, I wonder to hear the
hon. member for Inverness, occppying the
position which he does, as the solitary voice
o be raised in the advocacy of the prineiples
of the confederatz party, undertaking to say
that that is a great party. I know not in
what 1t i8 great, unless it ig -because it re-
presents the wealth and intellizence of Hali-
fax? There are men 1n this community
whom I respect, but when the interests of the
people come into contact with the influence
of Halifax, I feel it i time that their repre-
gentatives should stand up and advooste the
nterests and propouad the principles which
we do to-day : that before the constitation is
changed or overturned it ig incumbent and
necessary to congult the feelings of the peo-
ple Docs not everybody know that the
question never was 1aid before the people in
a tangible shape, until the last election, al-
though it may have been discussed as a pure-
ly theoretical question through the press?
I undertake to say that previous to the pas-
sage of the Quebeo Scheme, there were not a
hundred men in Nova Scotia who could tell

S
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you what confederation meant, in reference
to the interests of the Province. I believe in
my heart, having an abiding faith and con-
fidence 1o the British pubhe, and believing
“Eogiand-to be governed by able and honor-
able men, that when they come to know the
position of our country, and the views of its
representatives, and when they are told that
they have acted on false information, no
matter how valusble they may regard the
union 1n the light of Imperial interests, the
British Parliament will ackaowledge that a
wrong has been done, snd will resoive to
meet out to us the same measure of justice
aund fajr play which hasbeen shown to Prince
Edward Island and Newfoundland.

On what principle can the British Govern-
ment keep Nova Scotia in this Confedera-
tion? If she is to be united against her wish-
e#, why should not Newfoundiand be drage
ged in? It would be doubly insulting, when
we Tepresent our views respectfully to Epgs
1and, that she should coerce usinto & Union
simply calculated to alienzte our feelings tos
wards the mather country.
fair in me to do more than lay my views
briefly before the House after the length of
time thet this debate has occupied. The hon.
member who preceded me has left me but lit«
tle to say, baving met many of the argu-
ments which I was prepared to answer. I
will not therefore travel over msatters with
which every member must be familiar., I
would ssy, however, to the hon member f.r
lnverness, that if he propoands, for a mo-
ment, the 1dea that the people of this country
intend to depart from the position they have
taken; if he believes ,for an instant that we
are msrepresenting the views of our consti-
tuents, be,i8 greatly mistaken. It wassad
in the Houte of Commers that a reaction bad
taken place in this country in favor of Con-
federation. That is not the case. I have
conversed with my constituents up 1o a re=
cent period, and I can assme you that if it
wera_poseible_to intepsify the diegust of the
people at this Union which has been forced
on us, that disgust has been increased and
intensified. The people have seen, air, since
the passage of the Act, daring the late Ses-
sion, that the interests of Nova Scotia are in
the hands of men who, however faithful mn
the disgharge.of their duties, are unable to
resist successfully the majority that would
trample on their rights. One of the amend-
ments says that the Act has nct been long
enough 1n operation to judge fairly of its re-
sulte That reminds me of locking the stable
door after the steed has been stoler; it is too
late to seek for relief when the Act has bes
come irrevocable. Now is the time for the
people to &ct, and nobly are they doing so
Nobly will they continue to act—faithfally
sod loyaliy—to the Crown, but with the most
solemn and serious esrneetness thst ever af-
fected the minds of 2 high-spirited people.
They are determined to resist at every eacris
fice but that of their sllegiance. Is 1t to be
wondered at that such is the opposition to
the echeme? Is there a man here who, in the
silence of his own chamber, kas not had his
blood boiled by the remembrance of the man-
ner in which he and his counirymen has
been treated?

It weuld be unse

True it is that one boon has been. extended
to Nova Scotia by- this Confederation Act—
the power to tax ourselves. Precious bless-
ing ! Ubgrateful Nova Scotians! Why do
you xnot go dowa oA your marrow bonesg,
and give thanks for this beneficence? Ab,
by the way there is snother boon: we get 80
cents g head to conecle us for our postion
When I contrast this pittance with the res
venues which have been taken from us, I am
reminded of the man who, after stealing a
pig, gave away the tail in charity to satsfy
his copscience. It wassaid that the delegates
were going to England to ask the Brtish
Goverpment to adopt republican institutions,
but I think that it would be hard for the bon.
member to shew the act constitutional and
right by either British or repablican aathor-
ties. In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I have to
way that I sincerely desire a repeal of the
union, and I trust that the gentlemer, who-
ever they may be, who are entrusted with
the delicate and responsible duty of going to
the authorities of Eogland, and of placing
the caze of oar people before them, asking
them under 3]l the circumetances to restore
us to our originsl porition, and to repeal so
much of the act ag affects Nova Scotia, will
do their duty fa thfuilly and with a due eense
of the respopgib.lity resting upon them.
well know that the eyes of Nova Scotia will be
upon them, the beart of the country is with
them, the prayers of thousands will_ascend to
Heaven for the accomplishment of their object
I ask the delegates to go firmly and indee
pendently, and to tell our Sovereign that the
people of this country are true and farthfal
to her person and sher throne,—that we gtill
cherish and revere the mother country around
which so many historic recollections cluster,
—that there 18 not & Christian mother within
the land who does not teach her child to lisp
the name of our Gracious Sovereign with aa-
miration and respect; but that nothing will
satisfy the people of this country until they
are placed in the position which their honor
and mterests require by the repeal of an Act
passed 1n defiance of their wishes, and 1 de-
rogation of their rights.

The debate was adjourned.

Mr. BrancmArD called attention of the
Government to the necesaity of giving imme
diate relief to the distressed flshermen in In-
vernees County,

The Houze adjourned.

THURSDAY, Feb. 13, 1868

The House m~t at 3 o’clack. ,

Hon. Prov. SECRETARY laid on the table a
memorial on the subject of the Horticultural
Society ; also a morey petitioa., -

Mr. CanpBELL presented [a~ money petition
from Rev. J. Chisholm and others, for aid
for certain distressed fishermen.

Dr. MURRAY presented a petition from Dr
R Munro and overseers of the poor in New
Glasgow asking for the rcturn of certamn
moneys expended; also from the overseers of
the poor ot Section No. 12 of the Eastern
District of Pictou, asking for the return
of moneys expended on transient paupers;
also, from trustees of New Glasgow School
Seotion with regard to the school tax.



Hon. Mr. Frraussox presested a petition
from Low Point, C. B., in reference toa grant
of land.

Dr. Browx introduced a bill to compel the
Windsor and Anaapolis Rsilway Company to
pay certain dy ke rates.

Mr. P1xro introduced a bill to incorporate
the8cotia Coal Compazy.

Mr. KrpsTon presented & petition asking
ad for 8 bridge; also, one from persons at
the head of Bedeque River for the eame pur~
pose.

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced Ac‘s to amend
the Act relating to the Blue Lead Mning
Co , the Domnion Gold Mining Cec, and the
Provincial Gold Mining Co.

Mr. Smite presented a petition praying
thit no substsnual change be made in the
School Act.

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a petition 1n res
ference to a ferry at Malagazh

Mr. WaITE called attention to the distress
that prevailed among the fishermen, and
proposed a reeolution in connection with the
dittribution of moneys for their relief He
was desirous that no tume should be lost in
moving in this matter, and that the moneys
oW lying 1die in the hands of the Govern=
ment and the City Corumittee should be diss
tributed without delay.

Mr. NomrrouP explained that it would be
better to w1t before pzasing the resclution,
a8 & committee was now exgaged on the part
of the city in preparing & report on the
subject.

After some remarks on the subject, BMr
White agreed to withdraw his resolution, and
the following, moved by Mr. Blanchard,
was gubstuituted:—*¢ Regolved that a Commit-
tee be appoinved to take charge of the sub-
Jject of the distressed fishermen for the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotie, and t5 confer with the
government and the Committee appointed on
the same suhject 1n the City of Hahifzx, with
reference to tae distribution of the moness
received by the Mayor, for the relief of dis-
trested fishermen.’’

Mr. NorTHUP mentioned that the report
current 10 some Canadian papers that the
Mayor bad telegraphed that no more assiat-
ance was wanted, was incorrect.

The following Committee was appointed:—
Ryerson, Blanchard, Kirk, Freeman, Ross,
White, Doucette, Hooper, DesBrisay.

Mr. EmsTox presented a petition of J Me-
Iores and others, praying aid for a rosd;
aleo, one from Murdoch McLellan and others
for aid for a road to St. Anme’s harbour;
also from Iugonishe and St. Anne’s1n refei-
ence to & breakwater at McNeil’s barbour,
on which & considerable sum of money has
already been expended.

Mr. TrooP presented a petition in reference
10 & bridge.

Mr. Brancmarp asked the government
whether the ramour that was current, that
it was the intention to adjourn the Houce
during the next week until the summer, was
correct. It was but right that the House and
country ehould know whether it was pro-
pozed to go on with the public business,
after the resolutions now before them had
been disposed of.

on. ATTY, GANERAL replied that the hon.
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gentlemen had been correcily informed; it
was the intention of the goverament to pro-
pote an adjournment after the resolutiops
bad been passed. Theterm of the adjoura
ment was not yet determined.

SPEECH OF MR. NORTHIP.

Mz, NofrauPe then addressed the House as
follows :—I rige for the first time to address
this House swith a good deal of embarrass.
ment, and I trust 11 I shall eay anything
which 18 not stactly within psrhamentary
rule that I may be pardoned. I feel
that the question now before this Legislature
i3 one of rare 1mportance to the people of_
this country; every other question heretofore™
under consideration in comparison with .t
sinks into insmigmhcance. Wherever I look 1
see nothing but doubt and uncertainity as to
the future. I know men who have spent
MaNY years i accumulaung property who
are Dow anxicus to learn what the futare
condition of this country will be before en~
gaging largely in enierprise as they have
been accustomed to do. Under these circum-
stances, 1 teel that every genileman in this
House occupies & position of great responsi-
bility—a responsibility which be must not
and csnnot avoid. As far as lam myself
concerned I shall endeavor to discharge my
daty to my constituents and to my country
as faithfully as I can. The hon. and learned
leader of the Opposition has referred to the
cage of Jamaica as analogous to our own, but
he must beaware that when the bill in connec-
tion with that Ieland for the purpose otdoing
away with 1ts const.tation was introduced
into the House of Commons it was stated
that 1f any one member had got up 1n the Le- °
gislaiure of the colony, and objected to the
change 1n the constitution, 1t wourd not be
paesed. Compare now the condition of
the two countries In Jamawca government
had become almost impossible, the people
were cutting each other’s throats. On the
other hand Nova Scotia is a wealthy and
prosperous Province, occupied by a peaceable
and contented people, capzble of exercising
all the rights and privileges ot freemen. Can
the hon. gentleman then draw a parallel bes
tween Nova Scotia and Jamaica? I think
not, The hon. gentleman then went on to
tell us that we should learn something about
constitutional law. I do not pretend to be
conversant with that subject, and I trust if
ever IdoI shall never usemy knowledge ashe
and friends have used theirs,to sweep away the
constitutional rights of the people.” There 13
such a thing as constitational usage, and, if
these gentlemen had regarded it, Nova Scotia
would not bein the position she oocupres to-
day. A thousand years ago, in the days of the
Heptarchy, the king took his seat, and the ba-
rops sat on the platform, with the people all
around them. There the barons discussed
te questions of the day, and then the herald
put 1t to the people whether they would have
a changeor not. What was done mx years
£go, when the king was driven out of Naplea !
The people had been striving for a long time
for liberty, and when they had driven this
tyrant out, what was done? The question of
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~onnecfion with the kingdom of Ssrdinia was
submitted to the people at the polls. Then,
when Venice was hatded over to Italy, what
was done? The question was decided by the
people at the polls The United States has
often been referred to by the hon. Judge in
Equty for precedents,—what happened in
Roxbury, 1n ¥assachusetts, a year or g0 sgo?
Roxbury had for some time epjoyed a corpo-
retion of its own; a bill was, nowever, pass-
ed snnexing thae city to Bosion, and it came
before the Governor He asked if the people
of Roxbury had expressed an opinion on the
subject. The reply was in the negative, and
he sccordingly refused to aszent to the mea-
sare. Agaimn, in Germany, we saw that the
States which were conquered by Prussie were
coneulted in the formation of their constitu-
tion, and were allowed to vote themselves
into the North German Confederastion Take
agsin the casge of St. Thomas. The Danish
Government have sold the Island to the Uni=
ted States, and the other day the question
was submitted to the inhabitants at the polls,
and the whole people, with a few exceptions,
voted in favor of the transfer. Is it fair,
then, that the people of Nova Scotis should
be treated with Jess consideration than Engs
lishmen were & thousand years ago—than
Venetians or Neapolitans were more recently,
or the people of St. Thomas are to-day? Can
the hon. geatleman justify the eourse pur-
sued by himself and friends in view of these
precedents ? Actionsspeak louder than words,
and these gentlemen tcld us by their actions
that Nova Scotians were not cqual in intelli-
gence to the people I referred to. I consider
that & more tyrannical act was never commita
ted on any people than the transfer of the
rights and revenues of Nova Scotia to the
control of Canada.

Now what has been Dr. Tapper’s public
career from ita commencement? He went to
the country first on the cry of Railways—that
the county would be ruined by their con-
struction. But when he came to this Houee
he ran perfectly mad in building Railways.
Next he got up the Retrenchment scheme, by
which he pledged himself most golemnly to
save $79,000 in the expenses of the Governs
ment; but the moment he got in power, he
indulzed in every species of extravasance,
and ran the country fearfully into debt, in-
creasing the public expenditure by $141,000.
His course throughout cannot be character-
ized otherwise than as s political swindle. As
respects Mr. Archibald, I confess I am sorry
to be obliged to feel towards him as Ido. I
sapported him for many years, and I remem-
ber when you, Mr. Speaker, opposed him in
Colchester. I fought againsiyou; but where
is he to-day ? He has fled to Canada amid
the execrations of his people, and there holds
8 high position in violation of sll constitu-
tional usage, and wielding the patronage of
this country in & most unconstitutionsl mans
ner. You, sir, on the other hand, fought for
your country’s richts with a fidelity that is
honourable to you, and I am proud to see
you occupying the Chair of this House with
8o much dignity and ability. If Mr. Archi-
bald had adhered to his friends, he woald
never have been driven out of Colchester; but
when he t};med traitor to the people, he was

besten by the Colchestar boy despite all the
influence and patronage in his hands. Ido
not wish to say anything harsh about’gens
tlemen who sat in the last House, but it is
impossible not to feel indignant when one
thinks of their unfaithfulness to their conn-
try. Dr. Tupper, it ia reported, is to be made
Railwey Commissioner, at & large salary.
Mr. Archibald has been provided for, and if
we look to New Brunswick, we fiad Mr. Tilley
provided for. These gentlemen have salaries
of $5000 a year. Mr. Gray has a snug place
of $4000, in_ connection with revieing the

laws  Mr. McMillan, the only New Bruns-
wicker who voted with Mr. Tilley
on the Tariff, has been made Post

Office Inspector Therefore, you see that
these gentiemen take very good care of their
friends, and I think the same remarks apply
to the gentlemen who lately administered the
government of this country. I remember
talking to one of the members of the late
House, and askinz him ‘“ what about Con-
federation 2’ *‘I am the father of the
House,”’ was the reply. ““Iwill keep them
all right.”> But when the vote was taken on
the question, that gentleman was found vo-
ting against his country, and now he sits in
the other end of the building. Another gen-
tleman told me, ‘‘Iam going to England,
and Tupper has promised not to bring up the
quection in my absence;’’ but he too voted
for the measure, and site in the other branch
of the Legislature. I do not believe that one
of those gentlemen who thus changed their
sides could get a constituency to-morrow in
Nova Scotia. I remember reading somewhere
of an English politician whom the Governe
ment wanted to buy, and what was his an-
swer? *‘‘I can earn sixpence a day,andl
can live on it.”’ If we had more men of that
stamp in the last House, this country would
not have been sold. We now find, as I have
said, the Home Secretary administering the
patronage of this Province, although 1n his
present position he 18 without a constituency
and without the confidence of his country.
That is s flsgrant 1nsult to the people of No-
va Scotia. I have been told of a gentleman
who had been doing the duties of the Post
Master at Tatamagouche, but instead of
appointing him {permanently, Mr. Archi-
bald had a Confederate appointed in his

lace. A great deal has been said about New

runswick, but what is the feeling there
now? I have been told by & person who un-

derstands the feeling of that province that_

four out of five would be returned against
Confederation if an election were held there
t0sMOTTOW.

Much has been said about persons holding
annexation proclivities, and in this connec-
tion let me read an extract from the speech
of the Marquis of Normanby when the Union
Act was under consideration in the House of
Lords. He said :—

““If the North American Colonies felt
themselves able to stand alone, and showed
their anxiety to form themselves into an in-
deperdent country, or even to amalgamate
with the United Slates, hedid not think it
would be wise to resist that desire.>’

I agk this House and country if, after a
declaration of that kind from the noble Mar-

a
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guis of Normsnby, annexation did not be-
come sn open question in this couatry. He
i3 a nobleman who was formerly Lieutenant
Governor of this Province, and no one knows
the loyalty of the people better than he does.
He was in this Province when the Printe
Wales visited it Never was the loyalty of a
people exhibited more clearly than thez;
there was not an old woman who had & six-
pence but invested it ina union jack and
hung it out of the window. Notwithstanding
this, the Marquis ssid in sabstance—We wl
annex you to the Canadas, and if yoa con’t
like it you can go to the United States. I
beg to state, whilst speaking of this question,
that I have no ill feeling against the people
of Canada; Irecognize them as fellow Brit-
ish subjects,—~buat I feel that we should be
allowed to govern curselves without the in-
terference of others, collecting and disburas
ing our own revenues.

Before passing from the ppeech of the Mar-
quis of Normanby let me say that such ex-
pressions as he used might not have caused
sarprise if they had been promulgated by
Goldwin Smith or any of his echool, snd it
i8 certainly noteworthy that no contradica
tion was given to these statements in either
House, and therefore we may accept them 88
the recognized opinions of the British Par-
liament. Now, the hon. member for Inver-
ness spoke of Falmouth. My great grand-
father, the person for whom I was named,
left the old American States on sccount of his
loyalist principles, bringing with him his
elaves and household goods, and settled in
that township, which he repredented in this
House, being elected to the first representa-
tive Parliament, and sat with some of your
ancestors, Mr. Speaker, in the Legislature
for the rest of his life, which was twenty-five
years YetI am to be told that if I don’t
hike Confederation I can go to the United
States.

I ask permission to read to the House an
extract from a paper expressing the opinion
of Mr. McDougall, who i3 now Commissioner
of Public Works in the Dominion Goverp=~
ment :—

¢ In the Canadian Parliament of 1861 Mr.
McDougall stated that if the evils consequent
upon the union of Upper and Lower Canada
are not remedied, an alliance will be made
between Upper Canada and the Northern
States.”?

I csll particular sttention to this speech,
and ask what would be gald if similar ex-
pressions were used here? Now Mr. McDou-
gall has C. B. attached to his name, and ocs
cupies an important position in the Govern-
ment of Canads as one of the Ministry. We
know, too, eomething about Mr. Howland
and Monsieur Cartier. The latter found it
very convenient to lay his gun down when he
was surrounded by British troops. Now,
because we are desirous of getting rid of a
tyrannpical act, we are to be called annex-
ationists. Mr. McGee has a great deal to say
on this point, but I think it would better be-
come him to hold bis tongue. But msny
persons gay, if we get Repeal we sball drift
into the United States; but LThave no fear of
any such event, for Nova Scotia is able to
stand alone if she gets rid of this detested

Confederation. All we want is to live and
die under the British flag; but if we do not
succeed in accomplishing Repeal, we shail
see where this skeleton of 2 nation, as Mr.
McGee calls it, will carry us. My belief ig
that this whole Coafederation, if it continues
to exist, will drift into the United States.
Under Confederation they can call our peo-
ple anywhere—to any part of the Dominion,
on the Militia service—it may be to fight for
the Great North West Territory. Now I wish
to speak of a gentleman who has been placed
in charge cf our {isheries, light houses,
breakwaters, &c. I mean the Hon. Peter
Mitchell. Mark you, that gentleman holds
that position perfectly independent of the
peopie of this Province. I do not know
much about Mr. Mitchell; I daresay he iz an
honorabje man, but I remember seeing the
report of a trial that took place in Liverpool
in which he was interested.

Mr. Braxcmaro—If gentlemen are to be
allowed to introduce private affairs into this
debate I would like to know it;I warn the
hon. member, however, of tke consequence.

Mr. NortEUP—Well, I do not wish to be
unparliamentary in the lezst degree, and
therefore I shall say nothing on the sabject
which Iintended to refer to. It is well known,
however, that Mr. Mitchell was very much
interested in passing Confederation in New
Brunswick, and very recently he paid a visit
to his constituents. I believe they mustered
not in very strong force, notwithstanding
they got out every spavined borse and old
waggon they could find to give him a recep-~
tion, and what did he tell them? It will be
remembered that the friends of Union ssid
that capital was to flow in profusely, new
markets were to be opened tp, and the most
glorious results follow; but what does Mr
Mitchell say? ¢ Liberal ideas are marching
on, and when the American markets are
thrown open to our ships, and fair Recipro-
city established, embracing a participation in
the coasting trade, new life will be infused
through our pative country.”> The mour-
tain had labored and brought forth this
mouse. A small crumb of comfort indeed to
the people of New Brunswick. What dees he
call liberal ideas? New Bruuswick had,
like Nova Scotia, a Government of its own,
and could make such changes as would suit
its exigencies, but now we have a Written
constitution controlled eatirely by the people
of Canada. I do not call this liberal. We
were told by these gentlemen that we did not
require Reciprocity—that we would have
markets of our owr—but Mr. Mitchell does
not eay sonow. As respects Reciprocity, I
believe I could show to the eatifaction of this
House and of the country, that we would
have had it before now but for Canada. I do
not mean to say that we wouid have had s
renewal of the old treaty, but the United
States would be satisfied with putting on a
small duty to meet their local taxes, and more
than that we could not bave expected. We
now find New Brunawick grumbling exceed-
ingly about this tariff, and yet the imposi-
tion of 15 per cent. tariff does not bear so
heavily upon that Province as is the case with
us, for the fact was that their sdvalorem du-
ties being twelve and a hslf per cent, and their
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railway tax three per ceni additional, the
new tariff is s reduction of one half per cent
of the former impositiona.

Now. berel may say 2 word about taxation.
I find, freferricg to 1866, that we imported
from Canada 14,898 barrels flour. From
the United States. flour and meal, 360,718
barrels, and 174,078 bushels of corre, which
at the present rate of duty, would amount to
&107,587 30. The incresse under the present
tariff over the ten per cents of 1866 would be
$246,412. I take this year’s importation as
a fair index to our trade, because that trade
wasin that year—the Iast of Reciprocity—
running in iis nataral chaunels. The duty
collected that year on flour was $£28,68575.
I believe that this country will never be proe-
perous until we get Reciprocity back. Upon
wine, under the Dominion tariff, ten cents
a gallon ig charged—just the same amount as
on corn. One of the papers told us that we
could warehouse corn free. An importer of
corn can pat it into a warehouse, and then he
can grind into meal,—he pays a duty on the
meal and all ke gets is the bran free. That is
an illustration of the results of this Confede-
ration Act, which gives to the Canadians the
meal and leaves us the bran. The list of free
goods contains 274 articles, on any one of
which the people of Nova Scotia would prefer
paying a duty than on bread. Such as cabi-
nets of antiquities, coins, gems, drawings,
paintings, busts, &c. Then they were asked
to protect our coal and to give our fishermen
a bounty, but they refased, although it was
well known that our coal trade was perfectly
stagnant from the want of & market.

Is it surprising, in view of this state of
things, that trade should etand still? Many
persons have come to me, snd said, we can-
not pay you all we owe you, for bread is so
high, and we must have it for our families.
They ask, ‘ what isthe meaning of all thia ?°*
We had always plenty of bread before this.
“Loyalty,’’ they say, *is a very good thing,
but it will not feed our children, and we can~
not zend them hungry to bed.””> That is the
feeling throughout the country; the people
areready to do anything to get back theirown
institutions, but it will test their loyalty
when starvation is staring them in the face.
Then there is the increase in the rate of inter-
est. The people who have money like to get
the most they can for it, snd I have heard of
gentlemen who are preparing to call in mort-
gages in order to get a higher rate of inter~
eet, as soon as the usury laws are go far
amended as to allow them to charge it. We
have heard something said about giving
bounties to fishermen, but how is the tariff
affecting our West 1ndian business whichis one
of our principal branches of trade. The
sugar duties must very materiaily interfere
with that trade. Mr. Jones showed most ela~-
borately, and in a manner that was creditable
to himself and the constituency that elected
him, at Ottawa, how it will operate against
our fist ermen, and interfere with commerce
generally; but all he said was of no avail i
the Canadian Parliament, for Mr. Redpath,
and other Canadian refiners, wanted the tariff
framed to suit their interests. It will be per-
ceived, by the Cansdian tariff, that sugars
pay specific duties, which are graduated ace

cording to quality, and it is weil known
that, in ascertaining the quality, frauds of
every kind may be perpetrated. The propo-
sal of Mr. Jones was to levy a specific duty of
a cent per pound, and an advalorem duty on
the original cost. Let it be remembered, too,
that notwithstanding this high tariff, the
Finance Minister estimates a deficit for this
year of from two to three millions

The people of Canada are whiskey drink-
ers, while rum is the principal article in the
nature of spirituous liquors copsumed here.
They want to introduce their article into this
Province, and that is the resson why the tar-
iff is arranged as it is. The tariff has raised
the duty on rum to eighty ceats, while that
on whiskey is 60 cents. thus aiming ans
other direct blow at the West India trade. A
great deal bas been said sbout the wealth of
Canada; but there can be no doubt that $20,-
000,000 of the debt which she takee into the
Curfederation was made up of the deficiencies
of ten years when the revenues were inade-
quate to meet their expenditares. I remem-
ber hearing some years ago of one of the
townships of Canada being advertised for sale
to pay its debts, and I am afraid if we do not
soon get out of this Confederation we shall
be in the same poeition. A few words about
county taxation. Take thecounty of Middle-
sex, Canads, forinstance, where the rate was
in 1866 $2 31 on every $100. In Halifax, in
the game year, it was 28 cents on the $100,—
this rate being, I believe, a fair criterion for
the whole Province. How is this? There
are many charges laid on the Canadian
towns and villages which here are paid out of
the general revenue. We were told that the
farmers would find a better market for their
produce under Confederation, whereas the
fact is the Canadians are running in their
pork, butter and other produce and under-
gelling them. It may be said that this is all
to the advantage of other classes, but the
fact it that the consuming classes are now
unable to buy even at low prices, and thus
the markets are injured for our farmers with-
out any corresponding benefit being realized
by others, Again, look st the extravagance
prevailing in the public service in Capada.
Reading the records of the old Canadian Par-
hament before Confederation, what do we
find? They had 9 clerks and messengers to
every 8 members of the House, whilst we have
only seven in all. The sessional allowance of
these clerks and messengers actually amount-
ed tomore than the pay of all the members

We have been told that this Dominion is a
great country, and that we may expeot it to
be populated with immigrants. I sawby a
psper that 1678 immigrants had arrived, in
one week, at a Canadian city; but how many
of them do you suppose remained? Just
thirty; the others went over to that ill-go-
verned and ill-taxed country that people are
so much afraid of. It is my most earnest des
gire that we may get repeal. We see in Great
Britain the results of a forced Union, and of
an attempt to govern a people against their
will. Sorry I am to see such a state of things
prevsiling in the mother country; but the
time has arrived when it is admitted on sll
sides that something must be dene. Ipray
that sach 5 state of things as prevails in Ire
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1snd msy pever occur in this couniry. The
hon. member for Invernese told us that the
men of weight and influence were in favor of
Confederation. I begto differfrom him there;
the merchants and bankers of this communi-
ty should count for something and among
the mercantile clasges of Halifax you will find
Unionigts very scarce indeed; while among
the other classes & very comsiderable propor-
tion are Anti-confederates. I admit thst
msany of the young men were in faveur of
Union, because young men are inclined to
look hopefully to cbanges, but I think that
by this time they also muat have been unde
ceived. I may here observe that I have been
much pleased at some of the speeches made
by our representatives at Ottaws. Mr, Kil-
lam elucidated the policy of this country as
to its shipping, and the condition of our mer-
cantile marine, most creditably. But what
did all these efforts amount to? Nothing at
sll. Thet is just the result which might be
expected from a scheme prepared as this one
was. It was framed entirely by professional
men; no merchant was asked to take partn
the deliberations. Who are the men, sir, who
have tended to make England what sheis?
The merchants of that country. Who are
the men who have also tended to make Nova
Scotia whsat sheis? Are they not the men
whose sails whiten every sea? I agk themen
of Yarmouth, who have been foremost in mer«
cantile enterprize, with what confidence they
can look forward to a career witkin this Con-
federation? Even the carrying trade of
breadstuff is taken out of our bands. We
have been stripped of almostevery advantage.
I trust that our delezates, when they go to
England, will represent that Nova Scotia is
prepared to build her share of the railroad,
and if necessary, to pay a regular quota to
defence, provided we are let out of this Con~
federation. I observe by the papers that the
Unionists of Nova Scotia are being called up»
on to get up meetings, and send bome their
loy=l sentiments to counteract this agitation
for repeal, but I believe that they would have
hard work to drum up a corporal’s guard in
many of the counties. The stand-up fight of
the 18th September proved the strength of
the two parties, and since then, from eauses
well known to this Houge and the country,
the Confederates have been growing small
by degrees and beaut:fully less.

DR. MURRAY’S SPEECH.

Dr. Mogray said:—In rising to address
the House on this important question—the
most important that was ever before a legis-
lature or people,—after go much has beenr
said on the subject in the legielature, in the
press, and on the platform, I may eay that
were I to coneult my own feelings, I would
remain gilent, knowing as I do that it is al-
most impossible to throw new light upon_the
subject. But I would be recreant to my duty
to myself, recreant to my duty to the noble
county which I represent, and faithless to
the people of Nova Scotia, did I fail on this
occasion to express my open and determined
hostility to this detested Confederation, and
to stamp with my disapprobation the men
who, with the late Lieutenant Governor at
their head, by means the most base, and

treachery the most foul, combimed not only
to trick the people of Nova Scotis out of
their legisiatare, but also to deceive the
people and press of England, its Parliament
and Queen. Before going into the question
of Confederatfon, I must address myself to
the hon. member for Inverness, and I shail
do g0 the more readily because he sppeared
displeased that the Attorney General paid no
attention to him a few days ago. After the
uncalled for and unprovoked attack that he
made upon the young members of the House,
he could hardly expect that we would sit
silent. That attack was made in langnage
seldom heard excepting in police courts, fish
markets and back silums of cities, and sel-
dom ueed excepting by persocs who frequent
those places. Let me review some of the
hon. member’s remarks: he spoke of skin-
ning a member from neck to heels, 6f a gen-
tleman getting & bowie knife between his
ribs, of astabbing back with a knife when he
was pricked with a8 pin, of the poizon bag,
the bullies from Pictou, and 80 on. When I
sat and heard the hon. member using these
and similar expressions, it brought to my
“remembrance the saying of Shakespesre :

¢Seldom he smites, and smiles in such a sort
As if he mocked hurself and scorned hig spirit
That could be moved to smnle at anything.”

The hon. member challenged us to combat,
I am not afraid to meet him here face to face,
or in any other arena, but, as itis said *‘ out
of the fullness of the heart the mouth speak-
eth,”’ I may add that I would certsinly be
afraid to be in his company in a dark lane,
more especially if he were behind me. He
said he was a pative of Pictou and was proud
of it;—all I can say1s, that the people of Pic-
tou, or the large msjority of them, are not
proud of him or of the position which he now
occupzes. If he hag no respzct for himself or
his position, he should have some respect for
the memory of some who bore his name.
Many years ago who was it but ore named
Jotham Blanchard who distinguished himself
so much by his laborsin the pressand in the
Legislature to bring our institutions into the
state in which they were a year or two ago?
Who was one of the fathers of Responsi-
ble Government? Could that man rise from
his grave and be told that at the dead hour
of might, with thirty-one other political trai-
tors, his brother joined in bartering away
those institutions, how would he blush for
his kindred ? The hon. member spoke also
about a ragged regiment [coming up from
Colchester headed by their representatives;—
I wondered at the assurance of the man
making such s remark,—does he mean to say
that a man who wears homespun, with per-
haps s patch on his coat, may pot be the
equal of the man who wears his broadcloth
aud beaver hat and rides in a carriage ?

& The rank is but the gumea’s stamp,
A man’s a man for a’ that.”

I say I wondered at his using such an expres-
sion in reference to Colchester, whose inha-
bitants are equal not only in intelligence but
in wealtk and prosperity to those of any
other part of the Province. I will now take
the liberty of referring to one or two remarks
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which the kon. member made iz reference to
me. Hesaid:

¢ The game hen. member told a remarka-
ble thing, that he had seen the engine go out
of sight,—I have seex it go out of sight very
often, and I do not see that any grest diffi-
calty would result even if it did so at every
half msle.”

It 18 said that the suppress:o veri 18 as
criminal as the suggestio fals:. Now what
I =aid was that I had seen the engine go out
of sight in a distance of half a mile on a
straight line. The hon. member aleo told us
that the Pictou Railroad was the best 1n Bni-
tish America, but I find the Commiseioner of
Railwsyssays in his report : “*If the gradients
and curvatares, owing to the rugged features
of thecountry, arexnotof so favorable a chara
acter as those of some otherlines.>> Who
does not know that the very qualities which
render a railread a guperior one are straight-
ness of line and lightenness of grades. As
regards the frontage of Pictou harbor, I
stated to the House that a larger amount of
lapd had been taken at Fisher’s Granti than
wasg necessary for the Provincial Railroad;
but that what was worse they had taken the
Jand between the terminus and the light-
house I shewed aleo that it was impossible
that the water lots which had been taken
could have been intended. for railway par-
poses. The hon. member for Inverness said
that the leases contained s reservation, but [
am strongly inclined to believe that this
is only for the purpose of deceiving the pab-
lic. The hon. member, however, told us first
that he knew nothing of the matter, but he
afterwards admitted that the leases had been
given by his own government, so that one
of these statements must be wrong. Another
agsertion I made was that it was customary
forthe offer of the water lot to be made
to the owner of the adjacent land, but that
that usage had been violated recenily in re-
ference to Pictou. Istated that a number of
individuals had bounght land at Fisher’s
Grant to build s marine slip, and had made
application for the water lot in front. The
reply they received was that no water Jots
could be granted without consulting the
owners of the goil, and I have Mr. Fairbanks®
Jetter to that effect; and adding thoee indiv-
iduals would be heard before any grant was
mosde. Will it be believed that after that, the
very lot in question was granted without no-
tification to the owner of the goil. I wish to
read another extract from the hon. member’s
speech, and to put the House and the coun-
try right upon another most material point :
I made reference to the Reciprocity Treaty,
and shewed that had it not been for the ace
tion of Canads we would probably have had
the creaty yet, and what is said in reply to
that?: ““He told us that the abrogation of
the Reciprocity Treaty was largely due to the
local duties imposed by Cansda. Did he not
know that while thatTreaty lasted the Cana-
dians could not and did not impose a farthing
of local taxea?’> I will now show from the
best suthority that can be laid before Par-
liament that my remarks in that particular
were correot and just, and for that purpose I
will quote from Mr. Derby’s Report on the
Treaty. Here are gome of the articles pass-

ing free between the two countries: grain,
fiour and breadstuffs, timber, cotton wool,
vegetables, and indeed almost all unmanu-
factired goods. On page 25, Mr. Derby
83y8 :—

While the treaty was pending, Lord Eigin, the Bri-
tish omister at Washington, alleged that ¢ Canada
had slways adopted the most liveral commercial policy
with respect to the United States, as well in regard o
the commerce through its cenals as in regard to the
admuwsion of manufactared goods cczmpg from this
country aud if the natural products of that country
{Casada) should be admitted duty free 1hat Govern-
meat would be w: Iing (o carry oul still further the
same hiberal policy already pursued towards the
manufactares of the United Btates * The treaty itself
recited that the parties » were desirous sn to regulate
the commerce and navigation betwe-n their respective
territories and people, and more cspecially between
her Majesty's possessions in North America and the
Toited States, in such manuer as to reoder the same
reciprocally heneficial and satizfactory.’

With thege intentions, thus expressed, the treaty
Was d and ce d.

‘When the treaty took effect by the President’s pro-
clamation, March 17 1855 the duties in Canada were
very moderate, bat 5 per cent. on some commodities,
and 10 per cent on others, but 124 percent. on cur
boots, shoes leather, harnesses, and many of our other
products, but withina year after the treaty Camada
began to advance these daties, and by 1859 had raised
them 624 per cent. on one clasg,and 100 per cent on
another embracing cur chief masufactures, and most
of them were thus excluded and the sale of others re-
daced.

The Committee of Congress on Commerce in 1862
complaned in their report that the daties levied on
our manufactures and other producis had checked
their exportation from the Umted 8tates to Canada.
that our commerce with that country reached aits
height in 1856 and then began to decline with the ad-
vance of daties, that our exports which pald duties to
Canada declined from $7,981,284 1n 1858, the year af-
ter the treaty was adopted. to $4,157,316 in 1360, a
decline of 47 per cent in four years only, while the
whole t of our Canadi declined 25
per cent. from 18566, when the duties were low, to 1882
when they were bigh. The committee suggest that if
Canada required more revenue, her attempt to raise
it by new duties on our manufactures was a farlure.—
It effected nothing but thewr exclusion The com-
mittee in this tion draw at to the fact
that while Canada urges that she was obhiged to raise
duties for revenue, she has established two great fre
ports—the port of Gaspe on the Gulf of St. Lawrence,
with a frontage of 1,200 males on sheres frequented by
our fishermen, and another extending for 1 000 miles
from the Sault St. Mary, at the outlet of Lake
Supenor, along the sheres of Huron and 8upenor,
where our settlers and seamen engaged in the grow-
ing transportation of the lakes may be tempted to buy
goods and evade ourduties. If legitimate tradebe the
object of Canada, ahe should reduce ber duties, when
they duminish revenue, and if fair reciprocal trade is
demred, should she tempt our mariners, micers and
settlers to evade our duties, and compel us to estab-
lish ports and custom houses at great expense upon a
long frontier ?

If Great Britain maintawns Gibraltar to ex‘end her
trade on the coast of 8pain, must we have a Ghbraltar
on our frontiers also?

Our it plain of the change from specifi
to ad valorem duties on“foreign goods, which are
based on prime cost in gold, if they come by the 8t.
Lawrence or by the Grand Truak, a Briish Railway,
but are assessed on cost, freight, and charges il not
prices in currency if they come 126 Boston or New
York. This the committee deem an evasion of the
treaty. They complain algo of discrimnating tolls on
the Welland Canal, by which goods destined wia
Oswego and Ogdensburg for New York or Boston pay
tenfold the tolls required on goods diverted from our
ports to Quebec or Montreal They cite the reports of
Messrs. Hatoh & Taylor to our Treasury Department,
in which]they favor the extension of free trade. They
refer to the trade with the maritime Provinces under
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their system of low dalies as more satisfaciory than
thatio! Canada, and come to the cooclusion, at which
the legisiatare of New York had previously arrived
aad set forth in their Regolves now on fle at Wash-
ington, that *“tihe jegislation of Canada subsequent
to the traaty. was subversive of its true intent aad
meaning, aad that an isolatiog and exclus ve policy
had been adopted, 1ntended to destroy the patural
effect of the treaty by heavy dulies on the products
the Tmited States have to sell, and by discriminating
dutics and tolls imposed {o exclade the Tnited Btales
from Canadianmarkets ”’

It isfresh 10 my memory that when inwited to favor
the traaty I declined to do so. becaase tke programme
of the treaty did notl expressly authorize us to buy the
stapies of Capada with the products ¢f New Englacd,
but1t is now apparent that this was a daogerous
omission snd that Capnada has not redeemed her
pledges. The munister «f finance urges that Canadian
duties are not as hich as our own, but a duty of 20 or
25 per cent. 18t~0 high if 1t exclades our manufac-
turez The daty on our clocks at Liverpocl and on
our drills at Calcatta were not higher, but they were
yast high enough to eff2ct the purpose of Great Bn
tain, the ciclunon of the fabrics of the Umted States
The mimster urges that the free ports of Gaspe and
Bauit St Mary are to encourage the settlers; but the
few settlers on these desert coasts require no such
stin:ulus, aod Canada in establishing them pays no
respect t) the great maximofthe law—=Sic utere tuo
ut alienum non ledas—whi'e berefiting by atreaty
whose express object was to make the trade bereficial
to both parties He sdmits that the discriminating
tolls and duties have been imposed and ciaims the
right to impoge them

* * * * *

We have thus examined the progress, commerce,
and pohicy of Canada, and find that she bas grown
rap dly in trade, wealth and popwlation, that her
annual commerce with us 18 fourfold its amount be-
fore the treaty, that she has not thus far redeemed
the pledges given for her by Lord Elgin, the Brtish
minister, to favor our prodactions, but has checked
their importation without benefit to her own, for the
still devotes hergelf chiefiy to her forests and agricul-
ture, canals and railways

These observations snd extracts I contend
are material to thegubject of this debate, as
shewing that while Confederation lasts we will
bave little chance of Reciprocity. The hon.
member algo tried to make us believe that
the feeling in Halifax bad more to do with
the repeal of the Treaty than the St, Alban’s
raid, and he threw blame on the citizens of
Halifax for their conduct; but is it not well
known that the chief trade with the Southern
States during the war, was carried on by citi-
zens of the Northern States. The principal
trader with thoee States, 1n Halifax, happens
to be s Unionist. I am well aware that Nova
Scotia cannot of herself form a treaty with
the States, but we could bave reciprocal le-
gislatior which would serve the same pur-
pose exactly. In his speech of Feby. lith,
the hon. member for Inverness again asked,
who sent for Mr. MoHeffey? All I can say
about the matter is, if he advised the Lient,
Governor to send for some other person, and
still Mr. McHeffey was sent for, it shows that
the Governor did not think mach of the ad-
vice. He told- us algo that a majority of the
people of Halifsax were in-favor of Union.
doubt the assertion, but will leave it for
others to answer more fully. He then refer«
red to the repeal of the Corn Laws and Catho-
lic Emancipation, and other acts which were
advocated by Sir Robert Peel, and asked
‘*were not these material changes in the con-
stitution?’> I say no; they were merely
alterations of laws and statutes within the
bounds of the constitation. He went on to

refer then to the anaexation of Cspe Breton,
and to the aiteralions of the franchize

iz thie couatry; bat all these were
were alrerations im the law, and not
paral'el cases. If the people had been

displessed with the chsoges, they couid be
repealed. Not 2o asto Coniederation because
we find ourselves unatle to alier the scheme
of Uaton i:: any part'cular. We were refers
red ¢ the Washinzton Cabinet as an exam-
ple of a ministry nolding offi:e irresponsible
to the people. That pystem iz in accordance
with the coostitution of the Usited
States, and if the people desire & change
there 15 8 mesns by which it can be
effected. Bat look at the Cabimet at Ottawa.
Mr. Archibald, a msn who was rejected by
his constituency, holds a high departmental
office in defiance of the opinions of the pec-
ple, and dispensing the patronage .of this
country The bon. leader of the opporition
quoted authorities to shew that material alter-
ations bad takea place without appeals to the
people, and when he came to repiy to the re-
terence to Lord Mansfield’g decision, although
admitting his ability, he said that no man
ever committed £0 rany errors. Did not
Pitt commit errors too? Some think he went
needlessly into wars with Continental pow-
ers, and thereby loaded England with an
enormous debt and heavy tixes Did not
other statesmen comaiit errors? Lord Chat-
ham said at one time that the Colonies should
not be aliowed to make even a horse-shoe
nail; but are we going to adopt all the doc
trines epunciated by these men 80 many years
ago, and long since exploded  The Union of
Upper Canada and Lower Canada was also
referred to, but the case ig not parallel at all.
No person denies, I take it, that at the re-
quest of the peeple of a Colony, its constitus
tior may be taken away, but where privileges
have been granted, .and a2 constitution is
given, ard that charter has not been forfeited
by rebellion, Parliament cannot take it away.
The hon. wember told us that before Eng-
land would allow Nova Scotia to go she
would deluge the land with blood. It would
appesr that he has a wonderful penchant for
talking abeut blood and bowie knives; but
iu reference to his assertion, 1 would say that
the pecple have no desire to rebel; we desire
To 1emain Joyal, and I have yet to learn that
Great Britain will employ bher troops to
force us into a Confederation with Canads.
If she ob'iged her soldiers to shed the blood
of Nova Scot:sns for that object, the glory of
the Britigh name would be sullied, and the
lustre of the British bayonet tarnished. Let
us copirast vur position usder Confederation
with that of a year ago We then had our
Governor’s appointment coming from the
Sovereign herself; the House of Assembly
owing allegiauce to the Queen, controlling
the customs duties, lighthouses, post offices,
rallroads, public_ wvorks, banking institu-
tons, &¢  We alope had the power to tsx
ourseives; and 1 wouid here say, that in my
judgment, 1f there 13 one thing more than
annther wh.ch a free people shoald resist it
18 the handing over t5 2n alien country of
the right to tax us. What caused the old
thirteen Colonies torebel? Was 1t not the
attempt made by the Legislature of Great



vt it vk AL ERASRRSRHRIIN

[P P

NI

r s e b et Yo hrucbarted fecmatact ho B £

- de

e bt e i A aminthe d 3

a

b bt et clbnde s e s A

ki oot it Miled o wkl blastn et

ritain to tax them? They did not object so
much to the amount of the tax as to the
principle on which it was imposed. Cur cor-
dition ia much the same as theirs—the Aot of
Confederation gives to the Canadians the
power 40 tax us a8 they please A little more
than & year ago the people of Nova Scotia
were living happy and coniented; every four
years they had their elections, in which the
party contests ran rather high,—but it mat-
tered comparstively little whether the Con~
servative or Liberal party ruled, so long as
they sdministered our afiairs fairly, and dies
tributed our moneys among ourselves. Then

our trade was fourishing, and our resources
were being developed as quickly as could be
expected in a new country. What has caused
the difference? Are our people contented
now? Have we the control of our legislation
and taxes, and the appointment of our pub-
lic officers? All these privileges are gone,
and the result is that Nova Scotiz is to«day,
from end to end, like a boiling cauldron. It
is said that we should not excite the feelings
of the people, bat it isthe people who are
impelling their repreeentatives forward, and
it requires a great deal of prudence and crus
tion to prevest an unwise exhibition of feel-
ing. Ithas been eaid that the country has
been agitsted by a few interested persons,—
but such 15 not the cage. Look over the face
of the country, and you sgee the people rising
spontaneously and holding meetings to call
for Repeal The universal cry is, “* Repesl
this hated Confederation.”

In Jooking at the history of the question
we find that slthough the idea of & Union of
the Colomes had been spoken of, and al-
though Mr. Johnston 1n 1854, imtrodaced a
resolution which was geconded by Mr. Howe,

" both thesa geatlemen and others made able

speeches, yet nothing tangible was done.
The first practical step was taken in 1864,
when s resolution was passed authomzing
the appointment of five delezates to go to
Charlottetown to arrange a legislative union
of the Maritime Provinces. Those delegates
went down to Charlottetown, but did they
even Jook at their work? Mr. McCully said,
in a speech delivered at Toronto. I sup»
pose you will hardly believe me when 1 tell
you that the representatives of the Maritime
Provinces, who had been convened for the
purpose of securing a pariticular constlu-
twer for themselves, having heard your dele-
cates, actually adjournea with their work
unfinished, if I perhaps may coin a word,
unbequn.>>

The very work which they were appointed
to perform they left unconsidered. 1 refer to
the fact because I believe that 1f these deles
gates had carried out the object of their aps
npointment the result would have been bencfir
cial to these Provinces. Lying contiguous to
each other they are inhabited by the samerace
of people, their interests are identical, and
surely there was material enough to form a
considerable power. The area of the Prov-
inces is as follows:—

Nova Scotia has square miles, 18,000
New Brunswick, 27,000
P. E. Island, 12,500

Making a total of 57,000
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The population is over 700,000, the shipping
about 500,000, the exports $11,316,456, the
imports $17,715,716.  But instead of attend-
ing to their task, the delegates were spirited
away, and the next place where we fiad them
is in Quebec, where, after the Iapse ofjtwenty
days, these men accepted a scheme mecretly
conicocted and signed it on Sundsy morning.
It js pomewhat strange that the hours of
darkness were generally chosen by these men
for their deeds in connection with tne Union.
In 1865 the scheme was submiited to the
House of Assembly, but the opposition was
g0 strong and the petitions 8o numerous, that
the leader of the Government withdrew the
measure and confessed he had found it im-
practicable. In 1866 no mention of the mat-
ter was in the Governor’s Speech, although
1t is asusl for the Ministry there to indicate
the important questions which will be laid
before Parliament. The omission. I beleve,
was intentionally made to deceive the people,
and they were deceived. They were confident
that no measure for that object would be
brought forward, and thus they were lulled
arleep. Now let me refer to the question of
Union in its different aspects, and without go-
ing just now into the constitutional argument
I think I can show that even under the most
favorable circumetances the scheme of Con-
federation will be most injurious to Nova
Scotis. Look at our geographical position,
we are nearer Europe by 500" miles than any
other part of America is—and surrounded as
weare by the ges, being almost an ieland,
and having access to the water at all seagons
of the year, it is our interest to buy in the
cheapesti market and sell in the dearest The
people of the United States are our nataral
customers, snd although by laws you may en-
deavor to divert trade, yet trade and com-
merce, like the waters of the ocean, will find its
level and flow into their natural channels,—
such legislation yay succeed for a time, but
business will soon return to its former
~courses Let us® before going further, exs
amine this statement which I have made with
respect to the people of the Republic being
our natural customers, and I do not make
these remsarks because I would much prefer
our people dealing with that country rather
than Canada, for other things being equal I
would have no such preference;—taking
things, however, as we find them, we see that
ninestenihs of our flour up to s recent period
came from the States In the year 1864 our
totsl imports were $132,600,000, the amount
which we got from Canada being only the
three hundredth part of the whole, $403,000.
We cxported to Csnada $330,000 worth.
From the United Stateswe got $4,000,000, be-
ng & hundred times ag much as our Canadian
importations, and we eent there eighty times
the amount of our exports to Canada, being
$2,245,770. Our chief articles of export, as
18 well known, are coal, plaster, lime, grind-
stones, potatoes, oats, &ec., and for thesearti-°
cles I repeat that the people of the American
Upion are our natural customers. Coal is
slmest the only article which Canada wants
{rom us, and that only to a very himited ex-
ent. N
In addition to the arguments derived from
“our geographical position and the nature of
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our trade, we must consider the unfair legis-
istion which forms one of the objections to
Union. At the last session of the Ottawa
Parliament, in spite of all that the members
from the Lower Provinces counld do or say,
they put s tax onour breadstuffs,—this was
done to benefit the Canadian producer,
and to shut out from our markets the
American  breadstuffa. If there was any
necessity for this astep other than Canas
dian necessities I would not utter a word
of complsint, but we found that when the
coal mining agents petitioned for Awerican
coal to be taxed the request was treated with
contempt—thus exhibiting an utter disregard
for fair legislation. One of the arguments
used in favor of Union was that our manufac-
tures were to be increased; to shew you thst
that could not be the case let us look atthe
position of England,—what enables a couns
try to manufacture largely and cheaply? It
is an abundance of population and the cheap-
ness of labor. There i8 no other country m
which wages are g0 low as in Great Britain,
and any one can see that the manufacturer
who obtains workmen for haif a dollar can
undersell the one who has to pay a dollar.
The- English manufacturer can import all
his raw material—cotton from the States,
hemp from Rueeis, and silk from India, and
can manufacture at a rate which enables him
to undersell every other country on the globe.
Now to apply the illustration : wages are
lower in Canada than in Nova Scotia, and
besides that in Canada they havea very large
amount of water power. It would require
the lapse of years before wecould even under
the most favorable circamstances compete
with the Canadian manufactures. But it
was said throughout the country, and very
strongly urged in the Pictou canvass, ¢‘Oh,
after Confederation manufactories will start
up, Nova Scotians who have gome to the
States will come back in shiploads, and every
stream in the country will have & mill upon
it.>> I need not ask how far these predic-
tions have been realized. Again, when we
look at the matter in s financial point of
view we will sec that Confederation must
operats most materially against the interests
of Nova Scotis. We formerly bad a tariff of
ten per cent—that tariff was sufficientto meet
all the wants of the country, and during the
last ten years our revenue not only increased
but had trebled, and has reached the sum of
$1,226,000. In the natural increase of trade
and population the revenue would doubtless
have been still found sufficient to meet all
the demands of the country, and to extend
our railroads east and west without a change
of tarif. Now we have not only a tariff
raised by fifty per cent., but new taxes of
several other desoriptions. The amount of
money which we are to get in return is 80
cents per head and a bonus of $60,000, The
fifteen per cent. tariff will, as every one can
see, produce just & half more than the ten
per cent., and that increase, calculated in the
revenue of 1866, amounts to about $700,000.
What is to become of that money? It goes
to Canada.
We were told that we had got more money
back then we had sent up so far, but there is
the plain fact that the large sum whichl

have mentioned goes into the {reasury of the
General Government. There would be no
need for an increase if, as was said, the mo-
ney was to be expended among ourselves.
To have the tariff thus raised without any
corresponding benefit being realized by the
country, is what the people cannot see the
point of. Although 1 was aware, when we
were confederated, that, al any rate, in the
lapse of 3 few years, our taxsation would be
largely increased, I had no idea that the lead-
ing men of Canada would be 8o bold and so
dead to allsenge of shame that, at the first
meeting of their Parliament, regardless of
what our representatives could say, these
tyrannical and oppressive acts would be prez-

ed. It was said repeatedly that the balance -

of power would be in our hands, and there
was no danger of our interests being disre-
garded with fifteen members from New Bruns-
wick to join our nineteen; but when the in-
terests of the Maritime Provinces came to
clash with those of Canada, we saw the Cana-
dians banding together, imposing taxation on
us, and suchl fear willalwaysbe the case while
the Union lasta. To show you how opprese
sive the new taxation which they have impo-
sed is, I will read from s speech delivered by
Mr, McLelan at Ottawa :

¢ The Minister of Customs admits, that ac-
cording to a statement prepared for him by
some other person, the increase of taxation
on tes, tobacco, sugar, and the fifteen per
cent. articles, will be $273,145. I havemade
the calculation myself of the effect of this
change of rates on some of the leading arti~
cles in use in Nova Scotia. Taking the quan-
tities imported in 1866, the last year in which
we have returns, I find the increase on sugars
will be $45,185, and on tobacco $22,645.
The member for Cumberland told uslastnight
that the increase on tea is only half a cent &
pound; the Minister of Customs says it is a
cent; both gentlemen, 1 am sorry to ssy, is
below the mark. There need be no uncere
tainty; the quantity and the cost value are
given in the returns, and show the incresse
on our importations to amount to $30,472.

On mea! there will be $15,867; printing .

paper $6000; petroleam oil $20,500. Of
cottons, woollens, hard ware, cordage, canvas,
&c., we imported, in 1866, the value of $6,-
287,857, paying as duties $556,386. Deduct-
ing $1,122,493 for ship’s uses, and some
other goods to be entered free under this
tariff,’the balance would pay $744,790, mak-
ing an increase of $218,404. Without ocou-
pying the time of the House by going over
the whole of our importations, it will be seen
that on these staple goods alone there will be
an increased taxation in Nova Scotia to the
extent of $359,073.”°

Dr. Tupper, in 1864, s2id that owing to the
large deficits in the revenue of Canada, it
would not, be desirable for Nova Scotia to be
confederateld with that country. His lan-
gurge wWas:

¢ But I am satisfied that whilst the condi-
tion of affairs has been such as it has been for
years in Canada—the deficit iow between the
expenditure and revenue beib€ more than a
million of doliars—these Maritinie Provinces

would look very doubtfally upon a proposal 4

which was to unite them with a country that

e g

R L

T s e

e

Ee]

T T TRt T Sy

T r, e



SRR,

X

o ey e e

P TN A TN

TR

=

E

i
1
l

etk

AliBabis fueidmn ¥ -

63

is placed in a position of such financial em-
barrassmert,”’

That defiait, we know, had been accamue
lating for ten yesrs with the exception of
one. After a six months® trial of Confedera-
tion we are in a position farrly to ask if the
promises held ouat to us have been realized,—
1f oar manufactories have been bmit up, our
mining interes's improved, srxd the young
men and women who left the country brought
back by the indacements afforded? No, eir,

_the benefits which we have obtsined are in-
creased taxation, the stamp act, the newspas
per tax, and a number of other such imposi-
tions. To show that I have not exaggerated
the inducements which were held out tous as
arguments in favor of Confederation, I will
read from 2 speech of Mr. John Tobin, made
in 1867. He gaid : < If there is ope section
of this Province more hkely than another to
to be benefitted by this Confederation, it is the
city of Halifsax, This must be the emporium,
whence will be distributed over the Confed-
eracy all the merchandize brought to our
shores. Trade must bedeveloped to an indefi-
nite degree, labor will be developed, in fact
all classes and interests will receive 3 valua-
ble impulse. Ouar port will be filled with
shipping, and our wharves and warehouses
groan with the merchandize that will be re-
quired for the Confederation.”” That is a
sample of the style of argumentation which
was made use of to deceive the country.

I think I have shewn, Mr. Speaker, that
the working of the scheme, in whatsoever
light you regard it ~commercially, financial-
ly, or otherwise—is adverse to the interests
of Nova Scotia. But the scheme is bad in it-
self, aa I will presently shew. And I will
dwell but litile upon this point, because it is
not material to us; because even if the mea-
sure were good, as Mr. Tomkins said : if it
bad brought a8 many blessings as it has
curses, no person with a particle of British
feeling, should submit to 1t >> We were told
that the scheme contains all the beauties of
both monarchical and republican systems.
The admiration which some had expressed
for this constitution reminds me of the Pil-
grim who exclaimed in reference to the colli-
seum at Rome :

*¢ While stands the colliseam, Rome shall stand ,
‘When falls the colliseum. Rome shall fall ,
And when Rome falls, the world.”

One would think that the world would fall
if this Confederation were broken up. In my
view, it does not contain the checks of either
the monarchical or republicsan system. The
very geniug of the British constitution is
against Federal union. The history of fedes
ration, from the earliest times, is condemna=

= .- tory of the principle, and a legislative union
i’, .
1]

is that which we have seen taken placen
Great Britain. If a necessity existed, which
I deny, for a union of these Colones, a legis-
lative upion is certainly the ome which
should have been formed. Let me read an
extract from Mr. Jobnston’s speech, in 1854,
on that point. He says:

I have never favored a Union of the Pro-
vinces, by way of federation, for it did not
appear to tend to the great object we had in
View. Wléat we want is to produce a real

-

unity—make the parts that are now separate
a bomogenous whole—give them a onenessof

-~ existence and purpose.’’

"

This opinion, coming from Mr. Johnson,
ought to have had some weight with union-
ists at all events. But if the delegates, hav-
ing decided in forming a Federal union, had
only-turned their eyes on the American Re-
public, and copied some of its most valuable
features, -we would have had some better
checks supplied. They gave us representa-
tion by population in the lower House; and T
will not here stay to argue'whether that bas:s
ia correct or not; but having done that, they
should have given us some safeguard-in the
upper Houte. New York, being a large
State, has 30 representatives in the House of
Representatives; and Rhode Island ~being
small, has only three or four; bat in the
Senate the latter has as many members as
the former, 8o that the smaller States are pro-
tected from any combination in the lower
House. But even if the appointments to our
Senate had been what they should have been,
the complaint would not have been #0. geeat;
but some of those appointments are a disgrace
to Nova Scotis. I will not refer to the indi-
vidual characters of the men, for they are
pretty well known; some of them were.men
of respectability; but among them were men
like Mcller, who went over the country de-
nouncing Confederation, There was Mr.
Bourinot, whose feelings in "the matter were
B0 strong, at one time, that He refused to par~
ticipate in social gatherings in Canada lest
his attendance might be taken as an indica~
tion of & favorable leaning towards Confede-
‘ration. Mr. Jones shews what made a Union-
ist of him, and how he received his appoint-
ment, and there were others in the ssme po-
aitxogé Qg]ywone of the mlblrnber of Senators
csn be sai represent Nova Scoti
that is John Locke!.) ous, and

We come now to the question whether thig
matter should have been referred to the peo-
ple at .the polls, and suthorities have been
cited to show that it'shounld not. I will mot
waste time to cite many proofs, because the
r1zht of the people to_decide ie perfectly ob-
vious. Isitnota common popalar eaying
“Vox populi, Vox dei?*> And there is ana
other ope, *“Vox populi, suprema Tex,’’ that
is; *‘the voice of the people is the supreme
!aw." Parliament has no power to destroy
itgelf, or to _vote itself out of existence. Lord
Plumket eaid in reference to the incompe~
tency of Parliament to putan end to its own
existence : *‘yourselves you may extinguish,
but Parliament you cannot extinguish. It is
enthroned in the hearts of the people—it is
enshrined in the sanctuary of the constitu-
tion—it is ag immortal as the island that
protectsit. As well might the frantic sui-
cide imagine that the act which destroys his
miserable body should also extinguish his
eternal soul. Again, therefore, I warn you.
Do not dare to lay your hands on the Conn
stitation—it 18 above your powers !> Never
I think have I read anything more truiy elo-
quent and true than the foregoing extract.

Even common sense shoull suffice to teach
any person in & Legislative Aesembly that
the people from whom the authority is de-
rived should not be precluded from saying

]
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whether that power should be transferred.
Bat I can shew from the lips of the abettors
of Union themselves that this matter should
have been referred to the people. In 1864
Mr. Miller said :—

“ When we were told, as we had been toid
tosday, that it was the iotention, if possible.
to consummats this Union without a epecial
appesal to the people—to yield up our separ-
ate government without the ratification of
the popular voice, he thought it behoved us
to act with forethought and discretion »

1t is & pity he did not coatinue to act with
the same forethought and discretion. Th
1865 Dr Tupper said :—

¢ Although the attempt has been made to
indace the peopleto oppose it (the Quebec
Scheme), by petitions largely circulated, the
majority of the petitioners who are here
state that they are mnot prepared to say
whbether it would be for good or for evil—
that we should have Confederation, and ask
the House to pause before irrevocably coms
mitting iteelf to what would be, I believe, for
the advantage of the country. I believe that
aian early day these parties, having been
fully informed on the subject, will be pre-
pared to come here by tens of thousands, and
ask the Legitlature to consummate this
scheme of Union.”’

There he admits the principle for which
wo contend. He says that the people will
comein by thousands to ask for the enact-
ment; but how many petitions in favor of
Union were presented 7 Again, Dr. Tupper
said at Kentville in 1866 :—

s¢ If the people’s representatives are satis-
fied that the country is opposed to this Union
they can yel reject i, or they can obtain a
dmssolution by ssking for it. No Govern-
ment could prevent it. What we wish is, to
submit the broad question on broad grounds,
and leave its decis:on to the independent ac-
tion of the Legialature. JVo more groundless
statement could be made than that there
would be an attempt made to jforce this
scheme upon the people. In the discharge of
my public duty I have felt bound to go
wherever I would, and submit myself to the
oriticism of every man—to give all the in-
formation in my power, ready to submit as &
member of the Government and as s public
man of Nova Scotia to what I believe to be
the great fountain of authority, that is, the
clearly understood wishes of the people. I
am guite certsin that under the present Gov-
ernment and Parliament no measure wzll be
ever passed that will be contrary to the pub-
lic sentiment of the country.’’

Do you suppose that Dr. Tupper was not
well aware at that tirse that the people were
opposed’to the echeme? The mode of pases
ing it shows their knowledge that the public
sentiment was against the deed Even Mr.
Archibald acknowledged the right of the
people, for he used these words in his speech
delivered at Temperance Hall, in 1864 : *“ It

- is for the people of Nova Scotia lo rattfy or
reject what we have done.  If it wll not pro-
mote their interests—if they believe the re-
sult will be injurious, and not beneficial, lef
them reject 18,7’

TaE SprAKER suggested that it was out of

order, strietly speaking, to read from bocks
or papers in debate. '
Dr. MureAY continued :—I would not have
referred to extracts if it had not been done .
g0 largely on the other side,—but I was pro- ;
ceeding to shew that the men who now loud-
1y tell us that Parliament bad & right to pasa
the messure without submitting it to the
people by their speeches and acts some tiume
ago proved the contrary. Mr. Tilley, in ad-
dressing an audience at St.John, said : He
could asgure them, that if there 1s the least
question as toike opinion of the people up-
on ity it shall be submuited to them at the
polls.>> Mr. Tilley acted in accordance with
thie opinion, and, like an honest man, sub-
mitted it to the people. Had our people
consented to union their position would have
been very different. A great deal has also
been said about the inconsistency of certain
persons, especially Mr. Howe. It matters
little to the peopie whether Mr. Howe was in-
consistent or not,—if he had advocated Con-
federation without an appeal to the people
be was wrong. Aspersions have been freely
cast on Mr. Howe’s name, but that name 1s
*sone of the few, the immortal names, that
are not born to die,”’ and will live in the
minds and hearts of Nova Scotians when the
men who pagsed this measure will have gone &
down
*“T'o the vile dust from whence they sprung,
- Unwept, unhonored, and unsung.”

The only parallel case that can be adduced
is the Union of Ireland and Eogland. It is |
well known that the lrish people were op- -
posed to that union, and, when it could not
be carried by fair means, Mr. Pitt, through
the instrumentality of Castlereagh, by die-
tributing large sums of money and titles
among the members of Parliament, eecured
the psssage of the measure. But what has
been the result? The Irish people feeling
that they were swindled out of their Parlia-
ment by improper means have ever since been
discontented; one rebellion after another,
Fenian organizations, &c., and tens of thou~
sands of her people have exiled themselves
from their beloved land, carr§ing with them
wherever they go the most deadly hostility
to Britain. And similar results are liely to
follow similar causes in Nova Scotia. We
who oppose Confederation have been called
Fenians and Annexstionists, and in a letter,
written by Mr. Archibald, he told us about
two parties going up to the village church,
one regpectable people, and the other associats
ing with Feniavs, rebels, and so forth, add-
1ng that people should be careful what com~
psny they kept. When I read that producs
tion, I was inclined to exclaim :—

i thank thee, Roderick. for that word,
1t nerves my arm, it steels my heart.”

When ‘hat man slandered nineteen-twen-
tieths of his countrymen by telling ther that,
they were the sympathizers of Fenians, cut-|
throats and rebels, he should have considered
the compary he himself was in. He was sit-
ting the very time he wrote that letter in':
company with & man (Dr. Tapper) who hadi:
called him a briber snd perjurer; with Mr
McGee, who, in 1848, went into rebellion,
againat his Sovereign; with Cartier, who, iz;
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1887, stcod in the [zsame position, and only
threw away his musket when the red-coats
were 8t his heels; with J. A. MacDonald, whko
has been branded by the press of his own
codntry ss a common drankard; and with
@Galt, an Annexationist. The Fenians have
been termed ‘*misguided men, wko love their
country not wisely but too well,’> and zome
of them were found to die for their country,
but Mr. Archibald delighted to sell his coun~
try, and to bring her under foreign domina-
tion.

Let me here read a short extract from Pats
nam’s Cyclopedis of Chronology. ‘A me=
morial for the annexation of Canads to the
United States, received in five hours the sig-
natures of 300 merchants, landowners and
gvrofession?ﬂ men 1a Montreal, Oct 10, 1850.>°

ho ever heard of anything like that occur-
ring in Nova Scotia Who ever heard of our
people being dieloyal until they were forced in-
to subjection to another country. Some time
820, 1t will be remembered, the Government
of the day diemissed a hupdred magistrates.
Mr. Johnson, our present Judge in Equity,
moved the following resolution 1n the House,
with regard to those dismissals :

¢ And this. House is of opinion, that if
such an exercise of Executive administration:
should be vindicated, the most saored inter-
ests of society, would be placed in the power
of every corrapt and unscrupulous Governe
ment that could command a subservient ma-
jority in the Legislature; and the people of
Nova Scotis being driven t> desire some cons
stitution better balanced and protected, the
connection between the Colony and the Parent
State would be weakened and endangered.*’

If that deed was to weaken the connection
with the Mother Country, how much greater
is the danger when the rights of the whole
people are sacrificed? The men who accom-
plished it may think they did s very honor-
able thing, and msy enjoy for a time the
honors which have been bestowed upon them,
but I do not envy them. We remember
thst Montieth betrayed Wallace, and for that
act of treschery was loaded with honorse while
Wallace was put to death; but what Scotoh-
man hears the name of Wallace, and reads
that stirring song *¢ Scots wha hae,”’ but lifts
his head higher, and plants his foot more
firmly, without his heart beating stronger,
and his blood circulating more rapidly,
though centuries have rolled by since the
death of the warrior? Who now thinks of
Montieth but with execration? In theneigh-
boring Republic there was & msan named
Arnold who was honored for his treason, but
how is he regarded now? In Mexico how
was Lopez looked on after he had betrayed
his bepefactor 2 His wife met him and sald,
“ Lopez, here is your son, we cannot divide
him, but never more do I wish to behold his
father’s face.”” That is the way in whic'a the
men who betrayed this country will Tse re-
garded. When a hundred of years have
passed, their names will stink in the niostrils
of Nova Scotians. It has been often, asked
¢« will we get repaal 7"’ 1 reply:

* Freedom’s battle ence begun
Bequeathed by bleeding sire to gon,
Though baffied oft is ever won.”

Whea I look at the charaster of the Pan
liawment to which we areapplying for redress,
a Parliament presided over by the beat sover-
eign in existence, and guided by great, wise,
and honorable men, I feel there is no reason
to expect that when we go there and show
that they were deceived—that we never favor-
ed the Scheme, but were designediy kept from
passing on it, these authorities will at
once a3y “‘we have dome you a grievous
wrong, but we will undo what has been
done.”’ I might refer at some length to the
falsehood contained in the preamble to the
Union Act, and to the influence which Mr.
Watkin’s statement must have had when he
#aid that the question had been discussed at
every polling booth in the Province. As to
the Act itself, I concur with those who think
it is not binding on Nova Scotis, becauge it
has never been confirmed by statute of the
Local Legislature. When the Reciprocity
Treaty was entered into it was gent to us for
ratification,fand why not this measure? It
has been said we should accept the sitastion.
Shall we do s0? No, Mr. Speaker, we will
not, nor will we accept the advice of those
‘who ask us'to wait a Little longer. A dsy,
an hour of virtnous liberty is worth & whole
eternity in bondage.*’

We may be asked ‘“but is our country
worth contending for?’’ Look at her re-
zources, her forests, her fisheries, her mines.
Is it not the coal and iron that make & couns
try great? We have them in sbundsunce.
This 1and is ours; it has come to us free from
our forefathers, who felled the forests, and
tilled the fields, and made ¢ the wilderness to

rejoice and blossom as the rose.’’ Have we
ot avong us the feelingsof Britons? Whom
do I see around me but the descendants of
Eoglishmen, who are noted for their love of
freedom; of Scotchmen—those men of iron,
with hightning in them-~the sons of the land
‘which has been called * the home of the brave
and the free;’* and of Irishmen, whose coun-
try is the * first flower of the field, first gem
of the gea,”’ and has given birth to so many
illastrious men, who, ke Grattan, could exe
claim in reference to their country’s couttie
tution, *‘I’ve sat by her cradle, and followed
her hearse.”> And ias there anything in the
atmosphere of Nova Scotia to deteriorate the
race? Have we mot the same aspirations?
T believe that Nova Scotis will not tamely
submit and accept their present position.
They must and will be free.

The debate was adjourned.
The House adjourned.

Frioay, Feb, 14th.

The House met at 11 o’clook.

Mr, RYERSoN preeented the report of the
Commuttee appointed in reference to the dis«
tribution of the moneys for the relief of dis-
tressed fishermen.

Mr. DicRIE presented a petition with rese
pect to a wharf in King’s County.

Mr. Kirg, a petition from Fishermen’s
Harbour for a bridge.

Mr. CocHRAN, & petition of Mr. Archibald
and others, of Musquodoboit Harbour, in re-
ference to a road.

Hop. Prov. 8zoc. 1aid on the table corres

.
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ondenes . with _reference to the Gilchrist
ducational Trust Fund.

Mr, CzAMpERS, the petition of Laaxilliard
and others in reference to a bridge at Upper
Stewiacke.

< Mr. Frezmax ssked the government for
certain information respecting a bridge in
Queen’s

Mr. Piveo presented a petition from the
Castos and Clerk of the Peace of Cumberland
asking for an amendment in the LicenseLaw.

Mr. EzsexnATUER presented petitions with
reference to the gathering of ses manure.

Mr. NorTHUP, 8 petition from Garrett O’a
Connor, an aged schoolmaster, asking for a
grant of land ; also a petition from H. Duslap
and otbers, in reference to & road.

Mr. BALcAy, a petition from S8hip Harbor.

Hon. Mr. FErGU30N, 8 petition of certain
rate payers and inhabitants of New Boston
and Cstalogue, in C. B., asking for a certain
gnantity of potatoes and oats for seed; alsoa
petition from the ferryman at Little Bras
D°Or, seking for additional remuneration.

Dr. BRéwWN introduced a bill to incorporate
the King’s Co. Medical Society.

The adjourned debate was then re >

MEB. PINEO’S SPEECH.

Mr. Pmeo rose and said —In rising to -
address the House with respect to the resolu-
- tions before the House, it is.but natural that
1 should.feel some embarrassment. But I
feel in endorsing the sentiments expressed in
the resolutions introduced by the hon. mem-
ber for Inverness, that my views will be pret-
ty clearly understood by the House and
country, and that, therefore, it will be en-
tirely unnecessary for we to occupy your ate
{ention for any great length of time. Like
the hon. member for Queen’s (Mr. Swith)
who addressed the House on Wednesday in
such an agreeable manuer and style, I feel it
is a duty that I oweto the country, as well as
as to myeelf, to explain the position whiech I
oceupy with reference to Confederation and
Repeal. I was not instrumental, let me sayat
the outset, in bringing about this Act of
Union, and I do not, therefore, feel myself
responsible for the Act itself or ita resalts. It
was proclaimed the law of the land—TI believe
it to heve been constitutional; but whilst T
entertain that view I still feel that it was bhasty
on the part of the Government to have passed
the measure into law without having first
submitted it to the people at the polls. But
when 1t was proclaimed the law of the land 1
felt it to be my daty to accept the situation,
a8 I consider it to be the "duty of every loyal
British subject to-dsy. Now the county L
have the honor to represent, abounds in coal
fields, grind stone, lime stone, and other stone
quarries. It adjoins the County of Colches~
ter, where there 18 abundance of copper and
iron, We bave the facilities for all kinde of
manufacturing. Wehave as indastrious men
and women as are to be found in any part of
the world, but we have not the capital to en-
couraye and stimulate the energy and enter-
prise of our people, and develope our ye
gources. Now, the Act of Confederation se-
cures to ug the ¢onstruction of the Intercolo-
nial Railway, which will pass through the
two counties I have mentioned, and necessa~

i

!
!

rily involve the expenditure 6f 5 Iarge mam
of money. Here then will be employment for
our people. The construction of this work
will open up & market for everything that
our country produces. The circulation of
money will stimulate our people and aesist
them in establishing those manufactures
which are so very essential to it, and will be
the means of bringing back to Nova Scotia
thousands of our people who have left us to
zeek employment elsewhere. To repeal the
Act of Confederation will destroy all this. We
may be differently sitaated in Cumberland
from apy other county in the Provinee, bat
situnated as we are we look forward hope-
fally to the construction of the Intercolonial
Railway, which our public men have at-
tempted in vain for 20 many years to accom~
plish, but have never succeeded until the Act
of Confederation was pasged.

Bat can we bave repeal by passing the res
golutions 1aid on the table by the Attorney
General? I believe not. I believe as firmlg
as I believe that the Act of Confederation is
constitutional that we will never have the
Union repealed until it has had a fair trial,
and proved to be what its enemies declare 1t
will be. I believe that these resolutions are
based on a fallacy, which will be eamiy seen
by British statesmen. It may be expected
that I should come forward to aesist the hon.
member for Inverness in resisting the at-
tacks made on the late governmeat, but I do
not conmder he required any Aassistance at
my hands. He is ready and able to defend
himself here and elsewhere, and actuated as
I am under existing circumstances to assume
a responmbility which does not naturally de-
volve upon me would be very rash and im-
pradent I stated on & former occasion that
I do not intend to indulge in any factious op-
position, but no matter what minority I
might be in, I would assist the Government
in passing all measures that are mecessary
for the country. Entertaining the opinions I
do of the resolutions moved by the hon. Ats
torney General, and believing as I do that
time and circumstances will prove me to be
right, I feel it to be my daty to support the
amendments of the hon. member for Inver-
ness.

MR. DICKIE'S SPEECH.

Mr. Dick1k followed and said :—Mr. Speak-
er, in attempting to address this House on the
resolutions on the table, I shall not ssy any-
thing in regard to the constitutionality of
this question, for that part of the subject has
been 50 ably handled by the gentlemen who
have preceded me, that anything I might say
would only be taking up the time of this
House unnecessarily. I propose, sir, to look
at this question,in the light of a commercial
traneaction. In taking this view of it, Iam
aware it may be said that I am sesuming
very low ground—thst I am taking a narrow
and contracted view of the question, unwor-
thy of so great a Confederation, so vasts
Dominion. This may, to some extent, be
the case, but you must be aware thet a wise
man once 88id, “‘money answereth all things,*’
and without money what can any coun-
try be? It is necessary to the hife, the pros-
perity, and the happiness of a country, that
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its financial condition should be sound, as it
is necessary that the sun should shine and
the rain should fall su that the face of mother
earth may be clothed with verdure. An?,
sir, when laying the foundations of go grest
a Dominion, the utmost care should be taken
that no interest should suffer in the shightest
degree The slightest variation of the com

pass may wreck the noble ship, and send her
crew and passengers to s watery grave; 50
the smallest deviation from the path of juss
tice in laying the foundations of an Empire,
might ultimately cause 1ts destruction. The
Legislature of this Province when (constitue
tionally or not) appointing delegates to ar-
range & scheme of Copfederation, stipulated
that such a schemo should be equitsble and
just to all the provinces, and I propoee to
show that they did not carry out that stipu-—
Istion. Im July last, I made 2 calculation
based on the revenue and expeaditure of 1866,
and estimated that the Dominion Government
would receive from Nova Scotia, under our
tariff, $370,000 more than she would have to

pay.

I showed thia House the other day that,
according to Mr. Rose’s statement, the Do-
minion has received at the rate of $£366,000
per year, or $152,400 for five months, and
no gentleman undertook to gainsay the
statement—it cannot be doge—it stands as s
record of the past and a foretaste of the fu-
ture. I also showed that the difference be-
tween the tariff of Nova Scotia and the tariff
of the Dominion would take from Nova Scoe
tia in addition $732,000, None disputed it,
nor can they do so. These two amounts
make $1,097,000; add to this the Stamp Act,

the Postage Act, and the Bank tax, and you

have not less than 23,000 more, or $1,120,-
000 for the year 1866, had we then been con-
federated. Is this fair, is this just? Is this
such a scheme a8 they were charged to ar-
range? No—nothing of the kind. Were
they ignorant of what they were doing? I
would fain believe so if 1 counld; but, sir,
even the mantle of charity which covereth a
multitude of sins, is not ample enough to
cover 80 grave an error. It is utterly ime
possible that they should not have known
that the bargain was a ruinous one for Nova
Scotia; and, sir, we are compelled to look
further for some cauee that operated on their
minds with greater force than the welfare of
their country,

We have aa inkling of this cropping out at
the convention held in Quebec, where, it is
eaid, they wereat sixes and sevens until it was
understood that the Dominion would elect three
Governors for the different Provinces, and
there would be & number of heads of depart-
ments and vacant senatorships to be filled.
Then, 8 if by mavic. this pipe of peace al-
Iayed al strife and differences of opinion, and
each was enabled to see in this great scheme
everything to admire and nothing to cons
demn. It could be compared in their estima-
tion to but one thing under heaven—that to
which nothing is to be added, neither any«
thing to be taken away.

Sir, let me turn the attention of this House
to what this Province has been enabled to do
in the past, and from that judge what she
might do in the fature if left as we were. 1t

has been oge of the great arguments of our
oppouents that had we remained 38 we were
we wonld bave had to raizecur tariff.” Tdeny
it, sir, and I ask forthe p=oof The customs’
reveaues of Nova Scotias were—
$608,939 in 1861
835,657 *¢ 1862
= 861,669 ‘¢ 1863
¢ 1864
1,047,891 ¢ 1865
1,226,398 ¢ 1866
This is an average snaaal increase in the
past 4 years of 123 per cent , and at the same
average rates we might expect—
$1,379,697 in 1867
1 552,159 *¢ 1868
1,745,178 *¢ 1869
1,963,200 < 1870
This is.a ealculation hased upon the records
of the past; and there is no reason why these
amouats may rot be realized in the future,
except it be that the unsettled state of the
country has been throwa ianto by those who
have sttempted to dispose of our révenues,
and deprive us of our dearest rights, the
rights of free men But this is only our re
venue from customs; our total revenus was :

In 1861, $ 892:34
1862, 1,270,817
1863, 1,249,103
1864, 1,174 918
1865, 1,731,855
1866, 1,857,148

Under an average increase, we would have:
in 1867, $2,089,291
1868, 2,350 452
1869, 2,644 258
1870, 2,974,790

And this, too, ander our own tariff. So with
our finsnees in this condition, we would be
enabled to meet all our liahilities, and build
our proportion of the Intercolonial Railroad,
if required.

Baut, sir, if we were to collect duties under
a Canpadian tariff, we would have collected,
in addition to what we have collected under

our tariff :
In 1864, $ 603,531
1865, 688,522
1866, 732,000
1867, 823,500
1868, 926,544
1869, 1,042,247
1870, 1,172,252

8 sum of itself sufficient to build the Interco-
lonial road, and psy for it too in less than
30 ye.rs, by placing the surplus in a sinking
fand. Aund this, I hesitate not to say, is a
sum paid by Nova Scotia to the Dominioa
Government, incressing every year as our
imports increase, and for which Ontario and
Quebec psy to the general fund no equiva-
lent. But when I put the two amounts to-
gether and add to them the other taxes I
have already enumerated, you would hava

Tn 1864, $ 884,950
1865, 99,556
1866, 1,120,000
1867, 1.260.000
1868, 1,417,500
1869, 1,594,687
1870, 1,764,023
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1 may be told we will not continue to pros-
per in the fature as we have in the pagt. If
that is the argumentithen the whole fabrio
falls to the ground, for has not their whole
argument been that under Confederation
every interest wounld prosper, our trade wounld
be enlarged, and the hum of our busy work-
shops would be heard from one end of the
Province to the other-—and to quote the words
of s reverend and learned lecturer, the pre-
sent generation would see Halifax expanded
to such an extent that Bedford Basin would
be a mere frog pond in the centre of the town.
If these anticipations are to be realized my
estimates are 8 long way inside of the mark,
for the greater our trade the more money
Canada takes from us.

If my anticipations are not realized, it will
be because this Confederation has crippled
our trade, destroyed our manufactures, and
redaced our people, and forced them to live
more eheaply and consume less dutiable
goods You may take either horn of the di«
lemma you pelase, there can be but ome
result.

Now let me tarn your attention to our
local requirements, and ask how we can
meet them under Confederation. We ex-
pended for Agricultare; Board of Works;
Crown Launds; Education; Legislative Ex-
penses; Mines and Minerals; Navigation Se~
curities; Printing ; Roads and Bridges :

Ia 1862, ©318 340
1863, 396,849
1864, 555,973
1865, 629,202
1866, 851,699
And at-the same rate we would require :
In 1867, $ 985,014
1868, 1,149,183
1869, 1,313,352
1870, 1,477,521

On the other hand we would only have ander
Confederation :

In 1866, $443,000
1857, 465,000
1868, 489,000
1869, 517,000
1870, 550,000

Sums totally inadequate to meet the wants
of thege services as we have met them for-
merly; and the consequence would be that
after we bad contributed millions ef dollars to
Canada for the support of the Dominion Go=
vernment, we would either hsve to allow
oar IScal wants to suffer, or tax ourselves
directly for large amounts to meet their in-
cressing wants,

Bat, air, I have only been arguing hitherto
on the supposition thst the Dominion would
only require from Nova Sootia the amount
raieed by the present Tariff, Stamp Act, Post-
age Bill, and Bank tax. A vain delasion, a8
I wil presently show. People unite and
form partnerships in order to accomplish te-
gether what they could not alone. On this
principle we have, for large enterprises, joint
stock companies. On the same principle this
Confederation was formed, and the enterprises
she has undertaken are, first, the Intercolo-
nisl Railroad, at & cost, it is ssid, of twenty
millions of dollars; the purchase and opea-

ing up of the North West Territory, varions-
1y estimated at from thirty to fifty millions
more; then a Weliand canal is in contempla-
tion at from twenty to thirty milhions more.
And where is even the interest of the money
to come from ? for it szems to be s sgettled
principle with our politicians that only the
interest of money isto be provided for; the
principal is left to fature generations,—
who it is expected will be able to do what the
present cannot;—but how we are mot told.
Why, sir, when we turn to the estimates lsid
before the Dominion Parliament by the Hon,
Mr. Bose, what do we ind ? Why, we findan

estimated expenditure of $14,301,301
Estimated income 14,457,400
Leaving a surplas of only $156,099

and this does not include $1,925,500 expends
ed on capital account. More than this, to
my surprise there is nothing in these esti-
mates providing for the Intercolonial railroad,
North West Territory, or a Welland cansal, the
interest of which will amount to from five to
seven millions, and of which Nova Scotia
will have to pay her share in addition to all
thesums I have eaumerated Yet all this is
considered by the delegates and their friends
fair and equitable; this is thescheme that was
to do justice to all parties  Ii the foundation
was laid thus let me ask what the super-
structare is to be hike

8ir, did you ever hear of any number of
persons going into partuership without tak-
ing into account the goods and chattels
placed in the firm? What would you think
if several gentlemen here should enter a parts
nership, and should place 1a one common
fund their cash, their lands, their houses,
their ships and their stocks, without putting
any appraiged value upon them, or without
taking them into account =2t a certain valum
ation ? And sull you see the founders of
this Dominion placing at the disposal of the
Dominion the railroads of Nova Scot:a with-
out equivalent or compensation, to say noth-
ing of our lighthouses, breakwaters, canals,
and public buildings. Sir, I should have
thought that oneof the first things to be
done would bave been to have appointed s
commssion to sppraise all the public pro-
perty, and to arrange the ssme in a fair and
equitable manner; and when they failed to
do this they feiled to carry out the very let-
ter and spirit of their instractions. Had an
enemy by force of armsconquered the coune
try, he could not have done more than take
all the public buildings and works as they
have done, except to levy contributions on
the inhabitants, and even this they have not
failed in, for we see our revenues not only
taken by eur conquerers, but also raised 55
per cent ,—and all this, in my estimation, is
only a foretaste of what is to come.

When they talk of °‘accepting the situ-
ation’’—of working the thing out, do they
understand their pomtion 7—do they think
where they are leading the country to?
They cannot, surely ! They have never care-
fully and honestly looked™ the situation in
the face, or made any caloulations as to the
:’;ﬂ;\t, or they would bet give such advice as

at.
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Allow me pow to turnt the attention of this
House to snother phase of this remarkable
Confederation. The history of the Grand
Trunk Railroad is to some extept familisr to
most in this House. That it pwayssnd large-
ly inSaences the political affairs of Canada
few will venture to deny; and, sir, I have
reason to believe that the inflaence of that
Company have had much, very much te do
in bringing about this Confederation. Its
inflaence on the politicisne of Canada none
can well define. When we turn our attention to
Eogland, we find thestockholdersin that coun-
try throwinog all the weight of their influence
and position to further this scheme, and Mr.
Watkin, the chairman, in his place in Par-
hament, standing up and deceiving that Par-
lisment, and making them believe that the
people of Nova Scotia had, at the polls, de-
clared themselves in favour of thia scheme
This closed the mouths of our friends in Par-
lisment; they were unprepared to give him a
fat denial, and under this misrepresentation
they were led to pass this Act and do a cruel
wrong to this country. It would bea libel
on the love of justice and fair play, inherent
in the bresst of every Englishman to suppose
for s moment that when they were shewn, as
I trust they will be, the wrong they have
done, that they will not take immediatc steps
to repair that wrong in the only way possi-
ble by a repeal of g0 much of it as applies to
Novs Scotia. You may say what object had
the Grand Trunk Directors in ail this. ’Tis
plain to be seen and judged of by their past
history. They evidently, by their great
power, will control the building of the Inter-
colonisl, and make fortunes out of it, as
Hincks did out of the Grand Trunk, and when
finished will, in al! probability, wind up the
affair by saddling the two roads on the Domi-
nion Government at such a price a8 will ena~
ble them to secare the szervices of members
who 1n the past have, by their sudden com-
missions, laid themselves open in the public
estimationto have been convinced by the
gtrong arguments of gold and position rather
than by the love of country snd its welfare.

Sir, I will now turn the attention of this
House to a etatement made by the member
for Inverness, and which he complains has
nat yet been answered; namely, that the Do-
minion Government have actualiy paid for
Nova Scotia up to the present more than they
received Admit, for the sake of argument,
that it is strictly true If you will, what
does 1t prove taken in connection with what
1 proved to the gentleman, snd which it is
not worth while to repeat? It provesbut this,
if they did so it was on account of our debt,
for which they were bound to provide, and
for which we pay them interest, and if they
had paid in the first six months the whole
erght millions, and cancelled all our bonds by
bonds of the Dominion, or by casa, could
any one be ro bold a8 to declare that we had
been the gainers by thesum of eight millions
in the first six months? And yet thisis the
whole of his argument.

There is one other poirt I would tarn your
attention to, namely: Inall those calculations
I have, for the sake of argument, sesumed
that the Dominion Government will provide
for all the zervices turned over to them in as
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efficient s manner as we have-done hitherto.
Take for illustration the light house service;
almoat every man in this House ard in this
country is interested directly or indirectly in
baving the light houses of our coasts and
bays properiy cared for, and in the past
scarcely & year has gone by that we have not
added several new ones. But have we any
gusrantee that the Dominion Government,
sitting in the backwoods of Ottaws, will take
the same interest and care of those services
that we have. I might np?!y the sare re-
marks to other services, but I will not occupy
the time of the House.

Allow me now” to direct attention to &
statement published by J. Johnson, Assistant
Commissioner at Ottawa, attempting to show
the amount that will be collected under the
Dominion tariff and that collected under our
1ate tariff, sand showing an increase of only
$59,339. This statement is sent broadcast
over the fasce of the country, and shows
either the iznorance and utter incompetency
of the officer, or that be is attempting wil-
fully to deceive the people of this country.
Let me turn the attention of the House to a
few of the statements, and compare them
with the revenue actaally received according
to the Journals of this Hoase :—

Johnson.  Journals.
Beefand Pork, $6,207 $3,409
Navy Bread, 1,650 1,4
_ Butter & Lard, 1,749 670
“ Cheese, 732 332
Flour, 70,321 28,685
Apples, 2,499 447
Brandy. 71,107 56,598
QGin & Whiskey, 101,588 - 83,662
Ram, 263.869 151,091
Tobaceo, 29,787 17,021

And, sir, all the mistakes are on oune side of
the account, and these make a difference of
some $190,000. When we turn to the
amount of imports he lowers those to suit
himself, by what autbority or right I csnnct
tell, except it be to deceive the people of this
country, as he heads his statement as based
on the same imports. He makes some singu-
lar statements : for instance, he estimates a
saving m floar of $48,821, and yet the daty
on flour is exactly the same under both tariffs,
and be actually makes a gaving of nearly
$20,000 more than was collected, or that
would be gaved if flour had been free Sir, I
will not tire this House by wsding through
any more of his errors. Saffice it to say
that the errors in this column foot up eome
$26%5,000.

The sverage duty of Canada snd Nova
Scotia was as tollows :—

Canada Nova 8c.tia
1863, 112 84
1864, 126 T4
1865, 12, 7.2
1866, 136 85

The average Canadian tariff of last year 13
55 per cent kigher than the average of Nova
Scotia—and the Dominion tariff of tosday on-
ly differs from the Canadian tariff in some
half a dozen articles, as I showed on a former
day, and which it is not worth while to res
pesat, and the difference to Nova Scotia ig not
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more than $10,000 either way per year, And
yet Mr. Johnston tells us thatit will only take
$59,339 more than our late tar Nova
Scotia imported in the year ending 30th
Sept., 1866, $14,381,000, and collected duty
$1,226,398, and the addition of $59,339
would only be sabout 41.100 of 1 per cent—
which would make the Dominion tariff acs
cording to Mr. Johnson ouly 8 94 100 per
cent; call it 9 per cent. for the sake of gimpli

fyiog it. Apply this to the amount of Cae
nada’s impoits, and you have $2,488,516 less
than was actually collected; and if Mr. John-
son is right Canada will be relieved by this
tanff $2,488,516 per year, and we will have
added to our taxes by it $59,339. Sir, the
statement i8 unworthy of consideration, and
I beg the pardon of this House for occupys
ing 50 much of their time with a statemeat go
mabnifestly erroneous; and my excuse is, that
it sppears to have been issued by authority,
and the press of this city are copying, com-
menting on and endorsing its errors.

In conclusion I will only add in reference
to the remarks that fell from the hon. mem=
ber on a previous day that he may call me
what hepleases—~may threaten to skin me from
head to foot; but I tell him I did not come
here to bandy words with any one, but to do
the business of the country. I can tell him
one thing, and that is, he will never make
me sit down as he acknowledged he sat under
the tongue lsshings of a gentleman some
years ago. He confessed that he did not
dare defend himself, and that it hart him so
much that he could not sleep all night When
I cannot defend myself I will retire from the
House, and go back to my constituents, and
tell them I am not fit to fight their battles or
contend for their rights

MR. CHAMNMBERS> SPEECH.

Mr. Cuanpers ssid—I do not like to occu-
py the time of the House when any member
ia desirous of speaking, but as no one aps
pears about to rige, I shall endeavor to ex-
press my opinions on this important subject
as concisely as I can. 1 do not pretend to be
a public speaker. There are many gentle-
men 10 this House of whom it may be said
that they did not seek these seats, but these
benches sought them. They have come here
for s patriotic purpose—of freeing their
country frow & Union into which the people

~~have been unfairly forced, without their con-
sent having been even heked. Many gentle-
men would gladly retire from the House, and
attend to their own private affairs, if they
did not feel impelled by a high sense of duty
to remain here.
__The hon-—member for Inverness and myself
started out in life about the same time, and
whilst he has pursued one course, I have
taken a different one. He has been before
the public for twenty yearsat the bar, and 1
have no doubt he has been successful; but I
have kept steadily at my business, and kave
no resson to be dissatisfied with the result, If
I were inclined to aot the egotist, as he did
the other day, I could tell him what I have
doue in Cumberland and Colchester to revo-
lutionize trade. If I had not kept to trade I
might be in a bad Government, or looking to

?olitics for my livelihood. Happy am I that
am not like others we know of, who have
been driven out of this country by the indig-
nation of their fellow-countrymen, and forced
to seek refuge in the backwoods of Cauada,
instead of being able to reiurn to their old
friends, and received with open arms by their
fellow-citizens. I am not here, I confess st
once, to make the beet, but the worst of Con-
federation. I am here to express the feclinga
sad opinions of those who bave been deeply
wronged in connection with this momentaus
question. We have alresdy had considerable
experience of this hated scheme, and can
judge of the deep injury we must sustamn if
we remain much lopger in our present humi-
liating pomtion of subjection to Canada. But
I ackpowledge that I am open to conviction,
and 1f the hon. member can show us the ada
vantages of Confederation 1 shsil gladly listen
to him. My constituents never asked Capt.
Morrison or myself what we would do, but
they elected us because they believed we were
honest men, and therefore we are able to
puarsue that course which will be most bene-
ficial to the people. ,

The hon. gentleman has told us that we
should pause before proceeding sny further,
but allow me to advise him and his friendsto
reconsider their own policy and the conses
quences that must result from their eforts to
thwart the wishes of the pepple. If he and
hie party had paused long erg\y}lgu what an
amount of irritation and agitation we would
have been spared. Now we see brother
agsinst brother, and father against father,
ond actually in our part of the country we
find the wife opposed to the husband. No-
body has done all this but the hon. member
and his friends.

The hon. gentleman has asked us to strike
out all the words after *¢ that,’ in the Attors
ney General’s resolutions—certainly & very
cool proposition. Why did he not strike out
the word ** that,” also, whilst he was about
it?' Now, a few words as to the nature of
this new political conrection. Suppose the
hon. member goes up to Ottawa, and after a
while engages his daughter to ome of the
magnates of that capital. Then he returns
to Nova Scotis, and after some days he calls
his daughter to him and says, ** By the bye,
my desr, you have to be married to Lord B.;
I have no doubt you will be happy, and I
will then po longer be atany expensze for
you.”” Suppose the daughbter would reply
that she was unwilling to marry Lord B,
but preferred some tradesman in Halifax; or
suppose she was a dutiful child, and, despite
her feelings, married the individusl to whom
her father had engaged her without her
knowledge or consent—would she ever be
happy ? In all probability she would drag
out & miserable existence, and seek rest at
last in an early grave. That is about the
way we have been dragged into this Confede-
ration The hon. member says that it is con
stitutional; but though I am no lawyer, I
know the difference between right and wrong.
The hon. member understands the law of
books, but I understand the law of common
sense.

Now I intended reviewing this tariff, but it
has already been 80 ably handled by gentle-
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men, who have preceded me that I find some
difficalty in desling with it. I consider that
this tariff bas 1mposed upom us burthens
most grievouss to be borme. It 1s true we
bave been told that the tamfl was zct come
plete, but surely they had time enough to
consult bueiness men, snd arrange 1% 80 88 to
be fair to the interests concerned.’ This tanf
capnot satsfy Nova Scoiis, becanseitisa
Capadian tariff. What suits Canada does not
suit Nova-Scotia, for the 1ntereets of the two
countries are very different. Each has what
the other has not. Take a few items in this
tanff 1n order to see how the interests of this
country sre affected. Kirs: of all we read.
*¢ No deduction of charges for packing, straw,
twine, cord, paper, cording, wiring, cutting,
or any other expenses.’’ Theee gentlewen
are not satisfied to charge duty on the goods
only, but actaslly on musty straw 1o which
they may be packed. (The hon. member I
gee 18 taking a note, but I know what he will
say, that this refers to bottled wine or porter,
and s0 he may cross out his notz.) Agamm
we are told, ** No commission charged 1a sny
Invoice, for the purchase of goods or claim-
ed to have been paid for such purchase,
shall be allowed 1n abatement of the value of
the goeds for duty.’’ On some low price
ggods the expenses and commission add fall

per cent. to their value, which are compel-
led by these unfeeling gentlemen at Ottawa
to pay the duty on the same. Probablyif
Mr. Blanclrard was & trader, asIam, he
would not be long on the side where heis now.
If he was selling tea, sugar, cotlon warp,
&c., he would be with us; but he is now in
that postion that he does not understand the
wants of the people, and therefore he did not
care how much daty we bave to pay. Again,
to come to something woree, ** No discount
for ossh shall in any case be allowed, nor
shall goods be ailowed to eutry at cash va-
lues, except where 1t is satisfactorily shown
to the Collector that such goods car be pure
chased only for cash, and then it shall form
& part of the affidavit of the importer that the
value of such goods was paid at the time of
purchase.”” Whoever heard of & thing hke
that? I did not think they were smart
enough in Canada to do a thiog of that kind.
I know of a gentleman who has sent an order
to England for gome goods, and if he pays
cash, be will get 10 per cent. discount. If he
goes to the Custom House and presents his
Invoice of an item which cost 9s cash, in-
stead of 10s. on time, they will ask him,
could you mot buy it on time? Then they
will reply to him, *“ no discount allowed for
oash, neither will & cash .bill be allowed un-
less it-be shown that such goods can only be
purchased for cash.’” It appears to me that
such s thing is preposterous in the extreme.
Now look at refined sugar, and you will find
it is fifty per cent. more than it was Iast year;
yellow sugsr is oune-half more; the Jatter 18
an srticle that enters largely into the con-
sumption of the pedple of this country, and
they sre now actually obliged to psy ome-
third of the value in the shape of daty. Of
course this is done to fill the pockets of the
Canadisns. Then sagain there is starch,
which they wish us to buy from Canada, and
hence theg impoee & higher duty on the im-
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ported article; but our 1adies prefer the Lon-
don starch, and will not purchase the inferior
articie from the Canadians. Well all [ can
gay 1#, that thkey may determive as much ag
they hike to make us buy their starch, but I
think before we are done with them we will
have taken the.starch out of them.

I shall say nothine about flour, for we had
a duty on it previously, but take corn mesal
aud rye, which certainly shouid not be taxed,
enterieg as they do, especially the former,
1to the consumption of the pourer clssses.
Cinnamon, nutmegs, ginger, mace, &c., are
charged 25 per cent , but L do not care what
duty 1simposed on these things, for they are
chiefly nsed by the rich  Tea 13 charged 33
cente 2 1b, and 15 per cent. advalorem. It 1s
urged by eome that we do not pay more than
& half cent a b, additional, but I have cale
culated that it willamoant to 2} cents on tza,
which costs 1s. 4d. sterhbg a lb. Now there
there 13 white lead. In Canada dry white
lead is used, and therefore it comes in duty
Sree, but if there is & hittle oil in it, it iz taxed
15 percent. The Canadians have their own
oil wells and prepare the paint themselves.
The Haligonians, on the otber hand, prefer
to buy the prepared article, becanse it saves
8 vast amount of trouble. We have to import
the mills and the oil to prepare it, and it
would therefore give'us & great desl of exs
penee and trouble, As respects mojasses we
cannot complain, Mr, Archibald told us on
cne occasion, whilst they used sugsr in Ca-
nada, very many of our people used molasses.
So we mutt give him credit for this change
which is intended, doubtless, as a fly trap.
Rigging, and all kinds of 1ron for vessels are
duty free, but under our own tanff such
things only paid 5 per cent. Why the ship
owners can better afford to pay a small duty
on his vessgel’s materials than any other class
of persons 1n business. (1ve us our liberties,
and I will guarantee that the hon. members
from Yarmouth, Mr. Townsend and Mr.
Ryerson, will glsdly pay 5 per cent. again.
The price of cotton warp has been raised, al-
though it enters so largely 1ato the consamp-
tion of our poorer classges, from 5 to 15 per
This 18 certainly a hard case tor those
people who manufactare cloth, which they
gell to buy flour and other necessariea of life.
Just one more item for example, the duty on
low price soap from England will be increased
1000 per cent. If the hon. member for In-
verness will (as bessid) bhave the Colchester
boys 1n rags, he surely, surely, should not
use his influaence to deprive them of cheap
#0ap to keep them clean. It will be remems
bered that the ad valorem duties in Canads
wag 20 per cent for a number of yesrs, bat
last year they lowered it to 75 per cent. for
the purpose, no doubt, of making Confedera-
tion acceptable to the Maritime Provinces
It is well known, however, that Canada went
largely behind even with & 20 per cent tariff,
and tbat being the case how 18 15 per cent 10
meet ber necessities? What does Mr Rose
say? The Canadian Journal of Commerce
tells us that according to Mr. Rose’s igures
of the finances of last year, under a 15 per
cent tanff, Canada went behind at the
rate of five or six millions of dollars. Sop-
pose they do not purchase the North West
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Terfitory or build the Intersolonial Railway,
yet they caonot meet the expenditures with
the present 15 per ceat daty.

The Aitorney General told usthe otherday
that we had now four governments, but we
have actually six, and I will show you how
that is. We bhave one in New Brunswick,
one in Nova Scotia, one in Ontario and Que-
bec respectively, and fwo at Ottawa. They
have at the capital two" sets of cfficials, they
have one claes of people speaking English
and the other French. I believe though they
may be theoretically one government, there
are two practically—two certainlyin a pecu
niary point of view. "I thipk then if they
could pot live under a 20 per ceni. tanf,
they arenot likely to meet all their expendi
tures with their system of governmeat large
ly incressed. Suppose we take n the North
west Territory, what*an immense tract of
country will have to be opened up by roads
and bridges; suppose the aborigines become
troublesome on our hands; suppose we build
the Intercolomial Railway, and increase the
fortifications of Canada, where is aill the
money to come from? Must not the tariff go
up? I bhave no hesitation in expressing my
opinion that it must steadily rise as long as
we remain in this Confederation. In the
course of time we must see 1t 38 high as 30
per cent., or 25 per cent. at the very least
Only let the Canadians get a firm graep of
us, and the tariff will go up fast enough.
The hon. member for Inverness asked us the
other day, ““will you give up ydur mines and
minerals to Canada?’’ He admits that we
have given up nearly everything, and con-
soles us with mentioning what we have left.
What did Mr. Archibald tell us at one of our
meetings when he was told of the evils ard
burthens of Confederation? Why he actual-
ly told us that he would try snd temper the
wind to theshorn lamb, thereby confessing
what we had to put up with. The hon. mem-
ber for Inverness has gone into the constitu-
tional part of this question; he has spoken
of Catholic Emancipation, of the abolition of
the Corn Laws, and has eulogized Sir Robert
Peel and Mr. Pitt, and gives them as autho-
rity for this act of despotism.

Refreshing my memory from some old
books in my valise, put there by my httle
boys, I find that it 1t is true that the emsnci-
pation of the Catholics in 1829 was carried
agsinst the wish of the Protestants, and ic
five days they sent 957 petitions against the
Act, while oply 357 were presented 1n its fa-
vor, but while they gave freedom to Ireland,
the Canadian Act has placed usin bordage.

In regard to the repeal of the~Corn Laws
in 1846, 1t wes*by and with the conzent of
the people, it gave them their bread free of
the 16s. on the quarter of wheat, whaile the
British North America Act taxes ours 1s. 34.
per barrel, advances our ad valorem duties
50 per cent., and places other taxes on us,
grievous to be borne, as well as depriving us
of the liberty we have s0 long enjoyed.

In regard to Mr. Pitt as authority for
changing a constitution independent of the
people, 1 may be safe in saymng that he was
not ixfallible. At this time he had the hor-
rors of the French revolution on his mind,
and with the cares of the state and the extra

qusantity of stimulating drinks he thought
he required to stay hie great mind, we may
pat againsgt bim Mr. Gray and Mr. Erskine;
they g1y that a *““man ought not ¢ty be govern-
ed by laws, in the framing of which he had
not a voice, or pay taxes'to which he had
not consented 1n the samhe way.”’

Asto Sir Robert Peel, the political text
book of Great Britain says, ‘“ He wasnotsa
man of original genius or inventive thought;
there is not a singular idie mere can be traced
to him through his whole career.”” Register,
Register, Register was not his cwn; he bor-
rowed it from & celebrated political journsl,
generally in opposition to himself, where it
is to be found years before he ever gave utler-
ance to the counsel. His mind was adoptive,
not creative; be was the murror of the age,
aot its director; his leading ideas and prin~
ciples were taken from othera. In monetary
affairs he only elaborated the ideas of Mr.
Homer and Mr. Ricardo, first enunciated in
the Ballion Report. In support.ng the Corn
Laws, he adopted the argumentsof Lord
Liverpool and Lord Castlereigh; 1n assmiling
them those of Mr. Bright and Mr. Cobden.
It was the same in the Catbolic Emancipa-~
tion; his arguments admirable on both eides,
were alternately adopted from Lord Livere
pool and Mr. Perceval, of Mr. Canning and-
Mr. Plunkett. It was this which suggested
to Mr. Disraeli the telicitous expression that
his mind was & ¢ huge appropriation clauze.”

So1f the hon. member quotes constitational
authorities, I can aleo show you their value,
and enable you to estimate them at their pro-
per standard. But he hsas told us about
Cape Breton, and asks whether that island is
not content under Confederation. How counld
Cape B:etoa be otherwise than satisfied with
Ubion with Nova Scotia? Compare the po-
sition of Cape Breton now with what 1t was
a few years ago. The ladies then did not
wear their silks and saties, or the men drees
in broadcloth; they did not even put their
hay under shelter. Now they are connected
with Nova Scotia, and participate in its large
revenues and sources of pbrosperity. Where
we paid 53. a head into the treasury for many
years, the people of Cape Breton probably
did not pay more than 18, wbile they res
ceived an equal amount per head with us,
and probabtly more. But that is not the case
with respect to the Union between Nova Scow
tia and Canada. We being consumers of du-
tiable goods will pay 30s. a head, while they
will pay about half that amount, and get an
equsl share per head with us from the reve-
nue. It is said we will have one law—one
militia system—one currency. But suppose
we have one currency, how wiil it benefit us ?
In New Brunswick, Newfoundland and Can»
ada they have had one currency, but what
does it amount to ? The par of exchange in
Canads and New Brunswick is 93 per cent.;
ours 18 12} per cent. The latter 13 equal to
the adding a fourth, having no fractional
parts, the British sbilling being 1s. 3d., and
the sovereign 25s. It weare forced to adopi
the Canada and New Brunswick currency, it
will be equal to adding one-fifth ; therefore, if
you are required to pay 1s. 3d., 5s., or 258,
you will be at the trouble of adding some
copper coin to each amount. We have now
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the mo=t simple and convenient currency in
British North America; and if they adops
-ours 1t will confer no boon on us, a3 it is all
right without them. Suppose we have one
- currency; while the balance of trade isagainst
us our paper will not be taken at par in Can«
ads unless our Banks have agents there to
redeem it. I may say here that in Newfound-
Iand the old system of adding the ninth and
the premium is discontinued, and instead
they add 22 or 24 per cent., according to the
demand.
. No one will deny bat that the hon member
for Inverness has made a great apeech, but so
far a8 argument goes 1t reminds me of a
story told me of the celebrated WhitSeld. An
old lady once went to hear him, but could not
get near him in conseqaence of the crowd, but
she sat herself down on a large stone where
a gentleman passing by saw her weeping, and
arked ber what was the matter. She replied
that she was converted. *“Bat, my good
woman,”’ said the questioner, *“ you have not
heard him speak.’” ‘ Oh, no,’’> was the re-
ply, ‘“but I saw the shake of his head.”
Neither the hon. gentleman’s argument nor
the shake of his head will, I think, effect us
a8 it did the old lady.

2. CAMPEBELL’S SPRECH.

- Mr. CampBELL said—I am very happy to
gee that the hon. member for Colchester is
far better yersed in the momentous question
before us than he is with the social position
of Cape Breton. I do not think that the hon.
gentleman has been in Cape Breton from the
description he has given of the country, but
the able manner in which he pointed out the
disadvantages of Confederation will covera
multitude of sine in that particular. The
learned gentleman remarked here to-day
that in military tactics it is the usual custom
to bring the small guns to the front. Ifsuch
has been uniformly the practice, I find that
in this campaign we have made a aweeping
change Nearly all our great guns have
fired off with good effect; and now commences
8 fueillade of small guns, and as we are not
much in danzer from the enemy in front, the
officers 1n command do not think it necessary
to throw out skirmishers, and that accounts
for findmg us in the rear When Union be-
came the law of the land, I made up my mind,
with many Auti-Confederate friends, to give
it a fair trial, fully convinced that, before the
end of the year, its greatest friendsand
warmest advocates would be deeply disap-
pomnted; but at the same time we determined
1f 1t should turn out such a blessing as our
Confederate friends anticipated, then we
would accept the situation. Now we bave
had eight months of this millenium, and in
what position are we? Twelve months ago
we were s eelf-governing people, we looked
with pride on our past history, we indalged
in hopeful anticipations for the future; but
in whnat position are we to-day? The Canas
dians have foll control of ourselves and our
finances—our public burthens are made
heavy, and to meet those burthens our tanff
is increaged from ten to fifteen per cent , and
if we felt 1t would stop there, we might feel
less apprehension. But when we become
proprietors of the Hudson’s Bay Territory,

for which we are expected to pay from 30 to
50 millions of dollars—when we bedomeshares
bolders in the Intercolonial Railway, it is no
siretch of the imagination to say that 15 per
cent. will not meet our annual liabilities.
When that occars, shall we not, in the figu-
rative language of one of our newspapers,
have “ one foot on the Atlantic and the other
on the Pacific.””

Itig said thatthe most intelligent people
votad in favor of Union. I sdmit thatmany
highly intelligent persouns, some of them m
bect friends, voted 1n favor of Union, and if
if were not for such persons Confederation
would long ere this have given up the ghost
in the hands of that eminent accoucher, Dr.
Tupper. I would say, however, with much
respect to the Union party, that after the
forty days legislation at Qitaws, after the
humiliating position they see our representa-
tives placed 1n, vcted down on every subject,
if after ail this they still remain the advo-
cates of Confederation, I cannot have the
same high opinion of their intelligence and
patriotism. We have now but one course
before us, and that, I think, is clearly ems
bodied in the resolutions om the table. I feel
confident that the Act which now binds us to
Canads will be repealed—that the British
Parliament wou'd scout sach a policy as that
Lord North upheld nesrly s centary ago—
that the people of Great Britain who have
ever been eminent for their love of liberty
and fair play will not treat our petition with
scorn, but instead of that will feel pround of
us as the descendants of that moble stock
that wouid rather die with their swordsin
their hands than yield ghe iota of their con-
stitattonsl rights. I-am proud to see so
much unanimity in this Assembly; I never saw
80 much before among so many men on one
gquett:on—so many men brought from every
part of the province representing '8 great
variety of interests. I have no doubt that
before long the solitary two who now form
the opposition will see the error of their ways
and fall into our ranks, and if they do I can
gromige them they will be received with open
arms.' s Weare always glad when we see sin-
ners repent  In conclusion, I need only say
that for me to go into the merits of the case
would be altogether out of place after the in-
controvertible arguments brought forward
during this debate by my Anti-Confederate
friends. They have pot left the fabric of a
vision for the opposition to grasp at.

MR. KIDSTON’S SPEECH.

Mr. KipstoN said ‘—In rising to addresa
the House on this most important question, I
feel that it is one fraught with the deepest
interest to the people of this Province; but
before commenting on the resolutions laid on
the table, I may say thatI shall endeavor so
to modulate my voice that it will not disturb
in the least the equanimity of the hon. mema
ber for Inverness. That gentleman reminded
me of a passage of arms that once took place
on the floors of this House between the Hon.
Joseph Howe and the late Provincial Secre-
tary, Dr. Tapper. The former sa:d, *¢ If you
resist the devil he will fly from you, but if
you resist Dr. Tupper he will 8y at you >’
This gentleman (the member for Inverpess)
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acts ip much the same way, and appears in-
clined to fly at every member who endeavors
1o discharge his daty faithfully to this coun-
try. Ishsall not travel over the ground that

was traversed by the Hon. Attorney General. .

in laying the resolutions on the table, for I
think he has himeelf dope ample justice to
the position he occupies, and 1t would be a
waste of time for me to recapitulate those
points which have been already and tho-
roughly grappled. I may remsark with re-
spest to the amendments moved by the kon.
member for Inverness that he has taken a very
superficial view of the question. I did not
come here pretending to have a knowledge of
Iaw, but I assume that I em at least capable
of sifting in 8 jury box in this countiry, and
that I am at hberty to form my own opintous
upon any facts that msy be advanced by le-
£al gentleman around me. The hon. mem-
ber for Inverness has tsken the liberty of
quoting certain authorities in connection
with constitutionsl law. When be brings up
Sir Robert Peel and Mr. Pitt I think the hon.
member has shown to this House and to the
people of this Province that he was only tra~
versing the surface of Epglish constitutional
law instead of diving into the deptha of that
law. 1 think it one of the most important
points to put the question fairly before the
statesmen of England. Sir, 2llow me to refer
back to the year 1856. What occurred then ?
We know that thirty-two gentlemen thea on
the benches, the hon. member for Inverness
included, pract'zed the most systematic de-
ception upon the people of this Province. To
tuch lengths was this deception practised
that the Governor’e tpeech did pot coatain
one word sbout Confederation We may pre-
sume, aod I think it is the feeling of the peo-
ple of this country, that they acted more as
if they bad been elected under the electoral
privileges of Nova Scotia t0 represent aad
mature the views and interests of New Brans-
wick rather than the views and interests of
Nova Scotia. Before proceeding fartber on
this subject I also contend that the resolution
passed by the Government then holding the
reins of power, was not sach as would war-
raot the people of this Province being de-
prived of their rights in the wsy they have
been. [ believe that the object of that resoe
lution, worded ss it ie, left an impresaion on
the minds of the people of this Province that
after maturing this weasure in England, it
would be submitted again to the people at the
polls, and to the Parliament of this Province.
I'shail pot trouble_the Houee by reading the
resolution then passed, which 18 contained in
the resojutions now before us, but I cannot in
wy own mind conceive how 1t can be so mis-
nonstrued 28 it 1s by the hon. member for In-
7erness, who would attempt to imprees- the
idea upon this House and 1be country, thatit
was intended to give the power to these dele-
gates to proceed 1o ngland and maturea jJaw
which was to deprive us of our rights, rev-
enues and liberties. I contend that no rea-
sonable man of sound judgment can putany
other constraction on the resolution, than
that the same power was delegated to them
Tthen thst was given when they went to Prince
Elwarq Island to take into censideration the
propriety and benefits to result from & union

of the Maritime Provinces. Sir, I repeat, from
the outset and all through deception bas
been practised upon the people of tais
countiry. .

We remember well tbat a resolution was
passed in this House= authorizing the Govern-
ment of this Province to sppoint a delegstion
to take into comsiderstion the practicability
of upiting the Maritime Provinces. How did
they act with reference to that matter? They
were toid to treat the question in a legsl and
copstitational way. The pecple’srepresenta-
tives restricted them to the Maritime Pro-
vinces. They were not permitted to travel
one inch beyond that, Bat imstead of keeps
iog within the Iimits of const.tutionsl suthos
rity, withoat apy sapction on the part of the
people of this Province, they took up the
quertion of the larger union, and left the
question which they were legally authorized
to deal with. What then? We find them
going to Quebec st the instigation of men
from Canads who came to Charlottetown,
who persuaded the Maritime Delegatesinto
usarping an suthority and a power, which,
copst.tutionally they could not exercise.
Haviog gone to Canada, there they perpetras=
trated an act which has brought down upon
them the execratron of the people of this
Province. Let me suppose for & moment a
cage in point : a mercantile firm in this city
employs an agent to tramsact certain busi-
ness in Prince Edward Island. He is rese«
tricted and bound down to perform certain
acts, aud while he is engaged in this businees
at Prince Edwsrd Island, some black legs
come down from Canada and persuade him
to 1gnore his master’s instructions and pros
ceed with them to Canads, and the first thing
his employers hear is that he bhas not trane-
acted the business for which he was delegated,
but that he has taken the liberty of handing
over his master’s property to a party he had
no authority te deal with. Now I putit to
the hon. member for Inverness if a cage simi-
lar to that came befere him, how would he
Eut ittoajury? How would it be dealt with?

ive yearsu the penitentiary at hard labor
would be given the offending party; and I
ask you where was our Attorney (feneral all
this time that he did not protect his employ-
er’s rights? That official gentleman was
smong them belping them.

I may remark, in the next place that I
have an abiding faith when all the facts cons
neoted with thia question are faithfully and
truthfully laid betore the Parliament of Eoge
land, that we will receive ample jnstice. It
must be remembered, by all the people of this
province, thet when the elections were run in
1863 there were two questions which influen-
ced the electors at that time very materially,
and one point. wae, that Dr. Tupper, who
was previouely to that in opposition, brought
down a series of regolutions into this House
1 favour of retrenching certain expendie
tares. He wae oppoeed, sud in the heat of
debate he pledged his soul’s salvation that
he would 1mntroduce retrenchment if he should
be returned to power. ] know that this one
element, at all events, influenced the country
materially in giving him such a large msjo-
rity when the elections were over, and the
other question which assisted him largely



was the Franchise act. The people believing
that & man who had pledged his soul’s salva-
tion must be sincere, returned him and his
friends with an overwhelming mzjomty to
this Legisiature. This House and the coun-
try know how far he ham redeemed that
pledge—the language which he used wasthat
of an irrehigious hibertine. Wbat rigbt has
any man to pledge his soul’s sslvation?
Look at the extravagant waste of money ia
worse than useless delegations—the very re-
verse of his pledge to the people. I ark you
now, is that maa to be believed, and 1s henow
wandering about the world with his lost
goul. Will any man hesitate to believe that
we will not obtan justice from the British
Parliament when the osse is fairly and fully
put before them ? When they are fully con-
vinced that they have been grossly deceived,
they wil feel more annoyed than we do at
this moment, and will take such action ss
will heap apon the heads of the guilty pariies
the just reprobation which they deserve.

Mr. Bright, who was the able advocate of
the people’s right in the House of Commons,
stated that this question should be submitted
to the people at the polls, and knowing that
the elections would take place in a few
monthsa, he asked that the law might not be
forced upon the Province Mr. Watkin,
misled by Dr. Tapper, said the question had
been discueeed at every polling booth at the
previous general election—that he, (Dr. Tup-
per,) bad preached it from one end of the
Province to the other. I ask you could Mr.
Watkia have perpetrated such a statement ag
that? Could it have emanated from him?
Any one who tskes the trouble to read the
speeches in the House of Lords, will see that
the same belief pervades every line of them.
They do not deny our right to be heard at the
polls, but believed we had been coneulted If
the hon. member for Inverness is correct in
his views, how comes it that the Dominion
Parliament, at the present moment, have
pasesed a messure authorizing them to nego-
tiate for the purchase of the Hudeon’s Bay
Territory ? If the British Parhiament is ens
trusted with the control of such matters, why
do they not legislate away the rights of the
Hudson Bay Company, snd bring it into the
Dominion, as has been the case with Nova
Scotia? It appears, however, that they have
to enter into negociations with the Company
and purchase it. Buat I would remark that I
have always understood that the right with
regard to our mines and minerals was vested
in the Crown, and it is a notorious faot that,
although the Duke of York fully intended to
make a conveyance to Rundell & Bridge, it
was never done, but, as it was intended to
have been done, it was decided that Rundell
& Bridge should be treated and negociated
With, as though the lease had been executed,
before we could get control of our mines and
minerals. On a former occasion I promised
to show the hon. member for Inverness that,
in a financial pont of view, great ipjustice
had been done, as we find the framers of this
Bill have given the power to the general Go-
vernment not only to tax us indireotly, bat
by every mode they may think proper. I
stated that I was ready to prove satisfactorily
in point of fact, that we did not receive one

6%

cent from the Dominion Government. Oar
revenue at theend of the year 1866 is set down
at $1,126,670. We find now by the Tariff ins
troduced 2% the first seerion of the Dominion
Parhament, we have some $600,000 of an ad-
dit on in taxes. Then the 82 cents » head we
receive can be taken out of that $600,000,
therefore they gain over $200,000 by the
transaction. Buat the matter does not ead
bere. Our revenues during the past ten
years have increased somsthuag lhike 250 per
cent , snd, in =il probability, our financial
proszperity would continus to :increase. But
nowever great y the reveancs of this couatry
sy 1ncrease, we aveiied down to this 80 cts;
sithotigh our revecue should reslize three or
four millions, we will derive no further bene-
fit. I believe the Union Act was hurried
throagh the Houze of Commons in such a
hasty manner that tney have overlooked these
facts. or otherwiee they would pever have pes-
petrated such a wropg upon this country.
The gentleman who addressed the House
pefore me has given many useful deta'ls ress
pecting the tanfl. He forgot, howerver,
whilet noticing a variety of iteme, te mpotice
the tax on Indian corn. The hon. member
for Iuverness treated 1t with o sneer; but
look at thestate of our province at this mo-
ment. From Cape North to Cape Sable our
fishermen arc in great distress, and the very
article they require the most 18 taxed. Not
only ars our fishermen deprived of the means
of getting thewr bread cheap, but the article
we might have imported and ground into
food 1in the province 1s taxed ; hence our
millera are deprived of a benefit also. The
hon. member tor Inverness told us that any
country under the British Crown that would
attempt to introduce a tariff that would be
restrictive would be acting contrary to its
true interests. I ask the hon.member for
Inverness if the taniff that bas been imtro-
duced by Canada 1s not to s great extent
carrying out this principle? I think he
muzt be blind if he cannot see this I en-
dorse the opinions of gentlemen on the snti-
confederate side with regard to this tariff
that has been passed by Canads, and I have
no doubt whatever that instead of seeing the
tariff decreased, it will be largely 1ncreased,
and be made more distasteful than ever to
our people In connection with this, let me
tske up the address of the Financial Minister
of Canada, Mr. Rose, when he brought down
the tanff into the Dominion Parliament. He
said :—**It cannot be supposed, from the
circumstances surround:ng me, that I could
bring down such a tariff a5 would suit all
parties and purposes at present, but by the
time we meet 10 March I have no doubt mn
my own mind that I will furnish such a
tariff as will stand and meet all the burthens
for five or six years.”’ I believe in my own
mind, and from what Mr. Rose said, that the
tariff will be largely increased.—for what
have we geen? The Dominion Government
have succeeded in having a bill patsed 1n the
Parliament authorizing that Government to
negotiate for the purchase of the Hudson’s
Bay Territory, and for assuming the whole
control of the Intercolonial Railway. When
& government begomes poasessed of such a  --
gigantic power as that, depend upon it, exe L
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travagance and corruption wiii be the inevi-
table result. When we come to look at the
barthens the government will be obliged to
meet, who doubts that the tariff must go up
to 24 or 30 per cent. before three years have
passed awsy ?

Now, I will turn the attention of the House
for a few moments to the history of the old
thirteen States, and I would say that they,
Like ourselves, were once Colonies of Great
Britain—they were once desirous of remain-
ing in that Empire; but the stupidity of Bri-
tish statesmen imposed taxes and burdens up-
on them without their consent, and what was
the result ? They rebelled, and the conses
guence was that the mother country lost
thege Colonies; and if the hon. member for
Inverness had studied a hitile deeper than he
did, this question, he would have found that
serious collisions took place at that time in
the House of Commons between the very
statesman he bas cited as an authority and
Lord North. I need not recapitulate all the
circametances that occurred, but the loss of
those old Colonies has by all right.thinking
men been considered a misfortune. But times
are changed, and in our day we will find a
very different spint actuating the statesmen
of England; and I feel also, when this case
18 brought tairly before the Britis: Parliae
ment they will reflect carefaully on the matter,
and 1n all probahlity remember how it fared
with the old thirtzen Colonies on this side
of the water simply because they would not
submit to acts of ipjustice. -

We have been assailed by the hon. member
for Inverness, and it has been spread broad-
cast over the country, that every member
who opens his mouth 1 defence of his con~
stitutional rights must be & Fenian or a trai-
tor. No, sir, it is the very reverse. It is
because Joyalty bas been born with us—be-
cause it has grown anld strengtheped with
out strength, that we feel it to be our duty
to go fearlessty to the Parliament of England
and warn the statesmen of that country of
the consequences that may ebpsue from
torcing usint) a detested Union. We would
be recreant to our duty and to our Queen 1f
we aoted otherwise than the way we are
doing. Any gentlemar who pretends to
know anything about the political agitation
that prevails at the present time can see,
North and South, Esst and West, a heavy
swell on the political ocean of our country,
which indicates & storm. A atorm will anse,
and the only thing that can sallay 1t is the
knowledge that our wrongs will be righted,
and our constitdtion restored to uws. Will
any member rise snd tell us that a Govern-
ment like that of Great Britain, who have
gpent their thousands and thousands to hiber-
ate the African slave, will willingly keep
350,000 loyal subjects 1n a position of abject
servitade and humiliation ? None of us will
believe that they wiil act otherwise than with
justice to us until we learn it from the acts
of the Imperial Parliament itself. .

Now I will make one or two observations
with reference to the resolutions before the
House. In view of all the circumrtances
connected with our present position, I think
it 18 incumbent upon every man who has been
gent here to represent the interests and
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wishes of the people of this country, and
bring as far a8 practicable the fact to"the no-
tice of the British people and the Parliament of
England that there is a feeling existing in
this country which can by no means be
sbated except by the repeal of this obnoxious
Act. 1 feel that I would not be discharging
the duty impozed upon me unless I took the
first opportunity of expreesing these seati-
ments distinctly to this House aad country.
They tell us that people have been inflaenced
by other matters than the mere quest.on of
Confederation. I reply that as far as our
couaty is concerned I eee that no other reasons
influenced the elect:ons except the hstred of |
the people to this suion. I will veature to
say that if this question was submitted to- '
morrow, aund every other quest.on shut out,
the people would return to this House the
same gentlemen who now sit on these benches
and no others. Am I to be toid that the Par-
liament aund people of England will not ug-
derstand all th1is? Am I to be told that be-
cause the wealth and ntellizence of the city
of Halifax (supposing that to be so for the
sake of arcument) are 1a favor of union,
therefore the Parliament of Great Britain
should decide against us? Will sny one argue
that the Parliament of Eagland would ad-
here to a particular quest'on effecting tho
emp.re becaure the wealth and intelligence of
the city.of London happened to be on & cer- ¢
tain 81de As respects the Province generally,
where is the difference, and I do not except }
the city,despite what the hon. member says to
the contrary—there is a wideepread aversion F
to our continuance 1u this union.

I may say that I have listened with great ¢
pleasure to every address that hss been offer-
ed on this qrestion in favor of these resolu- [
tions. Iam gratfied to see 80 much unani- £
mity and such determination of purpose. Let
10 one attempt to mark us ss disloyal now.
If we were inclined to exhibit disloyalty we
would not seek redress in the constitutional
manner we are doing. Here you see this
body of representatives snd His Excellency
carrying on the public affairs most harmo- !,
niously. We are goinf to fight our battle i
constitutionally, but I feel and realize the )
position that the gentlemen who have bar- i
tered away our rights occupy. They went
home to England high in power and per-
suaded the British Parliament to pass an Act
of a most tyrannical character—such an Act
a8 cannot be found in the annals of any
British dependency—an Act handing over all
our rights, revenues and privileges to Canada, }
Now we go home to represent the people, and |
show our Sovereign and Parliament the great |-
jpjustice that has been perpetrated upon us.
We say to Her Msjesty in 80 many words:—
“‘ The gentlemen who were here before were £
men whoge words were worthless, they were
men who betrayed their country, and de-
celeved your Govermment.’’ Do we wonder
then that the men who carried thig scheme
shrink and tremble as they now do. They
know that misrepresentation will no longer h
avail them. I believe that a fabric bailt upon
a foundation of falsehood, misrepresentation, ,_
aund ocrruption can pever stand, but that the !
gpirit of liberty will tear it down to the
ground. Let our opponents say what “they &
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may we shall have restored to us that glorous
constitution ander which we have hved and
prospered g0 long—usder which our revenues
have largely increased from year to year,
# and under which the people have enjoyed
every happiness.

The House then adjourned.

SaTurpAY, February 15.

The House met at 11 o’clock.

Hon. J. FrrGussoN introduced a bill enti-
tled an Act to amend the Act incorporating
the Mira Bay Harbour Co.

Mr. P1xeo presented a petition from the
trustees of Pictou Academy, praying that no
alteration be made in the existing school
law. He aeked thet the bill relative to the
Scotia Coal Company be read & second time,
but his request could no: be granted, asit
13 might interfere with the debate on the resc-
'3 lations.

1 Mr. Coreraxp presented a petition in re-
{ ference to a poor section.

The adjourned debate was resumed.
L

i ‘(.Mr. Ridston’s speech concluded )

Mr. Kxpstox continued :—I closed my o:e

+ servations last evening with the remark that
_1t was my ficm conviction, and I believe it to
be the firm convic.aon of every well regulated
mind in the Province of Nova Scotia that the
fabric which we have seen raiged on the foun-
dation of corruption when aseailed by the
force of truth and fact will cramble into dust.
+» This Confederation reminds me of an anec-
dote which I remember hearing of & certain
4horse trader who was thus accosted by the
,man Who kad just purchased one of his
horses : ““ my good msn you have got my
'money, and I have your horse—now that the
*bargain 18 concluded tell me his faults while
we take a bot'le of ale together.”” The reply
was *“ well the horse has only two faults,—
ope is that when you let him loose he ishard
to catch,—the other is that when you have
caught him he is not worth £ ¢ nt > Our
4’ argain is as bad as that one. The measures
of the very first Ottawa Parliament give us
tull evidengce, as far as Nova Scotis 1s con-
dcern d, that the legislature of Canada is un-
“IBritish in 1ts principle, arbitrary and despc-
tic in the exercise of power. We have tull
.evidence, as far as patronage is concerned,
jthat 1t has been denmied to those who went
there to advocate our interetts; for our mem-
bers were told *‘you must swallow your
Auti-confederate principles and support the
Canadian Government at all hazarda, or
walk; you need not otherwiee ask us to make
‘thig, that, or the other appointment.’> That
18 the actual state of affairs. I will pow con-
ifine myself more particularly to the 5th
clause of the resolution, for that em odies s
great deal The hon. member for Inverness
said that we had been gemeroucly dealt by—
tast the Dominion Government had paid
‘SGO0,000 more than they had received from
Nova Scotia since Confederation. All I can
say in that easeis that hehas placed himselfon
the horns of & dilemma, torif that be the
1act, how has it come to pass? By thestate-
ment of the Finance Minister, just before
Confederation took effect, it was shewn that
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we had an overflowing tressury, morey
sufficient for all our demandg, and with only
six months expenence of the Univn, we are
tcld that the Dominion Government have
been obliged to advapce us $600,000 over
and above what we have paid into their
treasury. But the change is easily account-
ed for. Look at the system on which the
Union is financially founded. Look at the
Governor Gineral’esalary, snd take that as
a criterion. $50,000 has to be raised in a
Dominion comprising four millions of peo-
ple to pay its first officer. Contrastthat with
the sum which the United States, with & po-
pulation of 34 millions, pay to their Presie
dent. The sum paid in that country is $25,

000, and the difference i# greater than at first
would sppear, for the salary of the Governor
General 18 paid 1n sterling money, the amount
in gold beisg equal t3-dsy to $80,000 of the
currency of the Unmited States. And are pot
the sa aries of all the officials appointed un-
der the Dominion Government proportio ed
to that enormous salary of the Governor
General? Is that the management that was
to be expected? One would have supposed
that the Government of Canada, with the ex-
perience of the past before them—with a
knowledge that, through financial bungling,
they have reduced the state of their country
almost to bankruptey, would have had a care
how they governed the Dominion Take the
statement exhibited in the Journals of 1866,
and what do we ind? The figures shew that
their whole system was unsound.

The Csanadas were involved in a debt of
pixty~four millions or more, and at the pre-
gent moment I think I am correct in saying
that that debt is nothing less than seventy-
five millions. Mr. Archibald tried to per-
suade us that our debt exceeded that of Cana-
da, taking man for man of the population.
Let ug see how that assertion tallies with the
fact Assuming the debt of Canada to have
been sixty-four millions and upwards, and
her population 3,560,000, while the populas
tion of Nova Scotia may be put at 350,000,
weo see the debt per head on the Cana-
dians will be $25 while that of the Nova
Scotians will be only $15. Now, then, to
show the unsoundness of the arrangement, put
down the debt of Canada for two Canadians
at $50, and the debt of two Nova Scotians at
$30,—this produces $80; and if you divide
by four you will have the debt per head of
the Dominion, and the calculation will prove
that every man, woman and child in this
country 18 put in for $3 per head more of
debt than he has any reason to pay. This
$3 per head gives us for the whole Province
nearly a million of dollars which we have
dope nothing to make ourselvee liable tor. I
find, circulated through the couniry, the
statement that 1f we had not been confederated
we must have increased our tarmff This is
merely one of the assertione, used by the Op-
position, which they are unable to prove. I
contend that such would not have been the
case. Itisacknowledged on both sides that
at the  date of Confederation coming imto
force we werein a most prosperous condition.
Oar revenues had risen from $660,000 to
$1,226,570., Judging the fature by the
past, Izhould say that it would not be neces-
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sary to increase our tariff by one per cent to
meet all our requirements. Bat the fact is
that as scon a8 ever 'you back the Confede-
rates ount of one falee position they drop into
another equslly mdiculous. First they told
the country that our taxation would not be
incressed, now they are trying to persuade
the people to give a fair trisl to the system;
they say “‘it 18 not right to prejudge mat-
ters~do not ask for the repeal of the Act un.
til you give it a fair trial.”> Iask if that is
Iogcal reazoning. Itis about as sound as
for the watch, set at the bow of the vessel,
entrusted with the care of thousands of lives,
and, seeing breakers ahead, to fold his arme
and say: “‘well, there are breakers ahead,
but let the ship run on, and will see whether
the rocks or the ship are the hardest.”” Would
the captain acc:pt such ressoning as that
from his watch? The hon. member for In-
verness turned attention to Cape Breton, and
cited her history as a proof that the Imperial
Parliament had the power to legislate away
the constitution and revenues of a country.
1thought he was better acquainted with the
story of the Cape Britain Union than that.

He said :—

¢« The XIsland of Cape Breton possessed a separate
constitution; it bad a Governor and a Government of
its own independent of the Province of Nova Scotia.
The House of Commons came in, and by a single Act,
contampg perbaps not a dezen of haes, ama gamated
the fstacd with Nova Scot.a  The 1sland was given
only two members in a Legslature of forty men”?

The island, it will be remembered, had no
Legslature of 1ts own. I believe I am cor-
rect 1n stating that it petitioned to be an-
nexed to Nova Scotis. 1 know that parties
weré sent home to dispute the legality of the
Upnicn, and to carry the matter before the
Privy Council, and I think the delegates then
had thrown 1n their teeth the fact that that
petition deprived them of the right to the re-
peal they solicited. The bon. member is also
in error in saying that we had two represent-
atives; we had only one at tbat time. Bat
what does this illustration go to prove?
Many in Cape Breton think it proves sub-
stantially the very facts which we are pro-
pounding to the people of Nova Scotia;..
they say that the island could never procure
justice at the hande of the Government of
Nova Scotia until it obtained additional re-
resentation.
P The hon. member touched, Mr. Speaker,
on grounds which, 1f followed out faithfully
and truthfally, would show his position to
be falge and untenable. We know that noth-
ing like justice was done to Cape Breton up
to the day when we had four representatives,
and even when that number was doubled 1t
could not be said that we were receiving a
fair consideration for the money that we were
paying into the treasury year after yesr.
That 18 the position the hon. member puts
himselfin when he talks about Cape Breton.
All throughout, the arguments of the Oppo-
sinon resund one of the anecdote of the
white man and_the Indian who went on a
shooting expedition with the understanding
that at night they would meet and divide the

ame. The white man shot a crow, and the
ndian 2 black duck, and when they met the
white man proposed to make the division,

and said, ‘“ SBuppose you take the crow, and
I will take the duck; or I will take the duck,
and you take the crow.”’ * Well,”’ said the
Indian, * what for you always ssy crow to
me P’ There is too much crow, and not
enough duck, in the bon. member’s logic. 1
feel that in submitting our request for repeal
to the intelligent people and Government of
England, and to our beloved Sovereign who
eits on the throne of Britain, we are sppeals
ing to those who have hearts to feel and
sympathize with the wrongs of our people.
I believe that when our Sovereign fully com-
prebends our story her ear will be open to
our petition, her heart will respond to our
desire, and that she will without hesitation
demangd that her Parliament restore us to our
oricinal condition, and to the rights and
liberties which were founded on the British
constitution

I thizk it can be shown that the Parlia-
ment of the Dominion, in its first session,
has departed from everything like British
principle, and has shown a determination to
treat us in a way too arbitrary to be sabmit-
ted to by any free people. Do you think that
the eyes of British statesmen will be blinded
to this truth? We know that if the sentis
ment of love which ig planted within the hu-
man heart, whether it be loyalty or any other
gpecies of affection, be treated with contempt
and spurned, the mind takes a reverse action
and that love is turned into undying hatred.
May I refer you to the thirteen lost colonies
in proof of my position? There we saw loy-
alty as true as that which prevsils in any
part of the British dominions to-day. That
loyalty was turned into hate at the rebellion;
but when the rebellion broke out in the United
States, and brother was arrayed against
brother, many thought that their hate to
England would die out, but there was nothing
that could obliterate the hatred of the old
coloniets to Great Britain. There1sa proof
that love trampled on and spurned becomes
undying hate, and hence the coneequences.
I ask will British statesmen trample on the
rights again of another colony. Will they,
with the lessons of the past, and looking at
the geographical position of Nova Scotia
which makes her the stronghold of the con-
tinent, attempt to force us into compliance?
The hon. member for Inverness tried to per-
suade us that England would force us at the
point of the bayonet, but would she run the
risk, knowing that Nova Scotis is the Gib-
ralter of this continent, of having love turned
into hate in this Provinoce, and of the con-
sequences which must follow? I know that
that hon. gentleman is:capable in some inm
stances, more especially in courts of law, of
making *‘the worse appear the better rea-
son,’” but I doubt that he can convince the
statesmen of England that we have been justly
dealt by. I will state one or two facts to
sbow the position to which our affsirs have
come. I wasasked by several of my consti=
tuents to get one or two way offices estab-
lished, and to have some slight change made
in the poat rides; but how was I met when I
touched upon the subject in conversation
with the Post Master General? I respect
that officer as & thorough and courteous bue
tiness man, but the first thing he asked me

———
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was, ° have you seen Mr. 3larchard cn the
subject 2> That shut me out from asking
anything farther. What, has it come to this
that the postal affairs-of the whole Province
are hanging on the lips of that hon. mem-
ber? Have we been reduced to sach degras
dation? 1t is time for ue to be up and doing
if we have come to that, and let England
know that beyond a certain point mortsl
flesh cannot submit. When the insult has
become g0 gisring it is time that the country
swoke to a sense of its daty. The treat-
ment] to which T have referred is of s piece
with the treatment of our repreeentatives in
the Dominion Parliament. I aek are Cana-
dizn pets to preside over our affairs?

As I have sasid before the constitational
right of the people to be heard on any change
in thejr institutions has been ignored. That
right has been vindicated now by the pec-
ple’s advocates outside of and in this House.
The hon. Joseph Howe has buckled on his
srmour, and come forth to do battle for Nova
Scotis. When he-was fighting for the noble
principles of responsible government, which
we 80 long enjoyed, and which made usa
happy and a prosperous people, the then
Seoretary of State for the Colonies propound-
ed the doctrine that the Gpvernment in this
country was based on the well understood
wishes of the people. Weliave heen told that
our copstitation has been swept away and is
revocable. I will not believethat statement
until we bave it from the lips of our dele-
gates. Who will attempt to say what
would be the consequences then. I believe
that the news which they will bring
will be cheering to this country. I beligve
that justice will yet be done; and if this were
not the opinion of the people, we would not
s e peace und loyslty throughout the land, as
at present existing. Gurs are aloyal people,
proceeding in & constitational manner, and
we will ysit until the messagecomes. Ifthat
nesssere should be favorable our rejoicings
will be unparalleled; but if it be the reverse,
it is impossible to fortell thoe consequences.

Mr. Brancmarp.—I take this opportunity
of enquiring from the hon. member if the
poet rides of which he has spoken, do not
run through my county? If he decliaes to
reply, I will communicate with the Post-
master General.

MR. LAWRENCE’S SPEECH,

Mr, Speaker,—When 1 survey the magni-
tude of the great question before us, which
involves the Iargest interests of the people of
Nova Seotis, and which must exert a powers
fal influence, for good or evil, upon their
fortunes, I experience a senge of responsibility
which is slmost painful. But, sir, it is not
my purposs to enter into any lengthy re-
marks on this question; that ground has
been fully explored, and I should hardly
hope to come back with s single discovery;
our dealing with this question 18 not so much
for long speeches, as to act and decide, as
regards the restoration of the constitution-of
Novs Scotin. Itisthe duty of the represen-
tative to eacrifice considerable to his con-
stituents. But in his unbiased opinion he
ought not to sacnfice to any man, or any set
of men livliaag. They sre s trust from Pros
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vidence, for the abuse of which hs ‘is deeply
sneéwerable. And, sir, I hope that wisdom
and ‘moderation will be dizplayed in dealing
with any. question. that may come up for die-
cussion. 'The question before this House is
most vitally connected with tae hberty and
well-being of every man_ir Nova Scotia;
which being decided one way, he msay be a
free map; which being decidei the other, he
will be under Cunadisn rale And, ar, I
cannot find words to express the horror I feel
at the outrageous action of the men who
zold the liberties aud rights of a free neople.
1 must confess, sir, that I have listened to the
hon. member from Inverness with a good de-
gree of curiosity. He made 8 violent aitack
on the Government with all the fury of a
lion; and pours out all the vials of his wrath
upon their official heads. But I shall leave
the Government to asswer for themselves.
Nor js he willing to stop there; he goes on to
assail the whole House; and gave s challenge
to any five or six of them. But, gir, when 1
look round these benches, and seée him sure
rounded by thirty-six men, I can make sl
allowance for his fary. And thus looking at
the hon, gentleman’s position, I must admire
hig courage. Iknow he has a hard road to
travel, and th_erei‘ore I would say to him in
all good feeling and brotherly love, have
charity in all things, and do not work so
hard against the current of public opinon.
Now, Mr. Speaker, it is not to be conceived
that a people who have enjoyed thelight and
happicess of freedom, can be resteained and
shut up in the gloom of tyranny and degra-
dation—all progress requires effort. The
human mind never rests comtented- under
difficultics, nor yields to the pressare of ty-
ranny without a struggle. It natarally re-
sists oppression and force in all their forme.
When it is deprived of what truly belongs to
it (as » matter of course) it calls in all its
forces, and preparesto regainitsown. Such
» question 18 now before us and before the
people of this country, and which involves
the same principle. The people of Nova
Scotia are deprived of what truly belongs to
them, and they expect the men whom they
have eclected to carry out their wishes in
seeking for & repesl of the forced and obnox
10us_DBritish North America Act, and to use
all lawful and constitutional means to re-
store again the right of self government and
the free enjoyment of British hberty, which
was obtained for Nova Scotia by the energy
and ability of the Hon. Joseph Howe and
others, and granted by the Queen and Par-
liament of Great Britain. But we have been
handed over toaset of men who are far
away, and who care nothing for us or for
the preservation of those interests which are
as dear to Nova Scotians as the blood that
circulates through their veins. Now, Mr.
Spesker, thisis no party question, it far tran-
scends all party considerstions, and strikes
a8 deeply and fatslly at the rights ahke of
Conservative and Liberal. The people of this
country, of all parties, have nobly entered
their solemu protest sgainst the outrageous
sction of the men who sold their country,
and which deprives Nova Scotia of seli-
government in the control of their own re-
venues, in defiaece of every principle of free

\
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constitutional rights, British justice, and fair
play. But they adopted the principle that
might makes right, and in that spirit laid
their sacriligioun hands upon the constitution
of the country; and, air, if this Confederation
Act is not repealed go far as regards Nova
Scotis, Nova Scotians will be very little bet-
ter than servants to the Dominion Parlia.
went; which will, on all occasions, laugh to
scorn anything in oppesition to their policy
from the nineteen members reprezenting
Nova Scotia, slthough backed by the mem-
bers from the other Province. Canadians
may differ or quarrel among themse}ves; but
whenever a question will come up effecting
the interests of the Lower Provinces, they
will unite agsinst us, and therefore we need
never expect any kind of fair play from a
Government with 2o large a majority against

us. R
¢ Oh,’’ but some of the Union men say,

¢ you have punished the men that betrayed
you, now turn too and go in for the Union.>*
Bat, sir, I think different; it is not so much
a question of punishment, as it is the recov-
ery of the rights and liberties of the people of
Nova Scotia. Now, sir, 1t is well known thst
death was in the pot for the last four years,
and unscrupulous schemers broke in upon
our rights, and took possession of all we en-
ioyed, or is worth having in any free coun-
try. With false ,statements and cunning de-
ception, the Government of Eagland was
made to think that the people of Nova Scotia
were willing and desirous of a union with
Cansds. All our appeals were of no avail;
the people’s petitions were unheeded; all on
aocount of misrepresetitation from & few ams
bitious and interested agitators. Now, sir,
what have been the result of the statements
made to the British Government that Nova
Scotia was in favor of a union with Canada?
Why, sir, on the 18th September last, the
voice of the people coming up from the eight.
een counties of Nova Scona, condemned snd
drove to the wall the forssken remnant of
those, who up to the very last hour of their
power, ceased pot in treating the people with
scorn and contempi. No wonder then, that
the voice of the country has spoken out with
s sound not to be mistaken, against a Con-
federation that has been forced upon them.
The people of Nova Scotia have done too
much not to do more; they bhave gone too far
oot to go on; they are brought into that situ-
ation in which they must either silently ab=
dicate therights of their country, or try con-
stitutiopally to restore them. Canadians
may talk plausibly to Nova Scotians, but eo
long as they exercise a power to bind this
country, 80 lopg will the chains of the one go
against the Liberty of the other. I love the
old conttitution; I have confidence in the in-
tegrity and capacity of the people of Nova
Scotia to govern themselves a8 in days gone
by. Ilove the good old flag of England, I
was born under it, and I hope to die under 1t.
But I have no demire to live under Canadlisn
role; I love freedom t00 well for that, Our
cause mAy meet impediments, aad may for a
time be defeated; but ultimetely must tri-
nmph, for

¢« Freedom’s battle once begun.,

Bequeathed from bleed:ng sire to son.

Though hafiled oft, 1s ever won 77

Yes, sir, cur clainr is strong, hssed on the
eternal principles of right; and is it possible
that a thing o greviously wrong as this un-
called for and forced Union with Canada can
triamph? No. sir, the people of NovaScotia
know their rights, and will never sabmit to
be kept 1n leading strings by Canadians If
the people are to be lulled to sleep, in the
very crisis of their couatry’s salvation, who,
then, is to decide? Not the intriguers and
interested office hunters of the country. No,
sir, the voice of & majority of the people is
the proper channel to decide in such matters,
and keep in their own hands the resalt of the
hard labor and toil of their youth. Look at
the outrageous tariff that the Canadians have
forced upon us, and what do we get in re-
tarn? Why, they say, “* O, you shs]l have
80 cents & hesd of your own money back.”’
This, I suppose, is one of the glorious bene~
fits that we were promised under Confeders-
tion.

We zow have to pay one-third more tariff
than we formerly paid, and receivé mothing
in return but a little one.sided charity, or
something like a pension, to meet the local
demsnds of the country; we have to pay
taxes to support this outrageous Confedera-
tion, in defiance of the voice of the people of
this country. And, sir, that union of heart
and epirit which ia sbsolutely necessary for
our people will never be brought about by
forcing on them high tariffs, and other dis-
tasteful acts. The pzople of Nova Scotia
never asked for & union with Canada, and
the subject would have slept if it had nct
been for a few aspiring and interested politi-
ciang, who kept the question salive, and forced
it upon the people by means best known to
themselves.

We have heard a great deal said of late
about public men changing their opinions;
why, sir, public men must certainly be al
lowed to change their opinions and their as-
sociations when they see fit.” Men may have
growa wicer,—they may have formed more
correct views of public policy. Nevertheless
it must be acknowledged that when a sudden,
and what appears to be 3 great change, takes
place, it naturally produces a shock. I con-
fess, ir, thatI was shocked at som- latter day
convergions — conversions that seemed to
take place almost in the twinkling of an eye.
Such movements of the affections, whether
personal or political, are a little out of na-
ture. When we see old political enemies,
abusing each other in all that is vindictive
and malicious, and suddenly falling in love
with each other, it canpot fail to make a
deep impression on the public mind.

Look back at the Irish usion; it was no
union of the people, but only a echeme of po-
liticians, and it is very clear that if Ireland
had never been betrayed, if her repre-
gentatives had mnsver been bought and
sold, there would be very lLttle to dread
in regard to Feniapg at the present day.
History say, *° that the parinership of Ire-
land with England was secured by British
gold.” Ireland was sold through her false
sons; corrupted and induced by men who
are held out before the world as traitors to
their countrys Take, for instance, the case
of Castleresgh; it is said he bought and sold _
his country; his conecience was his panish-
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ment while he lived; and thoagh he has been
dead many yesrs, bis evil reputstion lives
after him. Our constitution has been seized
upon, and bartered sway to Canada
withoat the consent of the lawfal owners.
And, sir, it is the daty of the people, the
1ightfal owners, to use all legel and copsti-
tutional means to regain what has been forced
from them. I desire to see Nova Scotia free
frem the comtrol of Canada, and unfettered
as the winds of heaven. IfI stood alone on
this question, I should feel it the greatest
pride of my life, to vote for a repeal of this
forced Union, and restore to the people their
free constitutional rights. The people of this
couutry want nothing but fair plsy, and the
Government that tries to force anything else
upon them, will only be gowing the wind to
reap the whirlwind. Sir, this Confederation
with Canads was conceived in sin end
brought forth in iniquity. Wherever the
civil rights of a country is not assooisted
with the Government, and the people under-
stand that the Government msy be one thing,
their freedom and privileges another, the at-
traction.to hold them together is lost. Itis
well known that the self<appointed delegates
misrepresented the sentiments of the people
of Nova Scotia; it was asserted that aftera
calm and matare consideration, they had pro-
pounced their judgment in favor of & Union
with Canada; of this assertion not one sylla-
tle has any existence in fact, or the shadow
of fact. Sir, to affirm that the people of No-
va Scotia was in favor of what they were
against; to make the falsification of her sen-
timents the foundation of her ruin, and the
ground of this distasteful Union, can best be
answered by sensations of astonishment and
disgust,

The time is come to lock out upon the
whole sweep of the horizon which encircles
Nova Scotis, with a firm purpose to do our
duty to the people of every part ofit. I have
opposed Confederation with Canada through-
out. I stand acquitted to my conseience and
to the country; and I now protest against it
as tyrannoua, oppressive, and unjust to the
people of Nova Scotia. Although Nova Sco-
tia is young yet we have a right to be proud
of her; we have enjoyed the blessings of re-
spopgible government, the best and freest in
the world, because self-government gives &
power which no other form is capable. It
1acorporates every man with the country,
and stimulates a spirit of liberty and
strength. Isit then to bs copceived that a
people, who have enjoyed for many years the
bght and happiness of freedom, can be re-
strained and shut up in the gloom of slavery
to Canadian rule? No, sir, you might as
well try to stop with sand the running of
a rapid river; the only consequence of such
an sttempt would be a temporary suspension.
The forcing stream would find its way through
new channels, and would spread destruction
and ruin on every side; therefore the progress
and hberty of a people are like the progress
of the stream. Kept within its proper chan-
nel it is eure to make fruitful the country
through which it runs; no human power oza
stop effectually its passage; and short sight-
ed as well as foolhardy must be the man or
men who would engage in such an unders

taking. Tke Government of this country for
gsome time back have not been represented by
the true feeling of the people, because it has
been too much influenced by passion, preja-
dice, or party interests, which may often give
to the Executive apparent strength; but no
Government can be either lasting or free
which does not create confidence and energy
amongst the people. The people elect their
representatives to act under the constitution,
o alter it,—they are appointed to exercisethe
function of legislators, and not to transfer
them without the consent of the rightfal
ownere. To have power is one thing, and to
do right is another; 6o if the late Government-
had power to pass sn act to change the con-
stitution’ without the coasent of the people,
surely this Government have greater
power (having the voice and true feeling of
the people) to pass resolutions asking for s
repeal of this forced Union. If this country
is to be rescued from the perils which she is
under, it must be done by an outspcken,
manly, truthfal, and bold declaration of the
sentiments of the people of Nova Scotia. We
agk no more than to be left 1n the enjoyment
of the rights which Gop has given ue; and it
these rights are not restored 2gain it will be
hard to keep down the elemenmis which exist
in the breasts of an injured people.

It has been said by many of the friends of
this forced Union with Canada that but for
a few party politicians the scheme would
have met with no opposition. This, sir, is
no new strain. It has been sung a thousand
times before. It has always been the tune of
a weak Administration. Did ever you hear s
minister acknowledge that the evils which
fell on his country were the necessary conse-
quenoe of his own incapacity or his own
folly? What man (wherever he may have
been) that has been in the possession of poli-
tical power ever yet failed to charge the
blunders and mischiefs resulting from his
own measures upon those who had uniformly
opposed those measures? Look back at the
administration of Lord North. He lost &
large portion of America to his couatry,
yet he could find pretences for throwing the
odium upon his opponents. He could throw
it upon those who had forewarned him at
every stage of his disastrous policy. O, no!
it was owing to no fault of his administra-
tration; it was the boldness of Chatham,
Fox, Burke, and others. These men, and
men like them, would not join him in his
American war. They would not join what
they considered to be extreme foliy. They
declared him to be wanton They pointed
out plainly, both to him and the country,
what the end would be; but he declared their
opposition to be gelfish and factions. He
pursued his course, and the result is in his-
tory., Itisan old and coostitational right
of the people to canvas public measures and
the merita of public men, and to demand
from them an accouut of the trust reposed
in them; and a people who weuld be afraid
to call their representatives to an account for
their actions in Parliament would deserve to
be blotted out of all the records of freedom.
They should not dishonor the cause of self-
government by attempting any longer to exa
ercise it. They should feel ashamed, and
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keep their uoworthy hands entirely off from
the cause of responsible liberty, if they are
capable of being the victims of tricks so
stale, 5o often practised, and g0 much worn
out on serfs snd slaves.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we meet here to look
after our ship of state, snd while a plank, a
timber, or any part of her holds together,
we should not forsake her. She has been dis-
tarbed and drove from her anchorage, yet
she is still afloat, and is now freighted with
the hopes and liberties of the people of Nova
Scotia, she is now under canvas, and clese by
the wind with s good strong breeze; and
although there may be some breakers ahesd,
yet I trust that she has & captain and crew
that has already acquired an energy of ad-
vancement that will support her courze clear
of all the rocks of opposition, and bring
her back to her ‘old 'anchorage, wuder the
good old flag that hzs braved for a thousand
vears the battle and the breeze. '

Now, sir, we have heard a great amount
#aid about constitutionsl law. Thst is sll

. very well forlegal minds to contend about;
they will try to make the black side white
and fair. Baut, sir, there is a law that stands
far above all such law, 3 law of justice xnd
fair play, that is enshrined :n the heartsof
the people, planted there by ihe God of pa~
tions Itiscot s collect:on of sbstract es-
says on public questions of richt or wrong.
This 18 3 Iaw wkich is nevey silent; it speaks
in the midst of armies; 1t 1~ s diffusive as the
air we breathe, it spresds 1teeil by a sort of
majestic influence over Iand and gea. Taking
its rise in 8 sense of right, which c¢vea in
early times was-powerful enovgh to vindi.
cate itself, it has gathered mcw streagin with
the advance of civilization, and it is attended
in this age by sanctions which no people may
dieregard. Sir, we may glance back at the
American contest with Great Britain. The
war of the Revolution was undertaken in de-
fence of a great principle; the epirit of lib
erty revolted against taxation, which wss tco
nght to be felt =8 a burden, but was too
great a violatiop of principle to be borne by
men who were jealous of the encroachments
of power. They sanuffed oppression in the
tainted gale, they struck for freedom, and in
the mighty struggle which ensued they had
the sympathy of mankind, and the contest
undertaken for liberty ended in independence.

Bat, gir, I believe that when onr case is
properly understood on the other side of the
water, that Ebngland will do wus justice.
When I take into consideration the feeling of
the people of this country, I feel my shareof
the great responsibility of this Houee The
country is in a crisis. I feel it to be a crisis;
and I am ready to say God speed to the man
or mca who ehall carry us honorably snd
safely thrcugh it. Now, dir. Speaker, in
conclusion I desire to say a word in regard
to the question of disloyalty that has been
charged against a large msjority of the peow
ple of Nova Scotis. We who stand up and
vindicate the rights of the people, have been
called rebels, traitors, sud snnexationmists,
Now, sir, I would ssk, was O’Connell a rebel
for asking that hia countrymen should have
equal rights with other British eabjects?
Waa Sig Robert Peel and the Dake of Wel-

N

lington rebels when sgitating for a repeal of
the Corn Laws? Were all the great politis
cians of England rebele, who from time to
time agitated a repesl of the laws which they
believed unfair to their countrymen? No
sir; & thousand times mo. Iam fally con-
vinced that every srgument urged against
the step we are called upon to take, might
bave been advanced with equal justice against
aay of the changes I have enumerated. O,
but many of our opponents say, that the peo-
ple of Nova Scotia are ignorant, and are not
capable of judgzing for thems:lves—that they
do not know what freedom is, aad that they
have no right to name freedom till they are
fit to use their freedom. Wiy, sir, such &
doctrine i8 very like the man who resolved
not to go into the water tiil he had learned to
swim. If men are to wait for liberty till they
become wise in slavery, they may, indeed,
wait forever.

Sir, the cry of loyalty will not long con»
t.nue against the principles of liberty. Loy-
alty is a noblé€ thing, a judicious principles
but loyalty not associated with Iiberty is only
& corrupt principle. Sir, you may boast ofa
union with Caaada, but 3ou have no union
of the people. Any Act of Parliameat that
would destroy the liberty of the people is mot
worlth the paper taat it is written onj it is
dead born from the womb. Sir, the bulk
of public opinion of Nuva Scotia are be-
fore this House, and say, we want our libcr.
t1e8—we received them from God, 2nd we wilt
not resign them to Canzda; and we ask fora
repesl of this wicked and forced Union.
Taerefor~, you men of Nova Scotia, cherish
Iiberty us you love it; cherish its securities, as
yon wash iv preserve it; end be true to God,
to your coun’ry, and to your daty.

Quar opponents may boast of their boneand
siaew, wealth, intelligence, respectability,
virtue, snd everything that sounds glorious;
but, #ir, what does a majority of the people
of Nova Scotia cay? We mistrusted yoor po-
Litieal conduzt «il alonz, but now we have
weighed you in the balacce, an ¢ you are
found wanting. We have paid you off for
your shortcomings, and sent good and trus!-
worthy Antis o take your place—men in
whom we have confidence.

I have spoken out frecly what I have felt
it my duty to say; we must look the dangers
which threatzn usin the face, The people of
this country look to the action of this House
with tae deepest interest, and I trust that the
action of this House will fally meet their ex-
pectations. And, sir, those who are now con-
tending for the rights of the people, may be
barkei at and denounced for & time; the
surges of opposition may dash'against us;
but when the storm is gone by, reason and
trath will triamph. I hope, thercfore, that
for our own sakes, and for the sake of Nova
Scotiz, we shall act veapimously in voting
for the resolutions now before the House.

MR, CMAMBERY SPELCH.
(CONCLUDED )

Mr. Craxpges enid :—Last evening I was
nnsble to conclude my remarks on this qués-
tion, and I therefore take this opportunity
of resuming, and promising to confine my-
se'f strictly to the queation before the House.

\



My desire is to shew my constituents that
the vote which Uintend to give will be intelx
(igently and conscientiously given. When I
ceased speskir= 1 was making referenee to
the stemp act—an sct grievously borne in
the Province. . It w=a such an act that caused
the Colonies, which now form the United
Statee, to revolt, aithough their loyalty was
as true as that of any people within the Deo-
minions We never thouzht such an impos:-
tion would be putupon us. From all I can
learn, this stzmp act 16 hikely to be most in-
conveniert iz 1r# operation. A moan living
nineumiles from = Past office, before he caa
draw a bill or give a3 valid recerpt must go
that distance jor 3 stamp; the reruit will, in
many czs2k, pe that the businesg cinuct be
dope. IZs pereon wishes do draw a bill for a
hundred doilurs, and onzcent over, the stamp
will gost Liim wix cents, and that mast be lour
1f the holder w:shes to proceed for its col-
lection. The easiest way, in such aesec,
would be to forgive nsrt of the debt. Was
such 1nconvenience submitted to in any other
country Now =2s to the pcwspaper tsx.
Take the Easlern Chronicle, of which psper
I think 2 ¢ood deql, becunse 1t did vs a vast
amount of cood in the late contcst, for ex

ample. It 18 published twice a week; the
postage will be forty cents, and the duty, at
fifteen per cent, on the paper will msake
twenty cents more, being three shillings ad-
ditional which each subscriber will have to
pay._ This monstrous tax will bring the sub-
i o thirteen shillings a year. The

proprietors tel
reduction in their sul
sult, for they must eit ake only geven
shillinga a year for their paper, or they must
charge thirteen shillings to their subscribers.

1t was #aid in the election contest that the
Canadians would bring down their capital in
abundance, and this statement turned a num-
ber of votes, becausge the young men thought
they could easily obtain the means of going
«nto business; but what was the.result? Have
we scen these prophecies fulfilled? It is true
a new Bank has been established, but money
instead of being at six per cent as before, can
hardly be had at geven per cent. If the addi-
tional charge of one per cent benefitted our
banks it would not be of so much consequence,
but it is paid over to the Canadiaun treasury.
We have been accuged by the hon. member
for Inverness of bringing forward weak ar-
guments, but I might show the House at
length how weak were the argnments of his
superior, Mr.” Axchibald In the Colchester
contest we held fourteen meetings, and in-
stead of talking about Confederation he spoke
about the mines and minerals, and said,
“* you must support me because I helped to
settle that question.”” But in the western
part of the county at one of the meetings the
people refused to hear Mr. Archibsald at first,
on the ground that he had refused to hear
their petitions; but my colleague told them
that if they wished to hear any one on the
other side they must hear Mr. Archibsld,
and then they agreed to hear him provided
he would stick to the question of Confedera-
tion. He promisedto do so, and commenced
at cunsiderable length about the Acadia Iron
Mines, and. the steam works which were be-

iption list as the re=
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that they expect a serivus '
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ing erected there, stating that hereafter the
compsny would have four millions of con-
sumers instead of 350,000, as the iron would
go duty free. This was s pretty forcible ar-
gument, and some one #aid, *‘ how are you
gowg to answer that?’’ * Fortune favors
the brave,’” and it so happened that one of
us had & copy of the Canadian tariff, and
what was our answer ? That under that tariff
the prodaots of the company’s works went in
daty free, and under Confederation it could
go no freer. The people began to laugh at
the hon. gentleman, and instead of attending
the other meetings there he paid visits pris
vately to the people.

At the next meeting ho had five individuals
to aseist his cause, but be did not attend him-
gelf. A learned Doctor offered to show us

“some of the benefits of Confederation, if we

would give him an hour, and the gam and
substance of his.argument was that we could
make babies as cheaply here as in Capada.
We cannot send manufactured goods to Can~
ads, because their water power and machine-
ry is so far superior to ours, and when wecan
get our machinery equal.to their’s at pre-
rent, they will be far in advance ef us in the
market. They get coal in return cargoes
from England; they can get their iron cheap-
er than we can supply them, and the fact is
they are now sending stoves down here to
compete with our foundries. One of the ars
guments throughcut the elestion, we know,
was that manufactures would be established
here, but now we fiad the Canidians sending
down merchandise of all kinds. Will they
take cur butter and ocheese in return? Not
at all, for, while we heard a great deal about
orders for cheese, the Montreal papers were
ststing that Halifax would be a good market
fox batter, if it were good. They will not
take our pork, for in Halifax we gee as many
porkers from Canada staring us in the face ag
would make & dinner for every Confederate in
the country. Orders for leather, it is true,
came down at one time, bat they were not re-
peated, for it was found that leather was no
higher in Montreal than in Halifsx, and the
orders, in future, for that article, are not
likely to be of sny considerable amount. They
will not carry cargoes of our coal in tteamse
erg, bat it is said they will take our gold.
That reminds me of a society of atlorneys in
London who ageeed that they would take
nothing but gold from their clients; in a
short time it was found that one of their
number had taken silver, and, on ‘being
brought to account, his excuse was that he
had taken all the man’s gold first. Another
was found taking coppers, and his excuse
was that he had taken all the gold and silver.
So these Canadians, after taking ali our gold,
will take our silver and copper also. Why
should we pay more for a Cznadian article
that we can buy cheaper in England? What
we want is to be allowed to get our goode
where we choose. 'Inow will show you what
is #2id by sn advocate of Confederation on this
subject. The Christian Messenger is a good
authority on most subjects, but it appears to
have gone wrong, somehow or other, on the '
subject of Confederation. What does this
paper ssy when it finds the shoe pinching its
own corns?
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S‘Another highly injudicious taxis thatof 15 per
sent on the importation of paper. This duty was long
ago abolished ip Great Britain as a barrier to the
spread of information and a relic of the dark ages and
yet we are to have it imposed on us at this day. The
object of, the {rupost is doabtless to encou age the
manufa e [ paper in this country. But we do not
think the publshers thr ughout the D ion ahould
be made to pay a tax for thepapose of benefithog four
or five manufacturers, who canvot compete with other
countries, let us have a free trade in this art.cle so
cssential to the mental food of the whole people. We
protest against thi as a decidad retrogade movement

What we want is free trade all over the
world. We are told that we should try this
Confederation, but I am quite satisfied with
what I have seen of its operation during six
months. Here [ remember a little story told
of the King of Abyesinia and a Yankee, who
told him that he wounld teach his donkey to
read in fourteen yesrs’ time if he was paid a
sufficient sum of meney. Now the King of
Abyssinia puts to death all those who do not
keep their promises, snd hew do you think
the Yankee looked at the matter I will
taske the money, he 83id, and live comfortably
for the fourteen years, and by that time
either the donkey or myself or the king will
bedead. So it will be with us. If we try
Confederation for a few yesrs we shasll
either see its advantages.or we shall all
be dead. Wherever we look over the face
of this country we see opposition to the
Union. Farmers, fishermen, mechanics are
all opposed to it, and demand repesl The

majority of the bankers and capitalists also _

entertain the same opinions. This feeling
originated among the people themselves, and
has not been stimulatad by politicisns as cer-
tain gentlemen would have us balieve. It is
the duty of every patriotic Nova Scotian to
oppose this Union. I must say we would
willingly psy Mr. Blanchard $100,000 if he
would get us rid of this detestable yoke that
is now upon our necks.

Dagt the hon. member asks, What will hap-
pen if we donot get Repeal ? Thave beard that
qaestion asked before. ** What then?’ is a
momentous question. I asked a gentleman
the other day how he would answer it. He
replied, ¢* Mr. Chambers, I advise you to be
careful of your property; we have a large
stake in the c-.untry, and whatever you do,
geek a change 1n the law >> But suppose we
cannot get & change? He would not answer
that question I ssy that the people of Nova
Seotis are loyal now, and wieh to coxntinne
80, and if they only get Repesl, they will be
ten times more loyal than ever. They do not
seek Anpexation, we do not wish to partici-
pate in the war dzbt of the United States—it
would be a greater victory to get Repeal
withont Annexation. We wish to_live a8 we
have lived. We do not ask for a Republiosn.
form of Government or any change in our in-
stitations. We do not wish to elect our own
@overnors; but I believe that the man who
gets us Repeal will become our Governor
somehow or other, for the people will be so
delighted they will have s modck election, if
they cannot do anythiog elee. We only wish
to be placed wheré we were before, bui, if
the agitation continues, I cannot answer fox
tue people. I knuw that they sre determinegd
to have Repeal, and 1f they do not they will
be exasperated. Whalever the consequences

may be, the Confederates will be answerable.
If they go on exasperating the people as they
have been doing, they will drive them into
Apnexation.

Hon. 8reakErR.—I cannot allow you to pro-
eced in that way. You had better not exe
press what you believe.

Mr. Coamsers —Well, the- people shake
their heads gometimes, and wink a little. All
I will say, in conclusion, is that we must
work together, and be true to ourselves and
our country, and we need have no fears of
the future.

.

Afternoon Session.
The House met at 3 o’clock.

MISCELLANEQUS.

Mr. BraxcHARD said that before the House
proceeded to the order of the day, which waa..
the striking of the committee to try his elec-
tion. he wished to take exception to the ge-
cunty filed by the petitioner. He also obe
jected to the drawing of the committee when
there was not the requisite number of mems»
bers, thirty-three, present besides the Speak-
er and himself.

The SpEARER thought that the number was
safficient, but finally postponed the order of
the day to Monday.

Mr. DickiE presented a petition from the
Clerk of the Peace of Kinga County on School
matters.

Mr. CocupAN presented a petition from
Charles Lamont and others on School matters.

Hon. Prov. SECRETARY presented a petition
from Freeman Denison and others for money
for a rosd

Mr. Nortaup preszented a petition from
Brookside Settlement, Terrence Bay, for a
money grant.

Mr. CHAMBERS presented a petition from
E. Tupper and others for money to build a
bridge; also, one from Mr. Blackwood and
others for & grant of money.

Mr. RycrsoN presented a report from the
special committee on the relief of distressed
fshermen. The report was received sund
adopted. )

Mr. NorTHUP presented a petition from R.
Nickerson aud others for a grant for a rosd
pear Sambro; also a petition from J. H. Hod-
son for the yrivilege of making a sidewalk
from Bedford Station to the rifle range.

Mr Purpy asked the Government to lay on
the table & return showing the increase of
salaries made by order in Council, and -the
advances for the road and’ bridge and other
services from 1st July to Sth November, 1867.

The zdjourned debate was resumed. -

MR, YREERANY aPEECH.

Mr. Freexsx said—1 do not intend to make
= lengthy speeck or to occupy the time of
the House unvecessarily, bat I will offer a
few remarks un the question which has so
deeply di “u, bed our cace peacefal and happy
Province Were I to corsult my own feel-
1vgs I would keep my sest, and give place
to weptlermnen who sre prepare!l 1o sddress
:ne House with greaier effect than I can. and
who are awaiting their turn to deliver their
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. Epeeches.

ant daty to discharge, and shall I not raise
my voice, feeble though it may be, in con-
demnation of the British North Americs Act,
which has imposed so many burdens on us,
and deprived us of ocr liberties, I shall be-
tray the trust repcsed 1n me by my constitu-
ents. I have taken notes of topics which
suggested remarks, but the gentlemen who
preceded me have occupied nearly the whole
ground. I msy say at the omiset that I
heartily endorse the resolutions laid on the
table by the Attorney General touching this
question, asking a repeal of the Union, and
representing our case 20 fully 28 they do.
feel pleaged also at the unammity of feeling
which geutlemen around these benches have
expressed on this subject, as also st the man-
ner in which the Government have tsken
hold of it, and I am heppy to say that the
county I represent 18 also pleaced with the
action of the Government thus far. We have
had s fair trial of this act for five months
and upwards, and the results are pretty well
koown to the people of this country. In thst
time we have lost much in a firancial point
of iew. Take, for instance, the calculation
which the hon. member for Inverness gave
us—he told us that we could appropriate
$329,000. That, I.beheve, consists of the
subsdy given to Nova xcotis. It was said
also that the local revenue would probably
amountto $142,000, and these two amounts
give §366,000. That will be about all the
revenue that we shiall have to dispose of It
is generaily acknowledged that our debt will
be eight and-a balf millions, leaving us $28,-
000 to provide for intérest. The Provincial
Seoretary told us that the School grant wounld
probably be $234,000; the road and bridge
service in 1866 was $244,000, and thes2 items
alone give us $493,000, and makes & defi-
ciency of $27,000. Then we have all the
?ther local services to provide for, as fol-
ows i—

Government departments, $15,000
Crown Lend depsrtment, 18,000
Mines, | 72,593
Legislative expenses, 30,000
Hosp1tal for Inssne, 30,000
Poors’ Aaylum, 12,000
Ferries, 12,000
Relief of Poor, 5,000
Navigation securities, 20,000
Pablic printing, 6.000
Miscellaneous, 4,000
Corouer’s inquests, 1,400
Deficiency as above, 27,000

Total deﬁéney, $258,493

This will be an enormous loss, and there
will be no other mode that I see of meeting
it than by direct tsxation. It will never do
tor us to resort to that, for the treatment
which we would receivein retorn from oar
constituents would be something .like that
which was visited on the beads of the thirtys
two gentlemen who inflicted this Act upon us.
The evils of the measure are not oply those
whivch my ~calculations show : Mr. Rose
tells us that the Dominion has & floating debt

_ of sixty million dollars, a poxtion of whick
we must pay, and there are other dissdvan.

But I feel that I have an import- -

-

.

tages which have been fally gone over by the
gentlemen who preceded /me.  We have been
tauntingly told that the elections run on the
18th September were riin not only on the
Confederation scheme, but on side issues such
as the school law. My! personal knowledge
88 to other counties is somewhat limited, bat
ss to the county which I represent I osn ssy
that such is not the case. The Union quess
tion was the sllsimpoztant question before
the electors. The candidstes who were run-
ning their elections in the interest of Canada
spent coosiderable sums of mopey, and
brought other influencés to bear on the elec~
tion, and although ap enormous sum was
1aid out on one bridge and road just before
the election, the Union candidates secured
only one-fourth of the votes of the county.
It was not ran on_the|side isgues, although
the candidates holding Union principles did
all they could 4o rally the old parties, and to
sustain themselves by allusions to other
questions. ] :
Among the mapy disadvaniages which
must result from this obnoxious Act is this,
—that the readjustmént of the representation
by populstion in the Ottawa Parlisment will
in course of time give us & smaller propor-
tion of members thah we have now, while the
representation of Upper Canada wiil be 1>
creased.. The scale of inorease of population
shows that the incrkase of C4énads was by the
ceneus of 1866 equal to 4.34 per cent., while
that of Nova Scotia was but 1.82 per cent.
The populaltiotll 8161;6 DUpper Canada was—
n

3 3,090,000
In 1861]1, 2,507,637
. )

. Increage, 582,343
The estimated poﬁulatien of N. Scolia was—

In 18686, s
In 1861, 330,857
A Incraise, 37-.1—45

Making a resulf es foilows:
Canddian increase, 582,343
Nov,h Scotian 1ncreaee, 37,143
I

Increase over N. Scotis in 6 years, 545,200

At this rgte of increase, Upper Csnada pro-
gregsing much faster than Nova Scotia, and
the representation beirg readjusted every ten
yeary, that of Canads will increase, and that
of Nova Scofis decreaze. “This will be & grie-
vous wrong_ to this country. According to
the scheme, Nova Scotia receives 80 cents per
head, and / $60,000 per annum, while New
Brunswick aleo receives 80 cents per head,
$50.000 pér annum, and an additional sum
of $63,000 for ten years. In this an injuss
tice was donetous. Wehavea larger popu-
lation than New Brraswick, and why should
ske requite 863,000 more than us? The rea-
son aesxgneq may have been that she'was ec-
gaged 1n railway extension; but were we not
in Just the eame pomtion? But the fzot that
New Bruzuswick did not readily comeinto the
scheme, may account for the extra grant
which fnay have had some effectin producing
the sygden change of feeling which was wit~
nes her second-election. The people of
this SMitry also feel deeply aggrieved at not
being allowed to speak on this question at
the polls. We feel that & Union between No-

.
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va Scotis and Canada is not desirable, be-
cause the legislative policy required by the
two Provinces being different, Canada requie
ring & protection which taxes the breadstuffs
which we must bay from sbroad; but we feel
that even if the advantages were on our side,
the treatment which we have received would
have been utterly unjust. I was glad to hear
by the remarks of Mr. Pineo that he was uas
favorable to this part of the transaction. He
seemed to be displeased at the way in which
the scheme was carried, although he is wils

- ling to nocept the sitaation. If the hon. gen-
tleman thought that the Government had
done wrong in imposing this Act upon the
peopie be should have protested against it,
for I feel that no one having the spirit which
should actuste every Novs Scotian, can fail
to express his condemnation of the policy
which bas prohibited the people of thiscoun-
try from exercising the franchize on an all
important question affecting their interests so
vitally as this does T feel that I can endorse
all that the resolutions contain; they aresuit-
able to the occasion, and express the feelings
of the people. Itrustthat they will be unans
imously adopted, and when our delegates go
home with the request of this House, that tke
country be relieved of the burthen imposed
on us. I have an abiding faith in the Queen,
sand the men administering the affairs of the
mother country, that they will hear and ac-
cede t0 our petition.

Mit. COCHEANS SPHECK.

Hon. Mr. CocarAX said :—I have attentive-
1y listened to this debate from its commence
ment, and must congratulate the House and
the country on the ability with which it has
been conducted If it had zot been for some
remarks that fe!l from the hon. member for
Inverness, respecting the constityznoy I have
the honour to represent, I hardly think I
would have troubled the House with any oba
servations, snd certainly I ghall be very
ghort in what I intend now to say. The hon.
gentleman having had an election of hisown
to run, was hardly in a position to know the
actual state of things in this city. He had
hiroseif a hard battle to fight, and it wasonly
by the merest chance that- he came here at
all. When the question ct Union came first
before the people of this country, I took that
view of it which I have ever since held.
When Dr. Tupper came out a candidate for
this county, the Antisunion party thought
that the time had come to make s move, and
I was waited up.n by teveral gentlemen ask:
ing me to come cut. I paid no attention to
them for s while, but when I saw that my
services might be ueeful “to the party, I con-
sented. At that time I had taken a passage
for Europe in the Cunard steamer, and I de-

" termined to go notwithsianding the approach-
" ing election,
feelings of the people of ~Ilalif9x, as well as
those outzide of the city, I found that one-
half of ue mght be away and the matter wounld

In going round and testing the '

<

requiring every public officer to vote for the
Union candidates. Mr. Longley used his
power as the head of the Rsilway Depart-
ment. Even the city officials were threaten-
ed by a gentleman who had been lorg in the
City Council, and was fond of boast:ng thar
he had been instrumental 1 elgcting eeveral
Mayors. Such was the state of things when
the elections came off I have ro heststion
in saying that if an election were held in the
city to-morrow, we would get a Iarge majo-
rity over any .Union eandidates that might
be brought forward. The men who ran per-
tectly wild in favor of Union feel very "dif-
ferently now. It has been stated that the
most respectable merchants of Halifax are
Unionists. Now go up Water street, from
Moren’s to West’s, and you will find four
merchants againet Counfederalion to ome in
favor of it.

The tariff—one-of the first acts of the Con-
federate Parhiament—is certainly pot sn ar~
gument 1n favor of Union. Neither is the _
Stemp Act, under which every man isobliged
to affix & lony list of stamps to every bill and
vote of hand. This will be & pretty costly
ornament to the peopie of this country. Just
look at the tariff—fifty per cent. hizher than
our old one If a man buys four bushels of
corn he must pay 40 cents or 25. onit. On
the other hand-wine is reduced to ten cents—
the same as that upon corn. The, rich man
can drink his wine at a less rate, bat the
poor man must pay more for his food. I.
have been forty yeais in this country, and I
never paid a cent on corn-and-cornmesl and
rye flour before.  Our coal is obliged to pay
a 20 per cent duty in the American market,
and yet the Canadians allow the American
coal to come into their ports duty free. That
shows us plainly how we may expect to be
treated by the msjority in the Confederate
Parliament. I have no doabt SirJohn A.
MacDornsld would gladly impose a duty on
Auwmerican coal, but his supporters from Up-
per Canada will not allow him to doso. 1
have no doubt we shall have a 30 per cent.
tariff imposed upon us ere any great length
of time hes elapsed. When they wished to
conciliste the Maritime Provinces they lower-
ed thetariff to 15 per cent., but we know that
under the expensive system of government
established in the Dominion this rate will not
suffice to meet the expenditures. They pro-
pose: buying the Hudson’s Bay Teruitory,
and building the Intercolonial Railway, but
where 12all the money to come from? Not
from a tatiff of 15 per cent. certainly, . when
we know that Canada could not meet her ors
dinary obligations for years uader a 20 per
cent tariff T trust, let me say in conclusion,
that we shall not be kept in this Union much
longer, but that Nova Scotia will be permit~
ted to regain her old constitution and pri.
vileges, under whieh she hasenjoyed’so much
prosperity and happiness, I have travelled
over Europe aud Americs, but nowhere have
Iseen a happier and more contented .commus
pity than Nova Scotia. I left theold country

be eanmly seettled in our favour. But on my _jn my youtb, and perhaps I was not then the

return, I found that about 200 persons who
had signed the requisition to us were prepa-
red to vote against us, or not to vote at all.
The Government of Caunada sent s despatch,

N

mort loyal of men. I was, likea good many
of my countrymen, carried away with the
notion that England was an enemy, but when
Icame to Nova Scotia, and saw the state of
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things here, I was satisfied and have lived in
the Province ever since. I found thatthe
msan who would not be loysl to this country
must be & fool or an idiot. I believe at the
time of the Fenian excitzment, had this counw
try been invaded, my countrymemen would
have been true to their allegiance; I mever
heard s man speaking in support of the Fee
pians or eaying there should be Fenians
among us. I am sorry to be obliged to con-
fezs, if mattrs progress as they have been
doing, if we do mot get out cf this Union,
wmach of this good feeling will be swamped.
I believe that peace and order are gone from
Nova Scotia forever if this Union is perpe-
tusted. I believe that many persons were
once in favor of Union. but when they came
to see the iniquity of the present scheme,
they changed their opinions very soon. No-
thing shewed more clearly the feelings of the
people of Nova Scotis than the departare of
Dr. Tapper and Mr. Archlbald from this
oity a few days ago on their way to Canada.
These men were a credif to any country—their
ability entitles them to respect, but when they
left not a farewell cheer rose from the crowd
asgsembled on the wharf; one would actoally
have thought it wasa funeral. But when
Mr. Howe left he left amid the hearty cheers
of the large crowd that saw him depart on his
patriotic mizsion. Such is the ;feeling of the
people of Nova Scotia generally.

The men who sit on these benches indicate
very clearly the sentiment of the country. I
do not find fault with the people of Canada.
1 believe they found themselves in a position
of difficulty, ard could see no other means
of extricating themselves except by annexing
the Maritime Provinces. As respects the
men who betrayed their country in this
House, we cannot but censure them most
loudly. Oane of the gentlemen who now sits
in the other end of the bwlding met a. friend
one day on the street, when the question of
Confederation was under consideration, and
said, *° We are sold.”” That hon. genileman,
however, was found voting in favor of Union,
and now he has been rewarded. So far as
the resolutions are concerned, I agree with
every line of them, and hope when the peo-
ple of England look at the real position of
matters they will meet out to us that justice
to which we are entitled at their hands.

SPEECH OF HON. PROVENCXAL
SECRETARY.

Hon. Prov. Sec’y. ssid:—In rising to ads
drees the Houee at this time I feel much eme
barrassed, from the fact that in the opening
of this debate three or four legal gentlemen
addreseed the House, taking up the constita-
tional argument, and following after them
eame 8 number of able merchants who took
u p the financial part of the question, and
thus the matter has been so fully discussed,
and so completely exhausted, that a lengthy
epeech would be merely adding to.what has
already been said, in a digcussion which,in my
opinion, should not detain the House long at-
ter tosday. It is important that the debate
should be brought to a close a8 early as posw
sible, and at the same {ime it is important
that every gentleman should have an _oppox-
tunity tonexpx'ess hig- views, in order that

the people of this Dominion aud Great
Britain shonld know the unanimity of senti-
ment preva’ling throughout the length and
breadth of the land. I spesk to-day from a
different standpoint from that occupied by
any other gentleman, from the fact that
am free to confees openly to the House that 1
am 8 Unioniet as far as a union of the Mari-
time Provinces goes. When the resolution
was brought Jown and paseed suthorizing
a delegation to Prince Edward Island, to form
s scheme for such s union, 1t mst with my
hearty approvaly and I looked forward to the
consummation of the measure with & large
amount of interest. Bat I was deeply disap-
pointed whert I found thoee gentlemen who
went on that delegatiun closzd their labors at
the instanco of a number of delegates from
Canada, whu desired to frame and carry
out what they were pleased to term the
1srger Union. I felt, with regard to the Ma~
ritime Provinces. that inssmuch as our inter-~
esta were identical, 2 union would have the
effect of removiag duties which interfered
with commercial interchange, equalising the
carrencies, removing rettrictions from trade,
and reducing the legislative expenses, with-
out any risk being incurrcd, but with the
certzinty of the general interests being ad-
vanced. When we look around our Prove
ince, and see that we are only connected by a

- narrow neck of Iand to New Brunswick, that

nearly all our ports are open from one year’s
end to the other, and that we area fishing and
maritime people requiring trade with all the

“world, it is obvious that a .connection with

Canada, whose harbors are closed for the
greater part of the year, must result in great
Eisadvantuge to this colony. I said that our
ports are open for the whole year,—it is real-
1y so, at some geasons some few of the small-
er harbors are closed, but as s general rule
such is not the cxse, As & maritime and fish-
ing people it 18 neceseary, in order to the'
prosperity of the country, that we should \,
have as nearly & free trade policy ag possible,

while Canada, being peculisrly situated, re-

quires a protective policy in every sense of
the word. ThereforeI eay in all sincerity

that in my opinion there is no confederation

of Novs Scotia with Canada that can result

in anything but disaster and tazation, be-

yond what the country can besr fer zome’
time to come.

T said that I looked forward with interest
to the consummation of a scheme for a Mari-
time Union, and that my disappointment was
great when I found that that project was
abandoned, but still 1 looked forward in hope
that some scheme might be arranged whereby
the Confederation of all the Colonies might
becarried out without seriously impairing
the interests of the smaller Provinces, and
when the scheme was brought' down I was
prepared to give it the most carefal consider-
tion, and to adopt it if I found it anything
like what such a scheme should be. But
when I came to examineit, and to find that it
to have been concocted for the pattie
cularadvantagh of Canada, and,that the in-
tepests of this country would suffer very ma-

¢rially from a union on such s basis, thén,
in common with nineteen-twentieths of the
people of this Province, T made up my mind

o
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to do all I could to defeat it, and I have
never ceased from that effort down to the
present time. Iknow it bas been said that
Mr. Howe’s efforts caused zli the agitation in
the country, snd that if i¢ had not been for
him the measure would have been spproved
of atthe polls. I stand here asthe repres,
sentative of a county in which wsa held the
third, if not the second meeting on tae sab-
Jject, & year before it wags known which side
of the question Mr. Howe would take; and
no matter what his views were—although I
am free to confess that he gave us a very ms-
terial addition of strength when he came cut
~—the feeling would have been just as strong
ag it is to-day. I will endeavor to-day to
make a short and practical epeeth, and in
order to show thecorrectners of theviews Lhave
already advanced I will take up a few figures
and sapport my position by them As 1t is
not in accordance with Parlizmentary usage
to referto a debate that has teen closed, 1
will be unsble to approach s former epeech
of the hon. member for Inverness, excepting
by way of supposition, and, we will therefore
sappose that the Government came before the
Legislature with s speech from the Throne,
in which it was stated that the financial con
dition  of the country was unsatisfactory,
and that the leader of the Opposition, “to
show that such a statement should not have
been made, told us that in consequence of
Confederation being carried out the Province
had run into debt to the General Government
$600,000 before £fix months had elapsed. If
that were the case it would prove very con-
clasively that the Confederation was not at
all satisfactory. No argument in favor of
the existing state of affairs could be adduced
from that state of things, because the hon.
gentleman, in eaying that the country was
1n o better financial condition than ever be-
fore—there being $329,000 in the treasury to
carry on the government with—would be ob-
liged to admit in the next breath that we had
run into debt by $600,000, I am not willing,
however, that the argument should go before
the country even in that way, but 1 will read
from Mr. Rose’s statement 2 passsge bearing
on the snbject. Before do:ng so, however,
I would remark that the assertions about the
Canadian Government having been largély in
advance to us will be equslly applicable if,
on the 24 of July, that Government had paid
over to this Province a portion of our sub-
sidy. The Finance Minister, in that case,
might, with equal truth, come forward with
the asgertion that we were Isrgely in advance
in our receipts. Mr Rose states the matter
thus i—

¢¢ StatementC gives in detail the receipts and
psyments in Nova Scotiz, and a glsnce at it

shews ag
Receipts, $769,689
Payments, 580,414

leaving an apparent surplus of $219,275
Bat since then, there has
been advanced on ace
connt of the subsidy to
be paid to Nova Scotia, $317,44%
And there has been paid
for interest due to the
e:srs, Baring,

242,428 509,877

3

8

From which if we deduct the surplas

of receipte just mentioned we shall

find that Nova Scotis has at this

time received an advance of 340,602

Thas is the poeition up to the 1st December
instant, but while I make the statement, I
hope no member will entertain any sectionsl
feeling—1I give the facts as they are, but these
ficures, it should be remembered, fluctuate
very much, and of course & great deal of this
expenditure is on account of the debt of $8,=
000,000 with which Nova Scotia agreed to
come into the Union. Wehave in fact to find
the money to make up s portion of that debt,
and having found the money, the Dominion
isbound tofind the money to meet the intereat.
1t is not as if the debts of Nova Seotia or New
Brunswick had existed at the time of the
Ugion; for then all the Dominion would have
had to do would have been to provide the
jnterest; but there are current engagements
of the Maritime Provinces, mataring from
time to time, which the Dominion has to find
money-for at once, and that perhaps not
merely to the amount of sevem or eight
millions, but to the extent to which their
liabilities exceed this sum, and after this
comes interest on the whole, the excess of
which over the interest on the seven or eight
millions wiil have to be deducted from the
subsidies to be paid.”’

This is 8 plam statement of the facts, and
it places the whole matter in 80 clesar a light
that there can be no difficulty in coming to
the conclusion that we really are not indebted
to Canada in any sum for advances. I have
prepared a short statement which will shew
how the matter stands, excluding the amounts
paid on account of the two railroads. I take
the amounts as Mr. Rose gave them, making
$219,275, the five months subsidy, which 1s
all that should be chargeable, and it leaves
$84,133 in our favor. I do not deny that
the Canadian Government may be in advance
of the receipts, becanse they have paid sorne-
thing on account of our debt. If that debt
wag 8ix and s half millione, and we were ¢n-
titled to go in with eight millions, they were
bound to pay us the balance at any time, and
on the principle which they have adopted, if,
onthe-2ad of July they had been called upon
for the additional two and a half millions,
they would have charged that against our
sccount as 80 much advanced. T proceed in
the next place to give a comparative state-
ment of the amouht of duty collected in Nova
Scotis in 1866 under our tariff of that year,
and of the amount that we would have paid
in that year under a ‘Canadian tariff. I have
had every item calculated, and although it
msy possibly be erroneous to the extent of a
few dollars, yet I believe it wiil be found in
the main correct. I take 1866, because it is
{)hc only complete year that we can calculate

y.
Awmount under Canadian tariff, $1,830,238.86

¢ ¢ Nova Scotiatar-

iff, 1,402,698 88
Difference against Nova Scotia, $427,539.98

Thus we gec that under a Cansdian tarifi
we would have paid on the importations of
1866 $427,539.98 more than under our tariff
of that year Tt is true that Mr. Johneon hsg
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made s calculation producing a different re-
sult, making it appear that Nova Scotia
wouald only lose 53,000, but any such state-
ment is preposterous The free goods could
not 50 nearly balance the account, and any
statement shewing such a result is intended
to deceive and mislead. The same thing was
done with regard to the mmports of New
Brunswick, and a most competent person
come forward and shewed that in that state-
ment an omission was made of "$200,000.
The whole matter is carried on by that kind
of deception. I e=id that this country re-
quired free trade as nearly as™ possible, and
that will be plainly shewn when we come to
place the protective daty of Canedsa on her,
for the importations of Nova Scotia, in 1866,
were equal to $38 per head, while those of
Cansda, commonly considered the most
wealthy Coleny, only amounted to $15 per
head.- When our importations, under a ten
per cent tanff, come to $38 per head, is it
not plain that the raising of that tariff must
be advantageous to the country? I find also
that Canada expends but 86 cents per hesd
for local purposes, while we expend $2, and
the .same proportion prevails throughout.
This remark brings me to the consideration
of our revenue and ssgets under Confeders-
tion, sand I think tke statement I made of the
ficrures, a few evenings ago, will be found in
the main correct. I will shew firat our reve-
nue from the various sources :

“ Revenue.
Crown Lands, $ 42,764 26
Gold Mines, 25,000.00
Coal Mines, 45,000.00
Hospital for Insane, 20,000.00
Subsidy, 4,000 00
Bonus, 60,000.00

. 456,764.26
Estimated Expendilure.

Salaries, $ 15,000.00
Criminal Prosecutions,  2,000.00
Coroners’ Inquests, 2,000.00
Crown Land Dept., 17,850.00
Education, 164,000.00
Legislative Expenses,  30,000.00
Paplic Printing, 10,000.00
Public Works, 40,000.00
Department of Mines,  15,000.00
Poor Asylum, 13,000.00

ief, 6,000.00 -
Roads and Bridges, 240,000.00 .
Steamboats, Ferries, &6.  8,000.00
Navigation Sequrities, 10,000.00
Provincial Exhibition, 6,000.00
Agrieulture, ,000.00
Deaf & Dimb Inst., 2,000.00
Miscellaneous, 12,000.00

596,850.00

Expenditure over Revenrue, $142,085.74

1 ask the House if that is the position that
a Province, rising in the soale in which we
have risen for the last ten years, should be
placed? I blush for those who have placed
Nova Scotia in that position? In addition
to the smounts which I have stated, therehas
been paid since the 1st of July on the new

s
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Provincisl Building $35,603, and there will
be yet to be paid $20,000, making $55,653.
Then coming to the department of education,
we find that we must make an advance of
$45,000 as s loan to the counties, which will,
it'is true, be repaid in the subsequent year,
but which must be provided out of this year’s
revenue Again, we are obliged to previde
23 of $80,000 for the new Poors’ Agylum,
amounting to $54,000; and st least $25,000
for interest on excess of public debt. These
items give $179,653 to be added to the deficit
of $142,085.74 which I stated before, making
8 total of $321,738.74 as & deficit for the pre-
sent year.

1 stated before that I have made this state-
meant of figtires, not with a view to deceive,
but to show the House and the country what
we must expect if we are to remain in Con-
federation. It would be useless for me to try
to make 1t appear that we have $200,000 or
$300,000 to spate from the treasury when we
shall certainly be short over the amount
which I have put down for roads snd bridges.

It has been repeatedly said by the advo-
cates of Confedederation : ‘‘we have given
you & new Act,—you found fault” with the

* Quebec scheme, and therefore we have im-

proved it.”> Ishould like fo know in what
the. improvement consists,—the Quebec
scheme left us the right to impose export du-
ties, but that has been taken away by the
Imperia]l Act. The new arrangement gives
us $60,000 per annum, but it gave a like
sum to all the other Provinces, so that we,
who suffer, must have to pay a part of this ~
very money, and the right of laying on an
export duty is vested in the General Govern-
ment. That is just the position of things
under thenew arrangement. As regards the
constitutional part of the argument, I would
just say that no doubt many members recol.
lect the celebrated campaign which Dr. Tups~
per made in the western countieg,—he held a
meeting at Weymouth, among other places,
and what was the ground of his srgument
there? It was that Howe, Archibald and
MocCully were governing the country in de-
fisnce of the well understood wishes of the
pegple, and were going coutrary to all British
precedent in doing so. He mades most pa-

_thetic speech, telling us that those gentlemen

were going to govern the country im that
way for four years. Well, they did so, but
at the end of that time the people had s per-
fect right to displace them if they pleased.
Dr. Tupper,” however, thought they had not
the right to hold the government for an
hour; he- declared they were infringing on
the constitution, and laid down the doctrine
that the constitution belonged to the whole
people—that every child in breathing his first
breath took in a portion of it—and that any
man who undertook to govern the country
in defiance of the wishes of the people would
be depriving them of the privileges which
belo:g to them under respomsible govern=
ment. <

The hon. member for Inverness told us that
the Attorney Genersl was the Tory of Tories,
and boasted that himeelf had been brought up
at the feet of Gamaliel, 1éarning the principles
of Howe, Young, and other leading men of the
Liberal party. I looked at him with amaze=

J



i

80 ’

" ment,—is it possible that he has imbibed the

principles which those men laid down, and
yet 8o fer forget himeelf and everything
preached and practised by the leading men
on the Liberal side of politics 1n this country,
as to etand up here and tell the people that
they had no more right to contro} the Gov-
ernment, or to be heard on any change in
the constitation, thanjthe people of Russis,—
for his statement in substance was that? He
reminds me of what an American-gentleman
said that Lord Derby remarked in England
on being asked what were Esrl Russell’s poli-
tics,—hia reply was, ° when Earl Russell is
in power he is 8 Tory, but when out of power
he is a Liberal.”” Sowhen the hon. member
for Inverness was out of power he was a Lib-
eral, but when he got the ship hand he was
a bigger Tory than the Atty. Gegersl, who, in
this debste has been advocating true conser-
vatdve principles : the right of the people of
the country to govern themselves, I have
'mever taken a very decided stand on either
side of politics,—I have been a Conservative,
but oniy this far, that I was always willmg
when it could be shown that 2 change was
necessary, to aid with both hands the ads
vancement of the true interesfs of the
country.

The hon. gentleman also referred to Hali-
fax being strongly confederate, and sepoke
of the wenlth and intelligence of the metro-
polis. When I read the accounts of the July
celebration in Halifsx, I thought that all the
citizens must have adopted Urion principles,
but I little thought that a larze amount of
the funds expended in thst celebration were
paid out of the public chest That expendi-
ture was made, I believe, for no other pur«
pose thsn to make the people of the rural
districts believe that Halifax was strongly
confederate. That brings to my mind the
gcenes enacted in the country on the lst of
July; while in Halifax the day was celebrated
with something like rejoicing, what was the
fact in the country? From one end to the
other nothing but mourning and grief were
exhibited; the shutters were closed from
morning to night; the flags were at half-
mast; Dr. Tupper hung in effigy from every
barn slong the road, and everywhere the
signs of deep regret at the loss of the coun~
try’s liberties, were displayed. The hon.

member for Inverness asked“the other day

what e expected to accomplish by this agi-
tafion. " I will tell him : we expect to accom-
plish & complete repeal of the Union as far as
Nova Scotia is concerned. We will approach
the British Government as loysl and intelli-
gent men, the descendants of men who pre-
ierred a home in the wilderness of this coun-
try to ease and affluence under the American
flag. We will tell them that the*Act of Con-
federation was forced on our country Our
people, having had time to censider the mat-
ier, are perfeotly satirfied that to continue
the present state of things would bring no-
thing but ruin and disgrace upon them, and
we therefore come here a2s loyal and loving
subjects of the Queen, to ask for a repesl of
the Act.

I think I can {ell the hon. member what the
anewer will be also. That Parliament will
gay we were deceived into the passage of the

Act and did not give it full consideration—
we are far from wishing to force the loyal
people of Nova Scotia into a confederation
sagainst their wishes. Take back your consti~
tution, and 20 long as you remain loyal and
true to the British flag and feel a desire to
live 48 & colony of Great Britain, we will do
all we can to advance your interests *in time
of perce and protect you in time of war. The
question ** what then ’> was asked the other
day. I will tell the House *¢ what then,”’
—s Jlong* loud shout will go up from one
end of the country to the other of God save
the Queen, and many s poor man, whose daily
food has been made dearer by the legislation
uuder which we are suffering, will joun in the
shout. When that day comes a new stimulus
will be given to every branch of industry.
Tie fisherman will ‘go forth with his line, the
miner will take up his shovel, and the ship
carpeater his axe. The .merchant will make
large importations, and new life will be in-
fused into the people. I have not the slights
est doubt that if we gain repeal, our impor-
tations, instead of continuing te fall off as
they did last year, will soon be doubled. If
the right of selfsgovernment be restored to;
“ us the people would not feel even the fifteen
per cent tariff which we nave been paying
Canada s heavy burthea—for the grest trou-
ble with us now is that we receive no corres-
pouding benefits for the taxes that we pay. If
repeal be granted, as I have said, the coun-
try will go forward with new strength and
vigor, trade will be opened 1n new channeis,
the waves of prosperity will roll in on Nova
Scotia’s shores, and oar Province will enjoy
the position that nature has destined her to
occupy, as one of the finest gems in the Brit-
1sh crown.
Mr. Hoorer—I intended addressing the

Hopse on several occagions, but so much has |

already been said on this subject that I feel I

cannot invest it with any new mnovelty, and

therefore I shall only say that I heartily en-

dorse the sentiments contsined in the resolu-
" tions, and shall vote in_their support.

MR. DESBRISAY’S SPEECH.
Mr. DesBRrisAY said :—Mr. Speaker, I shzll

endeavor in addressing the House to beas

concise as potsible, but I feel that this ‘gues-
tion is of such vast importance that I would
be avoiding & daty I owe to those whom I
have the honor to represent if I were to pate
it by with a silent vote. One thing, sir, is
indisputable, that Nova Scotians are mot to-
day as free nor as contented as they were pre-
vious to the Confederation of this Province
with Canada. I know it is asserted that the
Anti-Confederate party are to blame for the
discontent that unhappily exists in the conn-
try, but this statement cannot be supported
by sound argument. Some of the warmest
advocates of Confederation do not hesitate to
declare that the mode of procedure asregards

Nova Scotia was most high-handed and out.

rageous, snd I ventare to assert that there is
not on record & more cool, determined defiance

of popular rights than was exhibited by the -

principal agents in the transsotion here in No-
va Scotia. It has been frequently asserted that
the leading men of this Province, years ago,
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advocated the Union of the Provinces. It
was, I admit, urged that the union.was des
sirable, and if wisely managed might-result
in good, but to say that such a scheme as
this, with all the advantages for Canada and
disadvantages for us, which- sre its main
characteristics, was ever dreamt of, much
Jess publicly procisimed, is not consistent
with fact.
up to the time when its advocates saw a

chance of its being effected, that the people

should not be consalted on & measare hke

this which would affect themselves and their

children for fauture generations. .Tell me not

that the constitution of our country can be

changed, and the rights of this people bar-

tered away without reference to those whose

interests are immediately affected. If the

arguments of the hon. member for Inverness

and his friends be correct, then sny Legislae

ture, however corrupt, can wholly destroy

the liberties of the people, and they must

tamely submit. Ifa Legislature, elected as
ours was in 1863, can act as-they did, and

still ke within the constitution, then the

people cease to have a voice in the manages

ment of their affairs, and self-government is

only a delusion and a snare. Then the most

monstrous scts can be committed by those

who, pretending to represent others, have

their own personal sggrandizement chiefly

n View.

I want to krnow why the pegple of Nova
Seotia occupy s different position from the
people of New Brunswick. This is a ques-*
tion that has not been, and cannot be, an-
swered. The people of that Province had
two separate electione, but the electors of Nova
Scotia were not allowed the right of ex-
preesing their opinions upon the most mo-
mentous question that ever engaged the at-
tention of this country. No satisfactory rea-
son can be given why the people of Nova
Scotia, who are certainly just as intelligent
2nd capable of comingto a satisfactory con-
clasion on matters of importance as the peo-
ple of the neighboring Province, shouid have
been denied the right which the latter en-
joyed. On every principle of justice they
should have been gonsulted, and the members
of the former Legislature who declared one
day the Union to be impracticable, and on
the next recorded their votes in favor of it,

deceived the people whom they had been sent _

to this House to represent. Ore of the argu-
ments of the Confederates has been that this
Province having comparatively limited re-
sources, was to be united to a country of im-
mense wealth—that we were to enter a part-
nership in which one partner—that iz Nova
Scotia—would have a small capital, while the
other—that is Canada—would have an enor-
-mous income, and that we would receive ben-
efits muech greater in proportioxh than any
contribution we could msake to the genmeral
stock. This delusion was entirely dispelled
by Mr. Galt who, when advocating the
Union, used this language: *“I ask the
House frankly to look at it as a great mes-

sure brought down o relicve Canada from -

distress and depression.”> He went on to
£ay that if the leca lrevenues were inadequate
then the people must resort to direot tax-
ation.

\

I remember when I was studying my Pro-
fession in this city, coming into the gallery,
and hesring the present Attorney General
say : *“ Nova Scotia came from the hands of
the Creator, endowed with greater matural
advantages than any terntory of equal dimen-
sions on the face of the globe.” I ask you if
the development of her resources in the inte-

It was never once hinted, at least - rira has not proved the truth of what he then

said. One of the first questions that should
have been asked when the measure was un-
der consideration ‘wag, whether it was to be
advantageous to all the Provinces concern-
ed. What did Sir Richard Graves McDon~
nell tell the Legislature in the session of
18647 That he was pleased to be able to con«
gratulate them on the unprecedented increase
in the revenues of Nova Scotia. The follow-
ing statement will clearly show the remark-
able increase of our customs revenues in ten
year’s time : In 1856 this revenue was $571,-
588; but it had increased to $1,226,199in °65.
In 1854 our Exports were valued at $4,990,672;
bat in 1865 they amounted to $8,830,693.
As I represent ope of the principal, indeed

the largest fishing constitneney in Nova Scos"

tia, I may mention that the fish exported in
1854 from this Province was valumed at $1,-
960,932, aed in 1865 it reached $3,282,016.
I have said that there was no necessity for
Nova Scotia to enter into the Union in order
to promote her prosperity and sdvancement.

-When the French fleet visited this port some

years ago, one of the officers made a tour of
the Province in order that he might see the
state of the d~scendants of the old Acadians,
and when he returned to France he wrote a
work, in which he asserted that there were
no people who had more reason to be happy
and contented than those in Nova Scotis, and:
he added with reference to the taxes, they
laid upon them *¢ as lightly as 8 down cush~
ion.”> Compare this siate of things with that

1

of the Canadians. Having had a deficit for .

many years they saw in the revenues of Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick a means of overs
coming their difficulties, as suzgested by Mr.
Galt. Accordingly they proceeded in hot
haste to-Charlottetown, and persuaded the
Delegates from the Maritime Provinces, who
were charged with-the performance of a cern
tain duty, to adjourn to ancther Province, and
there to arrange a schem2 which was wholly
outside of their instructions. This Province
has received from its public men the most
contemptuous treatment.

The story of Mr. Watkin has been oftea re-
ferred to, and I must also allude to it for a
moment. The man whois the ‘‘ head 'and
front of all the offending*’ in Nova Scotia
was the oue who led the Parliament of Eng=
Iand asiray on this question. He says he
told Mr. Watkin that he had delivered ad-
dierses in the different counties on the ques-
tion, and that he came into power with a
large majority who gave the scheme their
pupport. Mr. Watkin evidently sought for
correct information. Because Dr. Tupper
delivered lectares in Traro, Windsor, and
one or two other county towns, were the
people of this Provinee therefore to be con-
sidered conversant with the details of the
scheme. He must have made the statement
he did designedly, in order to have Mr. Wat-



kin believe that the people had decided -in
favor of the scheme, becsuse he kpew that
such was not the case. I would like to kndw
why hedid not remain here to finish the
-work of educating the people up to the
blessings of Confederation n the face of a
high tariff and the Canadian Stamp Act. 1t
is said if the Fenians come to Nova Szotia, or
if there ia any threatened 1nvasion, the peo-
ple must rise 1n their might; and yet 1f they
are deprived of their rights and privileges
s British feeewen by thoes living on their
owa s0il, they must be quiet. K
All we required was the privilege of de-
c:ding the question for aurselves, and I shall
tarn the attention of the House to the lan-
guage used by the gentleman who moved the
resolution on_which the delegates went to
Eogland, and w: want nothing more than
what be said to show the proper mode of
dealing with this question. Mr Miller said
in Temperance Hall: * L2t no attempt be
made to plage the walls of the Provincial
Buwlding betaven this measure and the elect-
ors of Nova Ssotis. If the advocates of the
measure have faith ia the soundness of their
scheme, let_them submit it to the only tris
bunal competent to pass s judgment upon it,
the people at the polls.”> That he then took
the right view of the question the elections of
last September clearly proved. Yet the gen-
tleman who used this language came to the
House and, in his place moved the regolution
on which the deteg tes”went to England,
in order tu tusten this imiquitons scheme ups-
onus. I wou'd like to know why the course
he ndvised at first ought not to have been fol-
lowed'in 1866! Iam ashamed to say in my
place in this House that g0 many public men
of Nova S:zotia, charged with the interests of
this people, proved false to the trust reposed
in them in the manner they did. Why, sir,
a city wood sawyer, even the man who begs
from door to door, ** poor pensioner on the
bqunties of an hour,”” may better illustrate
the worth and diguity of human nature than
the men ¥ho betrayed their country, though
they have half theletters of the alphabet after
their names, and now receive high salaries in
the Dominioa as the reward of thoar decap-
tion. These men I hold to have been Nova
Scotisns only in name, snd I am happy to
see that some of them are out of the country,
and if ell of them were away the interests of
the people would not suff:r in consequence
Let me, however, add that I hold that men who
have been consistent advocates'of Confederan
tion all through are not to be classed with
those who came here declaring that they were
opposed to the scheme, and afterwards voted
in favor of it. The hon. membar for Inver-
ness the other day hinted that he hoped to
change the opinions of some of the honest
men he saw around these benches. I hope
he will not be able fo do any sach thing. "I
believe every man will maintain his alleziance
to his Queen snd to the people, and that
every one of them at least of the thirty-six
will emulate the conduct of that noble Roman
sentinel who foraook not his post at the zates
of Pompeii, but was found when the rwins of
that city were uncoyvered, stauding id s
place erect in death, st1l] holding his spear.
(Cheers ia the gallery which was repressed
by the chair.)
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Mr. BraxcaaRD—Ifit were not for the ex-
ample get by the Houso itself the galleries
would be quiet enough.

Houn. SPEARER—Sir, it is not for yom but
for the chair to attend to the order of this
House. Yau are not yourselfinclined to pre-
serve that decorum which is expected from
every gentleman, for you very often converse
with gentlemen on these beniches when others
are speaking.

Mr. Braxcaarp—I may say that never
since I have had the honor of a #eat in this
House have I known a gentleman to be re-
fused permission to interrupt another, -apd
make some explanation. When gentlemen
encourage that gallery to make demonstra-
tions to destroy the order of this House they
are at liberty to do eo0, but if you do not
check them I will. %

Hon. Speager—When you, sir, assume the
cuties of the Speaker of this House, and
whilst 1 am here to preside over the membera
of this body, and reprove them foranything,
I must call you to order, and desire that this
may never be dome sgain. (Cheersin the
sallery.)

Mr. BLANCHARD—*‘] gee strangers in the
gallery.”? -

The galleries were cleared, and the House
at once adjourned until Monday.

MoxDpAY, 17th Feby.

The House met at 3 o’clock. .

Mr. Ezganvan Youna presented s petition
from Mount Uniacke, and introduced a bill
in accordance with the prayer thereof, ask
1ng that that settlement be incorporated into
West Hants.

Mr. RYERsoN presented a petition from a
Way Office Keeper, asking for a larger
salary. B

Mr. KipsTox, a petition for money.

Mr. BLANCHARD, a petition for certain re-
muneration.

+Mr. J.- McDoxArD, from School section,
No. 9, St. Andrews, praying for an alteration
in the School Law. N B

Mr. NogTHUP, from A Coffie, of the Cume
berland Hotel, Amherat, in reference to the
License Law. °

Mr. Purpy, slso two petitions on the same
subject. i

The order of the day, the drawing of a
Commtiee to consider the petition against
the return of Mr. Blanchard, wag then taken
up \ .

Mr. BranesaBD entered a protest against
the petition on the ground that no legal and
sufficient security has been filed—the securi-
ties being two members of the Houase.

Hon SPreAxkeR said he had looked over the
authorities, but ke could not find an instance
of any petitioner having two members of the
same Legislature ss gecurities, but perhaps
the bon. gentleman, or his ¢ounsel, would
cite some precedent.

Mr BraxcHABD asked thst he be heard by
hig counsel at the Bar. .

The m.tion was granted, and JAMEs Mce
Doxaro, E.q , appeared at the bar and ad-
dressed the House against the validity of the
petition. He srgued that it was contrary to
the digpity of the House that members
ehould act as scourities in cases where they
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were acting as & Court. It should be remem-
bered, he argued, that the Legislature was
the highest court from which there was no
appeal, and consequently there was greater
necessity to do pothing that might tend to

the injury of those whose interests were in ,

their hands. No precedents could be found
anywhere—either in Englsnd or the colonies
—for such & case as was now under comsid-
eration. It had been decided in the courts
below that a member of Pariiament cannot be
received as bail, because, slthough he may be
worth the money a hundred times over, yet
he caanot be called upon to resposd on ac-
count of his privilege. In elucidation of
this point the learned gentleman cited seversl
cases from May. Saunton, &c. In May, he
added, 1t is stated that theve is an order of
the House, that members of the Commons
being barristers are not to appear before the
House of Lords in mstters which are likely to
come before the House. What would be
thought of 2 member of Parliament accepting
a fee or reward in connection with matters
before the House? The independence of the
House would not be preserved if the mem-
bers were made directly interested in mattere
concerning money that came before them.

Oa the conclusion of Mr. McDonald’s re-
marks, the galleries were cleared, and the
question considered with closed doors

On resuming the following committee was
struck : Mr. Ross, Hon. Mr. Robertson, Mr
Johnsoni, Mr. Freemsn, Mr. D. McDonald..
Mr. Lawrence, The committee was called to-
gether for Wednesdsy.

The House then adjourned.

TuESDAY, 18th Feby.

The House met at 11 o’clock.

Mr. K1RK preseanted & petition from Guys-
boro’ for a bridze across St. Mary’s River,
and strongly urged the Government to take
the matterinto consideration.

Mr.. BLANCHARD also spoke in favour of the
construction of the work.

Mr. Kipk said if the Government would
pot tske the matter up, then the people of
Guyeboro® would be obliged to ask for leave
to incorporate & Company to build the bridge,
dnd ask tolls thereon. .

Mr. J McDoxaxp presented = petition from
Black River, Frager’s Grant, Antizonishe, in
reference to Edueation. Also from Black
Settlement, Tracadie, to chauge the nama
thereof, and a bill in accordance with the
prayer thereof.

Mr. LaXDERS, petitions for moncy granis.

Mr. JomnsoN, bill to legalize zscessment
roll in Shelburne. . '

Mr. HoopEr, petition of Angus McDonald
and otbers, for money on & road

Dr. MugrAY, petition, section No. 12, for
a change in a poiling place; also a bill in ac-
cordance with the prayer thereof

Hon. Mr. Troop, petition from Annspolis,
praying the House to grant a survey ofa
road between Shelburng and Annapols; he
pointed out the necessity that exists for the
work in question.

Mr. BLAXCEARD said the former Govérn-
ment had a given a pledge to comstruct the
work, which was undoubtedly desirable

- oerns the

On motion of Mr. Blanchard, Messrs. Blan-
chard, Vail, and Northup were sppointed »
Cowmmittee of the House in reference to the
Legislative Library.

The adjournel debate was the;l regumed.

M. DESBRISAY’S SPEECH.
(CONCLUDED ) ,

Mr. DesBrisay then continued-hig speech|:
I was interrupted in the Address which I was
making to the House on Saturdsy, by the
hon. member for Inverness. He found fault
with the members of this House following the
practice of the British House of Commons in
expressing their opinions of what they hear,
and I think he might have shown tomes
measure of the same forbearance which wae
exhibited to himself on s previous day when
you, Sir, baving given orders for the galles
ries to be cleared, the occupsnts were sl%owed
10 remain becsuse that hon. gentieman saw
¢ respectable people’’ amoug them. The re«
tutn I make 18 this: 1 am ready to bear my
testimony that the hon. member i8 very use-
fal in this House, and I know that since I
came here he has given his attention closely
to the public business. When I cloged on Sa-
turday I was about referring to the cry of
disloyalty and annexation which has been
brought againet the Awnti-confederate paity
in thigcountry. From whom does this cry of
disloyslty and annexation come? Chiefly
from » few persons in the city of Halifsx
whose stock in trade appears to' me to be
slander; slander which, in the words of
Shakespeare,

¢ Qutvenoms all the worms «f Nile,
And makes the meat it feeds unon.”

Slander which, as we see da.’ after day,
spares neither| the longest life F’f usefulness
nor the bighest respegtability. | I am happy,
howevsr, to” know that these Exersons stand
alone, aud tkat they have about as muoh in-
fluence now in this country ds they bsd on
the eighterntt of September Iast. There has
been a good desl of lip and po¢ket loysalty in
Novs Szotie, jexpressly manufsctured for the
occasion. With this loyslty I [have nothing
whatever to do. Ilove England, the home
of my fathers and the birthplace of the free;
England that leads the nations, asking them
to accept for themselves the great and maniv
fold blessings that follow in her train; Eng-
land that in so meay langs. our own in-
cluded, has grcctzd her national flag and the
standsrd of|the cross together, so that the
lustre of the one 18 made brighter by the
glory of the bther—this Engiand I love. [
do not, owever, love this flear land of the
Meyflower dny the less, and the rights and
interests of 'her people arejto me objects of
special impartance A great deal has been
said sboat the taviff, to which the people of
Nova Scotic|are subjected bz the Confederas
tion schemé In examinigg it, I do not go
wuch care whether there arg certain articles
that are adatted duty free|which were not
free hefore | The mamn quegtion which conx
eople 18 this:| Are the articles
most required for their subsistence taxed?
If those artitiles chiefly consumed by the poor

people are thed, whilst those that are used

\
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by the rich are admitted free, then itisa
tariff to which the people of Nova Scotis can
never give their consent; and on examinsa-
tion of the matter, I find what I have stated
to be the fact.

The hon. member for Inverness referred to
Catholic Emancipation, the abolition of the
Corn Laws, and the Reform Bill, and cited
the speeches of Mr. Pitt and Sir Robert Peel
to shew that it was right to pass this act in
the way it has been passed All the measures
referred to extended and enlarged the liber-
ties and privileges of the people ; whereas
this aot, in support of which he brought such
matters forward, curtails and to s very large
extent desiroys the rights and privileges of
the people of this country. I thought, when
he undertook to desl with this question, he
woald not have taken solely the opinions of
men who might rise in Parliament and give
their views on constitational subjects, but
that he would have referred to those works
that are text books of authority. He might
without difficulty have quoted from the high-
est authority, aund have shewn that it is not
competent for a legislature to delegate its
power to make laws to any other body.
But he did not do that. It will be in my
power aleo to cite Mr. Pitt, and I think he
will not appear as the advocate of encroach-
ment upon the hberties of the people. The
hop. member 'will not forget the celebrated
stamp act which was to bind the old thirteen
colonies. It is constantly asserted that Con-
federation is necegsary to the defence sand
security of the provinces, and it is certainly
carious that the old stamp act usges the same
argument The preamble states in =0 many
words that it was necessary for the defence,
protection and security of the colonies.—
Here you see that the same reason that
was given for forcing the Stamp Act upon
the ofd Co'onies has been applied to us. I
think I can show that the people of Nova
Scotia sre now taxed by the authority of the
British Parliament, because if it were not for
the British North America Act the Govern-
ment of Canads would have no right to levy
8 tax upon us
gated power to pass the Act given by the
people, and therefore they ere ss virtuslly
taxed by the British Parliament s the in-
habitants of the old Colonies were in the last
century. We are not represented in the Brite
18h Parliament any more than were the old
Colonies. How was this thing brought
sbout? A delegation went to Esngland, snd
authonzed the Brivich Govermment to pass
the Act; 1t was s0 passed, but it was never
ratified by the people of Nova Scotia A rea-
gob given why the latter should be sstisfied
with this law 8 that power is left to the
Locsl Legislature totax the people for their
own loczl wants
ments uzed by the men wkto defended the
Stamp,Act. The then Lord Chancellor said,
in decate, ‘The nature of the Stamp Act
seerss to be mistaken. Tt binds all the Colo-
nies in general, but it does not enn‘rol the
powcr each Provinee had to lay internal
taxes for local purposes *°

Lord Camden saxd, ¢ My positior is this—
I repest it—1 will maintan it to my last
hour—taxation and representstion are m-

There was not even g deles

Tnat is one of the argu- .

separable. This position is founded on the

" 1aws of natare; it is more, it is itself su etere

nal law of natare. There is not s blade of
grass growing in the most obscure corner of
this kingdom which is not, which was not
ever represented since the constitation began;
there isnot a blade of grass which, when
taxed, was not taxed with the consent of the
proprietor.>’

If the people of Nova Scotis were taxed
under this Act by their own consent, then
most of the objections to it would be re-
moved; but no man can say that the consent
of the people was ever given to this British
North America Act. -

Let us now see what Mr. Pitt said, in the
House of Commtons, in the debate on the
¢ Address of Thanks .>’

‘It is a long time, Mr. Speaker, since [
have attended 1n Parlisment. When the resos
lation was taken in the House to tax Ames
rica I wasiil inbed. IfI could have endured
to have been carried in my bed, 50 great was
the agitation of my mind for the conse-
quenceg, I would have eolicited some kind
band {o have lzid me down on this floor to
have borne my testimony sgeinst it It is
my opinion that this kingdom has no right
40 lay = tax upon the Colonies. Upon the
whole, I will beg leave to tell the House what
is really my opinion—it is, that the Stamp
Act be repealed, absolately, totally; and ims
wediately. That the reason for the repeal
be assigned—because it was founded on an
erroneous principle.”’

What was done at the end of the debate ?
The obnoxious sct was repealed by a majority
of 114, and the repealing act was carried to
the House of Lords by, more then two huns
dred members. , That 15 what the people of
Novs Scotia want the British Government
now to do with this act, which iz stamping

~ out their exergies and making them disheart-

ened—to do just what they did for the old
Colonies. .

It has been said that this scheme was
¢“conceived 1n sin and brought forth in ini-
quity.”> Yo glaring has been the corruption
leading to its psssage, and ro hoztile is it to
the interests ot the people, that we may say
with Macbeth, on reviewing the whole mat-
ter, we have *“supped full of horrors.”’
Even the Sabbath day,-we are told, was des
secrated by some of these delegates by ap-
pending their signatures to this act. The
hop. gentleman from Inverness makes a note.
On the principle laid down by that hon.
member in reference to the Attorney General,
I can prove it. He seia it had been rumored
that the Hon. Attorney General had incited
the people not to attend their mlitia drill,
and 28 it had never been denied, he tcok it
for granted it was true. Adopting his own
style of argument, it hos been sasserted
throughout the Province that this thing was
done, and 1t has never beern denied. There-
fore, according to s own logic, I take it to
pe true

The hon. momber said a'good desl about
the city of Halifax having at the last election
throwa a mejority in.favor of Confederation,
axnd therefore ke argued that the intelligence
and wealth of the city supported the measure.
But is Hahfax the whole of Nova Scotia ? No,

~
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only & small portion dfit. Even if every man
in Halifax had voted for Confederation that
would prove nothing as against the whole
people of Nova Scotis. But the honest-hearted
member for Halifax rose in his place and
told us that since the elestion a grest change
had taken place in the feelings of the citizens,
and I take for granted, from his means of
knowing, that his statementis true. I would
like to know what the city of Halifax would
be without the rest of Nova Scotisa? Some
people seem to forget the relation it bears to
what 18 outgide of it. The hon. member for
Inverness next referred to the Great Confeds
erate party ; let us enquire a little into its
greatness. Up to the 1Sth September the
country was deluged by pampbhlets of every
desoription bearing on the question. Bogus
proclamations, with the Queen’s arms forged,
were issned to prevent the elestors meeting
snd consulting on this subject. The hon.
memnber for Halifax spoke about bill stamps,
and he could not imsgine why 80 many were
required except it was for ornament. They
gent down from Ottawa election notices orns-
mented in the highest stylecof art, with only
blanks left for the candidates’ names. - Thus
were the elections managed in Nova Scotis.
After all the official influences of this Prov~
ince and of Canada, used as they were by no
means sparingly, what was the result? They
only succeeded in sending one man to Ottawa
and two to this House. When the division on
theee resolutions takes place there will be wit-
nessed a sight that was never seen before
since Nova Scotia had a Parliament—every
county voting on one side on & question of
public importance after a lengthened discus-
gion. Even the county represented by the
hon. mover of the amendment will come up
and join hands on the same side. The people
of Nova Scotia, by the vote then to be given,
will wipe out the falze statement con-
tained in the preamble of the British North
Americs Act, that they desired to be confed-
erated with Canada. Then will the people zet
their seal to the demand for repeal, that is
coming up from every town and village and
settlement in Nova Scotia. - I [entertain &
good'hope that this Union will be repesled.
Two grounds for that hope I will mention to
the House. One is thatI do not believe that
He who guides and controls the affairs of
men, will allow the people of Nova Scotia te
be oppressed by those who have, in the short
time that has already elapsed since the pas-
sagze of the Act, shown the same tyrannical
spirit towards us, that characterized their
proceedings up to that time.

The second ground of my hope is that the
appeal of the people, constitationally made,
will shortly be presented at the fountain head
of all that is “*lovely and of good report >’
in the widely extended British Empire, where
sbove the noize of party,and the machina-
tions of evil and misguided men, even-handed
Jjostice_sits enthroned in the person of our
beloved Queen. I believe that the appeal, so
made, will be none the less patiently listened
to, nor none the less likely to be granted,
because it is sent from a Province which was
for a time the home of that royal lady’s
illustrious father, and in whick her own first-
born son &ns received winth an outburst of

|4

love snd loyalty second to none that has
. %reeted him in sany portion of her dominions.
thank you, sir, and the House for the atten-

tion that has been given to what I have said. -

1 shall cheerfally give my vote, as I am hap-
py to know will be the case with almoat
every other member of the House, in favor of
the resolutions laid on the table by the hon.
Attorney General.

MR. LANDERS> SPEECH.

Mr. LaxpEps—In rising to make a few re-
marke on the very important sabject before
the House, I beg jeave to say that Iam not
here to represent Feniang nor Annexationists,
but loyal suhjects of Her Msjesty the Queen
I believe that to be a very good maxim whick
reads never let go a certaioty for an uncer~
tainty. It was a certainty that previous to
the British North America Act Nova Scotia
had s good constitution—one that was highly
prized by all her people. It was also a cer-
tainty thatWNova Scoua had & good revenue
amply isufficient to fmect all necessary lia-
bilities. This Confederation bas now taken
us into a position of uncertainty. I am one
of those who believe that Nova Scotians
should msanage the affairs of Nova Scotia—
that the voice of the people, her own repres
sentatives, should fix the tariff, appropriste
the revenues, and control her offices, .and al-
low me to ask are we in a position to do that
under the Dominion of Canada. Ianswerno.
A people residing seven or eight hundred
miles sway from us, in _whom we have very
little confidence, with whom desire very little-
more political dealings than the Jews of old
had with the Samaritans—they now_fix our
tariffs, appropriate our revenues, and control
the offices of our country. If there is any
one thing that I desire more than any other
that appertains to this life, it is that Nova
Scotians may be freed from.this detestable
Confederation. When I say this I am not
spesking only the sentiments of my own
mind, but the eentiments of those who sent
me here to represent their feelings and pres
sent interests; and feeling so strongly as I do
upon this point, doubtless is one reason that
causes me to believe that we shall obtain the
repesl we are seeking for. I remember read-
ing in & very good book of s certain king who
had very large dominions—larger than thoee'
of Canada I presume. He had also & very
preud prime minister—so very proud that he

- required every man who went cut of the

king’s gate to make obeisance to him. It so

- happened that a certasin poor man at the

gate refused to comply with this mandate.
The consequence of this was that the minister
‘became very angry, but he scorned to lay
hands on the poor man alone, and so he des
viged a plan to destroy the whole nation to
which he belcnged. He succeeded so far as
to obtain the king’s permission to carry out
bis wicked design, but when the king was
made better acquainted with the wickedness
of his-mipister, he saw the crime of destroy-
ing this poor people, and he saccordingly
countermanded his order and gave them per-
mission also to hang the minister on a gals
lows fifty cubits high. I am confilent when
our Queen, God bless her ! iz made acquaint-
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ed with the wickedness of confederating this
Provinoe with Canads, she will certainly
countermand the order, and I trust she will
iesue s mandate to hapg the chief betrsyers
of Nova Scotia. It has been frequently asked
during the debate if Nova Scotia is refused
repesl, what then? Iam not going to an-
swer that, but I remember reading the words
& wise man said, ¢ When the wicked beareth
rale the people mourn.’” There will be
mourning in Nova Scotis if the demand for
repeal be not granted. Having made these
few remarks I give my most hearty assent to
the resolutions laid on the table by the At-
torney General.

MR. RBYERSON’S SPEECII.

Mr. RyYersox eaid :—~This discussion has
now lasted for some time, and it is therefore
unnecessary for meto say much, but I feel I
would not be doing justice to my constitu-
ents,wére I to let this debate pass by without
giving expression to my sentiments. This
House has met for the purpose of taking into
consideration one of the greatest questicns
that ever came before this country. We are
calied apon to deal with alaw which has
been forced upon us, and is in no way suited
to the people of this country. The people
have protested in the most loyal manner
against the measure of Confederation, and it
is now the duty of the Legislature to endea-
vor by every comstitutional means to rid
themselves of this North American Act. We
have now met here to effect that object by
appointing our delegates to proceed to Eng-
land to lay the matter before the British
Government, The Parlisment of England

not yield an inch; if we cannot get repesi
from the British Government let us mansge
our own affaire for a while. Wemay be loyal
to the British Crown, but let Nova Scotia
manage her own affairas. If the British Gov-
ernment has withdrawn its protection from
us we will go alone, and drive every Con-
federate out of the country. We kavealways
been 8 happy and contented people before
this act was forced upon us Everything is
now unsettled, and. nobody knows where to
turn.

There ave a few persons called Confedera-
tes st1ll who endesavour to hold up their heads
to make peoplebelieve it is all right; but they
know it is all wrong The whole country is
disheartened. We shall become & second Ire-
land: but I believe when these documents are
laid before the British Parliament, repeal will
be granted, Look at the Csnadian tariff, and
you see they relieve everybody who, they
think, have influence in this coantry; they
throw off the daty on 23 articles that enter
into the construction of ships in order to
neutralize a class of persons who possess
weight and influence in this province; they
take the duty off the rich man’s wine and tax
the poor man’s bread. Whoever has known
of bread being taxed until Confederation came
into operation. The Canadians take the con-
trol of our light houses, our breakwaters,
our revenues, and do with them as they think
proper. Custom houses and Post offices are
all controlled by the Canadians. If the peo-
ple of Nova Scotia are going to submit toany
such thing they are made of very different
material from what I think they-are. I do
not believe the people have been sold for 80
cents a, head—that they will submit to any

must be told in plain terms that Nova Scotia~—such indignity. There is a certain class of

will never agree to be confederated with Ca-
nada. With that country we have no sym-
pathy and never can bave. All that we ask
is to be left alone to manage our own affairs.
The people never asked for Confederation.
They were contented and happy until that
echeme was conceived and passed by Dr

Tapper and Mr. Archibald, who united to
force it upon them, and to heap burthens
upon them in the shape of tazes that are
most grievous to bear, to hsnd over their
revenues without their consent, leaving them
nothing to provide for their roads and bridges
and their schools, except 80 cents a head. If
more money i8 wanted for our local services
we must resort to direct taxation. Under our
form of Government a ten per cent. tariff was
ample to pay for our schools and roads and
bridges, railway interest, and whatever we
required. If went on increasing our pros-
perity we would have ample means for the
construction of our portion of the Intercolo-
nial Railway. When the deiegates go to
England there must be one thing they must
be told in plain terms, and that is, to make
no’compromise. If they canunot get a repesl
of the Act, then they must come home to
Nova Scotia, and we shall see what 1s to be
done.  No doubt there will be delegates from
Canada, and when the Parliament meets at
Ottaws they will do everything they can to
soothe down the people—they will pass sny
tariff we ask for in order to keep the yoke
frmly on us. We must be very careful, snd

4

persons tertainly who are not worth half of
that sum—that is to say, the Confederates—
they are only calcalated to bring disgrace
upon us. I would like to see our delegates
when they come back with the act of repeal, ,
bring also a warrant to apprehend those arcle
traitors who sgold this country. I beliéve
they have yet to come here and to be tried
in Nova Scotia for their disgraceful acts.
Unless, 1ndeed, they are forced to fly into the
United States, and hide themselves in some
remote section of that country. In cunclus
sion, I would say that I fully endorss the
Hon. Attorney Gteneral’s resolutions.
MRB., KIRK’S SPEECH.

Mr. Kieg said—1 rise to make a few remarks
at this late stage of the debate on this very
important question which is agitating the
people through the length and breadth oz
Nova Scotis, -under cireumstances somewhat
embarrasaing. I would have preferred re-
maining quietly in my seat, and giving a
silent vote on the resolutions lsid on the
table by the hon. and learned Attorney Gen
eral, and with which I entirely concur, but I
feél that I would be recreant to my constitu-
ents and to the people of this: country, and
would not be doing justice to myself, if I did
not expreszs my sentiments plainly on this
question. The people of =my county were
grieved when they learned that one of their
representatives on the floors of this Houee,

™
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. sflerhehad given them assurances of his

. opposition to Uniom, and in whom they
placed their confidence, had walked across to
the other gide in direct defisnce of his pled-
ges and often repeated -opinions, and voted
in favor of the British North America Act.
There can be no doubt as to the motives that
sctusated this gentleman thus to betray bhis
constituents and pervert his principles, when
we look at the other end of the building snd
see him occupying s seat in that body. There
is another gentleman to whom I must also
sliude, to my great regret—I refer to the
gentleman who was elected to the Dominion
Parliament in my county, who enjoyed the
confidence of the Anti-Union party so fally
that no one dared to oppose him, who fought
their battles manfully for many years in this
Houee, and was for some time leader of the
Anti-Unionists here, but who, on his first aps
pearance in the Parliament at Ottawa, for-
sook his friends and accepted the Union. I
can do no better to give an idea of the msn-
ner in which that intelligence was received in
his county, and what the people there think
of his recent action in this matter, than by
reading a resolution adopted at a large and
influential public meeting recently held in
that county. The resolution says :—

Whereas, At the general election in thid Province in
Scptemper, 1867, the people of this County declared
h inst Confederation in the mott em

e8 8g
phatic and decided manner;

And Whereas, Mr. Btewart Qamphell, for some time
the acknowledged leader of the Anti-Confederate party
in Nova B8cotia, was nominated in the interest of said
party, and as an Anti-Confederate returned without
opposition.

And Whereas, The said Mr. 8. Campbell, regardiess
of his solemn protestations, and in violation of the
confldencs reposed in him,did desert his party and
¢ accept the Union;”?

Therefore ¢ 12 Resolved, That this meeting dis-
claim and repudiate sach gross mispepresentation of

F,ms constituents, and hold up the man and his acts to
the pt and tion of h ble men.

Iallude to this matter because the Confede-
rate party here are trying to mislead the peo-
ple of Canada and England by saying that
were it not for s few leading politicians there
would be but little opposition to the scheme
in Nova Scotis. This, however, is not the
oase, for although the genfleman just alluded
to was perhaps the most popular man even
in that county at the time of the recent elece
tion, there perhaps is no public man at this
moment less popular. And why? Because
he accepted ‘the Union. The people sre g0
determined for repeal that they will sacrifice
thftir best meh, if need e, to obtain that re-
sult.

The learned leader of the Opposition ran-
sacked the pages of British history, in order
to discover a precedent to justify the late
Government for the manner in whioh they
forced upon the people of Novs Scotis the
British North America Act. He talked of
the Catholic Emancipation Act, the sbolition
of the Corn Laws, and of the Reform Bill,
but he miserably failed to find justification
for the course pursued. It has been proved
by the gentlemen who have referred to these
srguments that those abis were passed in
Parliament, not in_ direct opposition to the
wishes of the people, but the Government

-was the very reverse.

was forced to pass them by the pressure
brought to bear on them- by the people. It
has aleo bten. proved that the passing of
those acts was an extension of the rights and
privileges of the people under the purview of
the existing constitation of Great Britain.
Was this the case with the British North
America Act? Did the people ask that any
such act should be passed ? or wasit the mere
extension of the rights and liberties of the
people of Nova Scotis under the existing
constitution? No, sir; it was done in direot
opposition to the wiches of the people. Pe-
titions wera sent wp here from all parts of the
country, numerously signed, asking that no
such measure should be p , but no notice
was taken of them. It was passed despite the
people. Nor was it an extension of the rights
and liberties of the people of Nova Scotis; it
Our rights and liber-
ties have been taken away, and handed over
to s pegple eight hundred miles away, with
whom ‘we have but little trade or intercourse,
giving them the power of taxing us as they
please, of collecting our revenues and dis-
bursing them in whatever manner they may
think proper.

The experience of the last six mionths has
proved that the Canadians are determined
freely to exercise the powers they have thus
unconstitutionally obtsined over us. They
have raised the Tariff, under which Nova
Scotia had prospered, and which was found
quite sufficient to meet all her wants, from
ten to fifteen per cent.; they bave imposed
upon us a stamp tax, and they have taxed
newspaper literature, and placed a duty on
Corn, and Cornmesl, an artiole which the
poor fishermen of Nova Scotia largely con-
sume, all of which daties, previous to Unien,
Nova Scotia was perfeotly free. And our res
preeentatives in the House of Commons, at
Ottawa, were powerless to prevent the impoe
sition of those obnoxious acts; and when the
mining interests of this Province asked for
the concession of one small privilege, the pro~
tecting of their interests, by placing a small
duty on foreign coal, it was refused. And it
is becaure our rights have been thus trams
pled upoq, and that we have been so highly
taxed, and the power of taxation givento s
people who know little about us, or our ne-
cessities, (saving that we hitherto have been
2 prosperous people), that we-ask repesl.
And, sir, because we ask repeal, we are told
we are disloyal, annexationists, &c. Now Il
would like to know, who are the people that
ask repeal? They are the bone and zinew of
the Province of Nova Scotia. Sons of loyal-
ists, of those who fought and bled for the
honor of the British flag, and men who are
ag willing to-day as ever before to dp the
zame, if protection is afforded them. And
they do not al] comprise the poorer or less
intelligent class of the people; and it is not
true that all or any great portion of the in-
telligence is in the Confederate ranks. We
ask repeal as & question of right, and nothing
but repeal will suit Nova Scotia, or satisfy
her people. We are frequently asked, ¢ If
you do not get repeal—what then?’® What
then. The people of Nova Scotia will then
act as becomes loyal people; who wer
free, and who have now lol ir Tiberties.

'
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I can only say sufficient unto the day is the
evil thereof. {

MB. TOWNSEND'S SPEECH.

Mr. TownseND 8aid :—So much has already
been said on this question that I shall occupy
the sttention of the House for a|very few
minutes. I feel proud of Nova Scotis as I
look around this House, and see the/men who
are here to represent the true sentimentsiof
the people. I ask, where are the 31/men who
eat here » year ago, and bartered awsy the
rights and hberties of this countr{z? Only
oneof them hasescaped o tell the tdle. When
I was a young msn we had & debating socie-
ty, and sometimes we got a quéestion on
which we all agreed, but somebady would
step forward and take the hard side, and I
think the hon. member for Inverness has had
the hard side all through. His financial ar-
gument is entirely swept awsy by the hon.
members from Kings and Digby, and so itis
unnecessary for me to say a single word on
that subject. References havé been made to
s certain statement cooked by Mr. Johnsonfat
Ottaws, and certainly I regret fto find it
backed up by Mr. Tilley. He only endorsed
it because he had not looked it through, for I
believe him to be a man of honor|and great
pluck. He was not afraid te go jbefore the
people and ask their opinions on the question
of Confederation. If-Dr. Tupper |had pur-
sued s similar policy he might have fared ~
much better than he did. 1 do not{think the
people would now be satisfied even if he gave
usg back our old tarif. We want to tax our-
selvesand to have no connection with Cana-
da. Wedo not wish to quarrel with the Ca-
nadians—all we ask is to have our|old status
restored. Look at the present condition of
this House—reduced to little better thama
quarter gessions. A good deal has been said
about the constitutional part of this subject.
It is one of the glories of England that her
statesmen had the courage to pass {he Eman-
cipation Act. Was there s man rgjeeted by
the people because he supported that mea-
sure? Mr. Cobden preached at every polling

- place in the country in favor of the abolition
of the Corn Laws. He wassupported by the
voice of the people, and Sir Robert Peel was
constrained by the force of public opinion to
sapport that measure. Was there a man
turned out on acoount of his action on this
question? So highly did the people think of
Mr. Cobden that they subsaribed ta buy him
an estate, I can think of a ceee like this. In
Poland they could not agree among them-—
gelves, and they asked the aasistax;% of Rus-

sia, and thea she came in and divided the
country. We will fight for our rights as long
as we can, and I believe the Queen will let us
go. We will net- obey Canadian/ laws—we
will obey every law until England says no.
Then instead of being the most l3w-abiding
we will become the most lawless. The people
are aroused; they will go ahead when they
are once aroused. It is this excitement that
I wish to allay. When our delegates go to
England let them state the case fairly. We
have no wish to go into the American Repubs
lio, for I gonsider it the most tyrnrmiosl rule
on earth. |

- |

~

. IR. McDONALD'S SPEECH.

Mr. D. McDoxaLD said:—I have no inten-
tion in rising on the present occasion to dee
tain the House for sny length of time, for
the subject has slready been fully discussed.
The question of Confederation has been die-
cussed in every town and hamletin the coun-
try daring the last eighteen months, and the
people of Nova Scotia have patiently heard
the arguments and deliberstely weighed their
merits, and have declared with singular
unsnimity against the measure. Their hatred
of this Act has been intensified by the recent
sction of the Canadian Legislature. Our
power and influence in the Local Legislature
18 exceedingly limited. All our revenues and
rights are under the control of the Canadian
Parliament and Government. There is xo
parallel case in British history except the
union of Great Britain with Ireland. There
the Legislature was corrupted and the country
arbitrarily annexed. The hon. member for
Invernese has quoted 8 rpeech made by the
grest Pitt in advoescy of that messure. Pitt
has passed awsy and so has his policy. It is
no longer recognized by the people or Par-
liament, but is repudiated forever. His
speeches are no authority on constitutional
law—they are ex parfe statements. The
great men who preside over the councils of
the nation wounld forfeit their position if they
pursued the policy of Pitt. The spint of the
British constitution is truth and justice, and
when fraud and corruption or force are em-
ployed in violation of that constitution to
affect any object evil consequences must
surely result. We have an example of that
inIreland at the present hour, and will pro-
bably have an example nearer home. I am
net going into a lengthy argument on this
question. I perceive that hon. members are

* anxious to have the debate brought to a close,

but I will say a few words about the ory of
disloyalty. The loyalty of the people is un-
impeachable. Some may call us disloyal, but.
we abhor the very idea of annexation. We
have an abiding faith in the justice and hogor
of our Queen, of the Parliament and pesple
of England ; we believe we shall receive Jus-
tice at their hands; but if we do mot, what
then ? Who can answer that question ? There
is one thing that can be said, that the free
reople can never forget such sn injury—thus
will Nova Scotia become discontented—the
Ireland of the New Dominion. In conclusion
I will only add that I have been sent here by
& lsrge majority of the elestors of the Coun-
ty of Antigonishe, by nearly the whole body,
1 may eay, to support any measure that will
have atendency to effect the repeal of the
British America Act 80 far as Nova Sootia is
concerned. In accordance with the wishes of

. my constituents, and with my own pledge to

them, I support the resolutions now before
the House. .

DE. BROWN'S SPEECH.

Dr. Brown said :—I cannot allow the pre-
sent occasion to pass without making gome
obeervations on the question beforeus, I feel
that the present discussion has mearly ex-
hausted the subject, and that I can add little
or nothing that is new and striking; still I
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hold it to be s duty every representative owes
_ to his constituents and to the country, to say
something on a question the most vitally im-
portsnt that has ever been debated on these
floors. My speech shall have one merit at
least. It shall be short. I am a great ad-
mirer of short speeches, although I know it
is common to hear public speskers and their
friends boast that they had spoken for two
or three or more hoyrs. The hearer’s atten-
tion is very apt to flsg after listening about
half-az-hour, and what follows is very likely
to spoil the effect of the whole. I may say at
the outeet that I entirely approve of the Res
solutions before the House. I have carefully
conned them over, and can find little or mo
fault either with the sentiment or the lane
gusge. They express in & plain snd forcible
style the feclings, the hopes, and the aspira-
tions of the great msjority of the people of
Nova Scotia, v
Why his this bsteful connection been
forced and fastened wpon us? I thinkIcan
give some of thereasons. Canada wanted us.
She was ir trouble; sbe could not reconcile
the adverse and confl'cting sections of her
population; she needed our aid to strengthen
the dominant party; ske wanted us to help
pay the interest on her debis, and to help her
fight her battles. They had tried separation
and Union, and many other experiments, and
ended by coming to a dead lock. Amnother
reason was that certain leading and ambitious
men of this and the sister provinces thought
they saw in this measure the means of securs
ing to themselves a higher position, a larger
sphere, greater honors and emoluments than
thia little province could &ffer. They cared
not for their country; they were willing to
. barter away its rights for their own aggran-
dicement. I am sure these designing men
must have seen that this measure could not
possibly be for the public good.! No sane
msan, who is not blinded by interest or preju-
dice ocould, on czlm reflection, see anything
in it but pablic calamity... They hoped to af-
fect their purposes by the junction of the two
great parties that have hitherto alternately
swayed the destinies of the provinaces.
Another reason is to be sought, I fear, in
the position of the Mother Country.; It seems
clesr, too clear, that GreatBritain would be
glad to solve the question, how she could
honorably get rid of us. I regret to be com
pelled to admit this, but I think it cannot be
denied, looking at the gpeeches of her states-
men in and out-of Parliament, the ontspoken
opinion of a large and resvectable portion of
the press, and the general tone of public sen-

timent, that this is a just and fair conclusion. .

If Epngland reslly desired to retain this
Province, our cate would have received more
congideration when brought before the two
Houseés of Parliament. It is probable she ig
beginning to perceive we are more trouble
- than we are worth, and think this Confedes
rstion scheme, whether it may bring good
orevil to us she cares not, will serve as a
decent pretext to cut us adrift. Another
reagon why Britain is willing to part with us,
is the difficulty of defending us. We are ut-
terly unable to defend ourselves. These colo~
nies are like a string of beads, strung along
the borders of & great and powerful mnation,
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which can swallow us up at sny moment.
The shrewd politicians of the old country
fally/ understand that in cage of war how im-
poesible it would be to defend us at a distance
0f3000 miles against an epemy with » mil-
lion fighting men trained to arms, capable of
being increseed to five millions, possessing
ample means, and all the activity, energy

snd sagacity of the Anglo-Saxon race. They .

know full-well such a contest could have but
the one result—defeat and dishonor. We
are the weak spot of the Empire. The great
Indian territory, surrounded by weak neighs
bors, with its millions of native soldiers, ia
capable, with very little aid, of zelf defence.
The insular position of the great Pacific Co-
lonies, Australia, New Zealsnd, of Jamsica,
the Mauritiue, and the other eastern and
western isles, makes their defence easy. The
game may be said of the Cape Colony and her
other Afriean possessions, which cost bat
little snxiety or expense. It would seem, that
in the selection and planting of colonies,
England always kept s carefal eye fo the ex~

pense of their maintenanee and their defence _

with the single exception of the North Amers
ican Provinces, which were thrown upon her
by the action of the United States loyalists,
with scarcely the option of retsining or res
jecting them. We can hardly wonder, then,
that Englhshmen think these North American

Colonies are a nuisance and a bore; let us -

make a nation of them, and let them set up
for themselves. -

I now approach a tender point—I mean
the sentiment called loyalty. For my own
part, no man could be a more sincere ad-
mirer of the British institutions than myself.
I have always sympathized with British ar-
mies and genersls when at war—and with
her noble statesmen, her politics and literas
ture when at peace. What I have said of
myself will very generally apply to nesrly
all the people of this Province. I do not
presume & people better satisfied with their
political, commercial and social condition ex-
isted on the face of theearth. I am afraid I
must refer to this matter as one of the past.
The facts stated have greatly changed the
popular epthusiasm. I fear this intense feel-
ing of loyslty begins to waver, and I must
say I am not surprised at it.

Hon SreAxer —I must call you to order.

Dr. BrowN~—I must speak my opinion
plainly and distinetly. I think that loyalty
should be reciprocal, and that loyalty to our-
gelves is the first great point. We should
take care of ourselves, and Great Britain is
a8 much bound to be loyal to us as we toher.
Loyalty is often only another name for hum-
bug and hypocrisy. If Great Britain is un-
willing to take care of us we must only take
care of oureelves. The lesrned Speaker has
not called me to order, but has simply

given me & gentle hint. In the House of -

Commons much broader language is used.
We find Mr. Bright saying openly and dis
tinetly, if it pleases Nova Scotis to go to the
United States let her go. We find another—

Hon. SreaRER—Mr. Bright may say very
rude things in. the British Parliament—he
don’t break any rule; but I do not think the
hon. member would say that the people are
disloyal now.
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Dr. BRows—According to my knowledge
of the feeling in my own county there are
three-fourths of the people would prefer an-
nexstion with the United States to a con-
nexion with Canada.

Hop. Arry GEnzrar—That ig true.

Dr. Brown—8Ltill they are quite willing to
remasin ag they have been. I find on reference
to s apeech delivered by Mr. Killam in the
yesr 1866, that he gives the remarks of a cere
tsin Mr. Oliphant, s memberof Parliamezt,

" made at Sterling. In speaking of republican

institations, he said :

*To his mind theve wes no spectacle fur-
nished by the world at this moment so inter-
esting as the 30,000,000 Anglo-Saxons work-
ing out by hard experience the unworked
problems of Republican Government. In the
firat place there was no other race fit to cope
with those problems, or to understand the

-principles they embodied, but that to which
we and they belong. Although he did'not
believe in them for this country, he did most
oordially believe in republican institutions for
America Asan Englshman he had no sort
of objection to the Monroe doctrine aund the
spread of Anglo-Saxon Republics all over
the American comtinent—ihe more the better.
There is no reason, because we are a consti-
tutional monarchy, and well satisfied to re
main 80, that we should ineist upon our celo-
pies, which had none of the traditions or as-
sooiations which had made us what we are,
adopting monarchical institutions after they
left us.”’ °

I will also quote from the same speech a
oonversation that took place between Lord
Jervis, the famous Admirsl :

¢ Lord Brougham, in his lives of eminent
statesmen, ssys of Sir John. His sagacity no
man ever found at fault, while his provident
anticipations of future events. He says we
shall zee a remarkable example of this faculs
ty in a matter of deep interest st the present
moment. (1839. If of deep interest then,
how much deeper now).- When Lord Shels
burne’s peace was signed, (1783,) and before
the terms were made public, he sent for the
Admiral, and showing them, ssked his opin-
jon: *I like them very well,”’ said 8ir John,
* but there is one great omission.” “‘In
what?”? ¢“In leaving Canada as a British
Province.”> * How could we possibly give it
up?’’ said Lord Shelburne. *‘ How can you
hope to keep it ?°° replied the veteran warrior,
with an English republic just established in
sight of Canada, and with 8 population of a
handfal of Eoglish settlers among a body of
hereditary Frenchmen ‘It is impossible,
and-rely on it you only retain a running sore,
the source of endless dizquiet and. expense.’’
** Would the country bear it?*’ *¢ Havé you
forgotten Wolf and Quebec 2°* asgked his Lord-
ship., ¢ For§otten ‘Wolf and Quebec?’” No,
it is becanse I remember both. I served with
Wolf at Quebec; having lived go long, Ihave
had fall time for reflection on this matter.
and my clear opinion i that if this fair ocos—
sion for giving up Canads is neglected, no~
thing but difficulty in either keeping or re-
signing it, can follow **

There is one thing I msy say in connection
with this question, and that iz, the sabject of
free trade ‘between this province and the

United States is of more importance than all
other questions; it strikes me that on it de-
pends the salvation of this country. I may
#ay a word or two with regard to the means
used to induce the House of Assembly to pass
this Act I hesitate, and it would be invidi-
ous to- name the persond concerned in this
unholy bargain and sale of our rights, Cer-
tainly some gentlemen here recollect the
mode pursued to induce the members of this
House to vote against their express convio-
tions. I had frequent conversations with
gentlemen who voted for this Aot though
they bad expressed themselves strongly as
possible agsinst it ‘frevionuly. It is easy for
us to comprehend how this was brought
about. We know when the Union was sc-
complished a large number of them obtained
their reward. «

Then, sgain, others were gained by intimi-
dation. They were compelled to vote in a
certaii way by a certain pressure. This pres-
sure, I recollect, was brought to bear against
me becauee I happened to have a brother in s
subordinate position in this County. The
leader of the Government at that time made
me the sabject of repeated, most savage, and
upjustifiable attacks. To prove thisI may
appesl to some gentlemen now around these
benches. He thought to coerce me into sab-
Jjection, but I was less anxious for his good
opinion and support than that of the electors
and citizens of Kings. N

The means used to carry Confederation was
misrepresentation to the British Government
and Parliament. That is well known, and it
has been so much discussed that I need not
dwell upon it. Mr. Watkin has been often
alluded to, and no doubt he and his Nova
Scotian coadjators have been largely instru-
mental, by the use of unfounded assertions,
in fastening this curse upon us. Another
means wae, by eabsidizing the Press. We all
kpnow what immense sums have been given to
certain publishers during the past few years.
One pergon, you will see from-the Blue Book,
received $15,000 for s period of niné months
ending June last, and it 1s told by those who
should know, that $8,000 or $10,000~ more
are included in other accounts, of which the
items are not stated.

What are the effeots of Confederation ? The
first is, we are injured financially, we lose
very largely indeed. I shall not enter into
detsils, for gentlemen who have preceded me
have gone into the subject fully. It is easy
for any man of common sense to see that the
expense that will result from the extensive
establishments kept up at Ottawa, with a Go-
vernor-General at its head enjoying a ealary
of $50,000 and other offices in proportion, to
prove the extravagant and wastefal expendi-
ture of Canads Take the fact that a pros-
perous and fertile country, with natural re-
sources almost unsurpassed, eontrived t
swell up & debt lttle less than that of the
United States, 1n proportion to populstion,
although the latter has been engaged in
1earful civil war of more than four year’
continuance. How can wehelp coming to th
conclusion that they are most extravagant
No doubt the increase of “our taxation will b
about 50 per cent above what it has been p
viously. Asan example of the extravagan

'
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expenditares of Canads, T will give youi  list
of the sumg paid in connection with the re-
moval of% seat of Government from Quebec
to Ottaws, in 1866:

From the ** Public Accounis v the Province
of Canada for the fiscal year ended
30th June, 1866, Printed by order of
the Legislature, Oltawa.”

Paid to D. Godley—Removal expentes

Gov. Genl. Secy’s offices and staff
from Quebec to Montreal, and

thence to OttAWR ccvvenccanssveas $4231.10
Do do—Gov. General’s establishment, do.. 520 00
K. A -Mefedith~do Prov. Secy’s office Que-

bec to Ottaws «.... svscscmvonnven 4,606 03
G. H. Lane~do Prov. Registrar’s office, do. 2,317 26
T B. Harrington—do Rec General’s, do.. 2868 80
W. Dickemson—do Finance Departm’t. do. 3,276 90

R B. M. Bouchette—do. do. do. Customs

Branch d0.ecrerccscncescccraces 3.:820 50
T Nudean-—do Burean of Agricalture, do 9852 57
J. C Tache—d»n. Public Works Deptmt. do  3,495633

W H. Grffin—do. Post Office Deptmt, do 8,708 80
A Russell—do. Orown Land Deptmt, do.
Col McDougall—do Muitia Deptmt, do.
J F. Taylor—do Legslative Council, do
W. B Lindsay—7o. House of Assembly, do 20,272 50
Craig & Valiim—do for removal of depart-
mental farnitare.....cceceecenss
Varfous smaller charges... «caceaeececes
To Hon. 8ir N. F  Belleau—to enable him
- to pay the enuployees of the several
depar‘ments of the Civil Govern-~
ment an addition of 20 per cent. on
their onginal allowances........

22,628 67
To do—to enal’ﬂa hlxg to -pz:‘y amounts

for losses sustained, &c, ncluding
double rents. on accouut of re-

moval of the seat of government.. 22.81978

$177,469 47

Here you gee that the fota! expense of this
removal amounted to the enormous sum of
$177,459. 1 think that a private individual
might have been engaged to do the same
amount of work for one tenth of that sum.
Another of the evils of Confederation is the
alienation of the affections of the people, but
I need not dwell on this subject. The pro-
phecy of the Confederate party was that
in s short time the people would saccept
the situation as their neighbtrs of New
Brunswick had done, It appears to me the
popular feeling is intensified every day. 1In
this city you now hardly meeta pergon who
raiges his voice in favor of Confederation. In
my own county it would be entirely useless
for a Confederate to offer himself at the
hastings. It is not that we have been de
franded and deceived, but we have been in-
insulted—we have not had the ordirary pri<
vileges of freemen. One of the greatest
wrongs connected with this Confederation ig,
that all the offices are filled up by persons in
whom the people. have no confidence—the
cusfoms and escise, the post office, the lights
house service, the judiciary, and almost every
other department are controlled by the Gen-
eral Government, and filled up by servants
and favorites, and if we want any change in
connection with them we must o all the way
to Ottawa, and most likely fail in onr ap-
plication afterwards,

I wonder how my friend, Mr. Blanchard,:
can stand up and say that it is right that
these offices should be filled by a party that-
forme only a fraction of the people of this

Province. In closing I will refer to an old
fable which I read with interest s long time
ago. Two pots, one earthen and the’ other
iron, sgreed to take a voyage together; the
earthen pot was shy st first, considering its
frail natare, to undertake Fit, Bat the irom
pot promieed fits companion whatever hap-
pened to take care of it. The westher was
fine, and the two sailed along very gaily on
the smooth current for s while, but bye and
bye there came up a squall, and the iron pot
oame into contact with the_earthen pot and
knocked it to pieces. That will be the way
with us. If we consent to make the voysge
with her Canada will sink us .I conclusion, I
will only say that I hope that the sp%llilcaﬁon
for repeal that is now being made to England
will be succersful. Ldonot knaow much abont
governments and diplomacy, but I trust s
sense of justice will prévail with the rulers of
the British nation, and that we shsll be re- -
stored to our former happy condition.

Mm%. FERGUSSON’S SPEECH.

Hon. J. Feraussox ssid.—Since you, sir,
thiave directiy addressed me, I shall make a
‘very few remarks. There is no doubt that
there is a deep feeling of discontent pervading
the whole Province in consequence of the Actc
of Union which has been recently consum-
mated without the consent of the people. I
much mistake the people of Nova Scotia if
they do not resent it at some time or another.
I don’t wish to make any threats, but we can-
not conceal from ouraselves the fact—for it is
palpable through the whole country and it
will be soon known in England—that never
was & greater act of injustice perpetrated on
a free people since the American revolution.
No regard was paid to the petitions we sent
home s short while sgo. Now delegates are
going across the water to make known the
voice of the people through the conatitutional
channel; that 13, through this House: and
I have great faith in the sense of justice, in
the love of fair play, in the wisdom of the
people and the legisiature and statesmen of
Eungland, that they willdo us tuat justice to
which weare entitied. I am confident that
the time js pot far distant when the Province
of Nova Scotia will be gratified by the know-
ledge that the obnoxious Actof Union, so far
as we are concerned, will be repealed, and wa
shall obtain our rights and liberties, of which
we have beea 80 unjustly deprived, snd then
content aund happiness will again prevail
smong us as in times past. .

MEe. YO NG’s SPEECH.

Mr. Youna gaid :—In ancient times it was
the custom for the younger senators to speak
first, and such appears to have been the case
to a certain extent in tbe present debate, I
have no intention, let me say at the outset,
to go into the financial part of this argu.
ment; the Provincial Secretary gave us all
the mformation that was mnecessary on this
particalar point. All I own say is that last
year we had both our pockets full of money,
but now we have little or/nothing in them.
As respects the Canagasn Parliament, see
what was the very first ‘thing they did—they
added insult to ipjury; they eend persons
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persons here to take charge of our custom
houses. A good deal has been said about
the power of Parliament. Parliament has no
daubt considerable power—it has been esid
that is able to do snything but make a man
s womsn. It would be a pity that thius
should be done now, for the poor girls find
it diffioult enough now to find husbands. But
the power of Parliament is limited to a cer-
tain extent : suppose it psssed an Act to burn
the city of Halifax It is said they could do
#0; but could they sastan it by publioc opin-
ion? An Aot just as bad has been parsed.
If they passed an Aot to burn up sll our
houses, we could rebuild them, if our ships
are lost, we oan make new ones; but liberty
and freedom, onge gone, are really lost One
argument sgainst this measure, and the
strongest, is that the people do not want 1t.
The men who brought this measure forward
know as well a# we do that we do not want it.
They told dreadful stories on every ocoasion.
I remember one gentleman saying that the
Canadians owned 7,000,000 tons of shipping,
whereas the fact is Uﬁper Canada has not as
much shipping as Nova Ssotis by a good
deal. Icannot understand the action of the
late Legislatare. The idea of men sent here
with certain powers voting themselves out of
power, and going back to their constituents
aud telling them g0, is a palpable absurdity.
What would my constituents say 1f I told
them that I had not only voted myself out of
power, but had algo handed over their rights
to othera?

Now I believe that the expenditure of $20,-
000,000 0 connection with the Intercolomal
Railroad had a great desl to do with the pas-
sage of this measure, Certain persons will
get big commissions. Then some people
hiked to bave it said—they had got the rail-
way —notoriety is very dear to many per-
sons—for instance, the man who set the Tem-
ple on fire The Attorpey General told us we
held our stitutions from the Queen, IfI
mistake pot the Canadians had their repre-
sentative institutions granted by the Imperial
Parliament. There 1a a difference, therefore,
hetween ths two To think we should enter
into Union with over a milhon of French
Canadiang These people buy httle or no-
thing, as compared with ourselves; I know
it from my knowledge of the same class of
persons 1n New Brunswiock. A French author
has sa1d that France is the brain of the world;
but I don’t know about that At all events,
in my opinion, this Nova Scotia is the brain
of British North Awmerica In the feudal
days loyalty was very well; but now-a-days
there 18 & good deal of bread aud butter
about1t. I think I am loyal myself, but I do
not make so much talk about 1t as some per-
gone; I show my loyalty by my acts As
respects these resolutions, I shall vote for
them As respccts Repeal, I hope we will
getat; but I am not 5o sanguine as some are
If we do not get it, what then? Woll, we
have to suffer, we have to be a second Po-
Iand; it will come to that The world may
pity us, but what good will thatdo? I would
just gay to this House and to the people,
every Nova Scotian who has a soul should
ptep forward and get rid of this hateful Union
The hon. member for Inverness talked about

poigon bags. A great many persons have
auch things; but they keep them quiet; he
unties his and scattera the contents broadeas)
over the House. I have seen eo much of the
poison that now I am not frightened at it
1 sm a good deal like the Eastern monarch
that fed on poison, and 801t lost 1its effeet
upon him.

MR. »U lu)a(:s SPEECH.

Mr Puspy said:—At this late etage of the
debate, when the subjeot has been exhausted,
I would much prefer giving a silent vote, bat
looking at the question in all its aspects, and
knowing the importance of the great issne

- before the country, I feel that I would notbe

fully diecharging my duty if I gave a milent
vote. I shall not attempt to make any lengthy
remarks, because it 18 already pretty much
exhausted

I feel, sir, that tho importance of the quess
tion demands that we should give it a eareful
consideration, and advance every important
1dea that can be brought out, in order that
the matter may be laid fairly before the coun-
try and before the British Government to
whom we appeal I will not detain the
House at great lengty., but I wish to review
the principal branches of the subject. Our
first Assembly met 1n 1758,—we were govern-
ed for years by an irresponsible government,
—the Governor surrounded himeelf with
whom he pleased, and the country had no
power to make him change hiscouncillors, so
that the opinions of the people would be re-
fleoted. It was soon found that & government
of that kind did not promote the prosperity
of the country;—and the people spoke out,
demand.ng a more just and equitable distri~
bution of the patronage and power, and re-
quired that they should have the control
which rightfully belonged to them. I will
not delay to narrats the means by which No-
va Scotians at length came to enjoy the pri-
vileges of & free pcople They had a right to
a free government,—they had shown them-
selves a loyal people, and had striven hard to
mamtain the British flag 1n this country
The thirteen old colomies felt the Stamp Act
grievous to bear,—on its pagsage they mani-
fested every sign of displeasure and regret,
and finally rebelled, but Nova Scotia remained
loyal and troe even to this hour. We showed
a loyalty in our early history in bringing
the mlitia to defend this city at various times,
and whilst the eettlers in 1he country dis
triots were clearing their Jands and bulding
their bouses with one hand they were defends
ing their families from the sitacks of the
Indians and other enemies with the other. I
might also narrate & long chapter of events
ocourring in 1812 when the war with the
United States broke oat, and our people were
called upon to suffer many privations Pri-
vateers infested the coast, harasming our fish-
ermen and destroying our commerce, and
then, sir, our House of Assembly, although
the revenues were very small, gave a large
grant of money to aid the militia, fittingout
armed boats, and preparing for the defence,
not of only our homes but of the British
flag on thia exde of the Atlantic I am the
descendant of DBritish loyalists, and I feel



that the history of our country warrants us
in asking the justice which we are about to
demand of the British Government, and 1n
believinE that our request will he heard.

I might go on to shew that this country
has not only been loysl, but that she has been
generous. Look back at our early history,
snd you will find that when fires occurred 1n
Boston, Montreal, Miramichi, and other
places, at various times, Nova Scotia contri-
buted freely for their relief. Not only eo,
but when the hattle of Waterloo took plsce,
and the British soldiers had left widows and
orphans to be provided for, the loyalty and
generosity of this country was shewn by a
contribution that was honorable and hand-
gome. Yet wo are told that because we etand
up, like men of a free country should, weare
disloysl, 1 trust the time bas now arrived
when no man will dsre to hurl the slander
of disloyalty at the Anti-confederate party in
this Province. Loyalty daes not surely pre-
vent & people from claiming their rights and
privileges. Among the other characteristics
of Nova Scotian’s enterprise bas been promi-
nent. I might enumerate the principles of
trade, and shew that in none of them have we
been deficient. Method of government and
frugality of government might form another
branch of my argument by whioh I might
shew that we have been able to govern our-
selves in & most honorable and satisfactory
manner. Bravery might also furnish a topio
for remark for the brave and proud hearts of
Nova Scotians would never allow any aggres-
sor, single-handed, or in a wultitude, to
trample on their rights. They have nerve
and manliness enough to resist, and when I
heard it said that our request for repeal will
be unheeded, and that the British Govern-
ment will carry out the Confederation Aot by
means of the troops in the citadel, I feel that
they may crush out the free spirit of Nova
Sootians; but they will have something to
do which I trust never will be done. I trust
that the Government will never ask British
troops to fire on a Nova Scotisn, and I believe
that Nova Scotians will not require it, for,
with fair argument and common sense they
wil obtmn from the British Governe
ment their rights as free subjects. Itis
not worth while now to nsrrate st length
what has transpired from the time when we
were 8 Crown Colony. Asintelligence advan-~
oced, and omr resources were developed, a
change was found to be neceesary in the con-
stitution of the Province. I refer now to the
time when responsible government was ob-
tained—to the period when the Howes and
others came out and asked that the people
should have more freedom and power in their
Assembly, and that the government should
be carried on according to their wishes.
Those events are well recollected and under~
stood in the country, but how was that
change obtained? It was by going honestly
to the country and asking the people whe-
ther they desired & change in their institu-
tions; gong throughout the length and
breadth of the land; appealing to the sound
sense of Nova Sootians, aud aeking them to
eleot men who would join in the demand for
more power and freedom. The demand was
made thatl :t;he doors of the Council Chamber
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should be unlocked, and though the Council
asserted its rights with a great deal of dignity
and force, yet those doors were opened by
pressare of public opinion. The Councillors
have ever since been under the publioc eye.
The British Government at that tume gave
up something—they gave up the power of
taxiog us snd of appointing our Egeoutive
Councillors without our consent, snd vested
in this House the full control of the revenues;
we were allowed 1n short to govern ourselves
in the manner we thought best. I might go
on to show that although from the time when
the first tree was out in Halifax to the time
when Responsible Government was granted,
our progress was slow. Yet from the mo-
ment when the people obtained comtrol of
their own affairs, our trade and resounrces
were developed, and the country prospered in
a ratio far beyond whsat it had schieved up
to that period. It was obvious to any one
that our own people ought to be better judges
of their own requirements than persons aoross
the water. I have said thatour progress was
slow since 1749 down to the time when Res-
ponsible Government was oonceded, and I
might cite many facts in proof of the asser-
tion; in 1816 the first coach went to Wind-
sor, 1n 1814 we had only three lighthouses,
in 1825 our population was only a little over
100,000. Bat when Responsible Government
was granted, and power given to the people to
control the Government, the country advan-
oed with a degree of prosperity which was
most honorable to it. e immediately com-
menced building breakwaters sund light-
houses, improving harbors, opening free
roads, and building bridges, extending pos-
tal communication, and building railways,
and yet, until after Confederation, we had
no bread tax, no paper tax, no stamp aot,
our tariff was low, and yet our people were
increasing in numbers and in wealth. We
naturally enough looked about to see what
regources we had that could be developed;
we were nearly currounded by the ses, we
had harbors plentiful and good, timber was
convenient, and there was no reason why we
should not turn our attention to shipbuild-
ing. We did 0, and the xesult is that Nova
Scotia owns more shipping in proportion to
her population than any country in the
world. I was struck the other day with a
statement which shewed that in 1866 we own-
ed 3509 fvessels, of 400,895 tons, while New
Brunswick, Ontario and Quebee, forming
the great country which the Unionists would
have ue believe is a garden of Eden, owned
altogether but 2873 vessels, of 439,800 tons.,
Let us govern our own country, and we will
develop our resources and foster those inter-
ets wgioh are most congenial to the country.
The] publio records show that down to 1863
there took place in this Assembly constita-
tional debates which are fresh in the minds
of most of us, and I desire to draw attention
to what took place psrticularly in 1863.
Since responsible government was established
all the publio grievances were brought before
the people at the genersl election, and at
that date there were no constitntional diffi-
culties, no grave public errors, but the great
queation before the country, whether honestly
raiged or not I will not stop to inquire, was
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that of relrenchment. [ putit to the House
that if there had been grievaunces they would
have been brought forward; but that seemed
to bo the only question which the people
were asked to decide upon As a proof of
this I refer you to Dr. Tupper’s letters and
specohes. In a lotter dated May 16, 1863,
over his own signature, he raises the isgues
for the electiong It ig true that in that let-
ter he turns aside for the purpose of shpw-
ing that Mr. MoCully was & msn of most
abominable character, tinctured and tsinted
from the crown of his head to the soles of his
feet when money and his own advancement
were concerned ; but he puts forward as the
great jssue, *¢ taxation or retrenchment.”
The people decided, and teturned a large
party to the House in favor of retrenchment,
taking the issue as they found it placed be-
fore them. Then we come down to 1866, and
to what more particularly concerns the sub.
ject under debate—the resolution on which
the Confederation Aot is sa1d to be based. To
my mind that resolution lacks the essential
element of authority to the delegates to do
as they have done. The word ¢ arrange’’
did not authorize the delegates to accomplish
and complete an act; it merely put them in &
position to disouss and elimincte sll the ar-
guments for and sgainst the scheme, and to
put the matter in proper shape before the
House. The delegates, under that resolution,
had a right to only *“ arrange *’ the politioal
questions of the day—to bring the material
into shape; but the command remained in
the Legislature, and they were bound to come
back for final orders. Before the delegates
went to England there were no petitions, in
favor of the measure, but numerous petitions
againet 1t; our condition was sound and
good, and the people httle thought that so
great a change would be made without ask-
ing their consent. 8o it laid in my mind; I
was convinced that the delegates would never
think of having the act passed without con-
sulting the people, and I had too much con-
fidence jn the Imperial Parliament to suppose
that it would passit under such circumstanges.
To dwell upon all the aspects in which Nova
Scotian interests have been sacrificed would
be impossible for me at present, and 1t is not
80 necessary since gentlemen have disoussed
one point after another so fully in this de-
bate.

One of the points, however, which suggest
themselves, i the inguatice done to us by not
having the debts of the different Provinces
fairly and equitahbly adjusted. The debt of
Nova Spotia %as been created by the building
of lighthouses, breakwaters, improving har-
bor, opening and maintaining free roads,
building free bridges, railways, &o. Notone
dollar of our debt was caused by deficiency of
revenue to' pay officials, whilst $22,000,000
of the Canaginn debt was incurred for bor-
rowed money to meet current Liabilities, and
of course has no equivalent apset. It hns al-
wa)8 been a grave question with me whether
the British Government, not being liable for
our debts, can control our assels, and ypon

thigpoint I might refer to the remark of Earl,
Gosford, who ssid that the debt of Canada,,

not being under the control of .the British
Parlisment, the question could not be touched

by that body. I think there 18 a fair ques-
tion for dircussion n that auggestion. I will
now turn attention to what this Assembly
and the peopie have been doing for the last
thirty years Have they been inculcating no
leading principles of Government? They
have 1ln 1836 the policy of consulting
the people at the polls was announced; Mr
Howe advocated the introduction of Respon-
sible Government, the people accopted the
principle, and the ciections resulted in & ma-~
Jority to carry out that policy. In 1837 the
1ssues  respecting Responsible Government
were fairly before the people, and the ques«
tion was whether the country should continue
under 1t or recede. It decided to continue.
We are then down to 1850 when the House
had under consderation a bill respecting the
Legislative Council It was thought by some
that the Coungil should be made elective, and
a discussion srosgon that issue This House
at that esrly date enunciated the principle
that 1n 8 change Bo material the opinions of
the people should be aecertained A resolu-
tion was carried in these words:

¢ Therefore Resolved, That it would be premature
in this House to express an opinion on 8o material a
change 1o our Provincial constitution, and that the
sentiments of the people thereon cught to be first
of all avcertained

Here then this Legialature passed a resolu-
tion confirming indelibly the principle that
not even a chainge in the Legislative Council,
making it an elective instead of an appointed
authority, should take place without an ap-
peal to the people at the polls Then again
m 1851 the same principle was established,
when the House of Assembly had again un-
der congideration the question ofan Elective
Council. After debating several days, a reso-
lation was reported from Committee of the
whole The following is an extract : ** This
House 18 of opinion that it is wise to defer the
consideration of 8o organic a chapge in the
constitution uuntil the general election shall
have been held during the present year;’
which paesed, and established the policy again
of consulting the people at the polls It
would be worth while to scan the policy of
the leading men of this country for the past
few years Dr. Tupper has been one of these
leading men, and 1 will therefore be right in
criticising his public acts and endeavoring to
agcertain the idess cn which he acted. In
1859 he advooated strongly the principle that
we should not accept the railway guarantee,
and fasten a railway system on the country
without going to the polls. Does not that
shew that his conviotion was in favor of
giving the people the freest and widest ex-
pression of opinion on any important
change? In 1861, during a constitutional des
bate, we find him again expressing a similar
opinion, and bringing in petitions tallying
with his views Those petitions enunciated
the principle that though the measyres of the
government wight be sypported by a small
numerical number in the Housg, yet when
the pepple outside expressed different’ views,
it was the'duty of the Governor to interpose
his prerogative, dissolve the House, and let
the people be heard. That convinces e that
Dr. Tupper’s mind was imbued with the idea
of the power whioh the people ought to pos«
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aces  In 1863 we find a similar cxpression of
his opinions in this regolution ** that on the
eve of & general election it would be as un
wign a8 it was inoperative to pata the resolu-
tion now before us ”’

Here agninihe thought it was a sound
principle to a low the people to decide for
themselves I might go through the lettera
and speeches of Mesara McCully and Archi-
bald, and shew that they expréssed the same
desire to let the people rule, but I will not
trouble the House with further remmrks on
that fbranch of the subject, attd will come
down to the action of the delegates in'Eng-
land in England. Heie T may say it becomes
neceessry that there should be put on record
the faoct that when politicians undertake to
tamper with the rights of a free people they
muet suffer, ag the just consequences of their
acts, disgrace, shame, ignominy, and con-
signment to private hife. This view of the
case ghould be put plainly forward.

We find afier the delegates weunt to England
romething stated in the Queen’s Speech,which
no hounest manin this Province will enderse :
“‘that the delegates represented all parties
and opinions in this Province.”” I think
there is no man with hardihood enough to
assert that Archibald and MoCully led at that
time the old Liberal party ian thi¥ Province
It is true that years ago when the party lines
were drawn they did lead the Liberal party
to a certain extent, but they did not in Enga
land represent the opinions of that party.
The Confederation scheme destroyed all party
hines in this country, and when to-day Ilook
around these benches and gee Liberals and
Conservatives joined hand in hand to free
the country from the Confederation Act, I
feel that all party ties are broken, and that
the people have come together for & common
protection. The statement therefore that the
delegaten represented all parties was untrue
If I am asked for further proof of my asser-
tion, I point to the history of the Quebec
scheme —The delegates went to Quebec and
prepared their socheme in seoret,—they re-
turned, and by the action of an honest Prin¢e
Edward Islander, the people became aware of
ita nature. As soon as the public got hold
of 1t, meetings were held, the scheme was
condemned, and Archibald and McCully
were likewise ocondemned as the prominent
men of their party. Ard yet after that they
dared to go to England, and claim to repre-
rent the opinions of the old Liberal party in
this country, and cansed such a statement to
he put in the Queen’s Speech. It was patent
to every one that the Quebec scheme was con-
demned as not being what the coantry want-
ed. I will next tarn attention to what ocs
ourred in the House of Commons, and with
sll respeot for that body that it deserves,
with no desire to use a harsh expression con«
cerning any man, I must say there 1s a re-
sponasibility resting upon every one of us to
oall {things by their proper names, and to
speak our true feelinge. We look at what
took place in the British Parliament, and
stand aghast at the statements made and
means used to pass this Act  Does any man
pretend to ssy that there the trath prevailed,
or that our delegates discharged their duties
faithfully? Who was Dr. Tupper? Was he

not ag 1t were our gentinel—the representative
of our Government, bound by the ties of duty
to mpeak the trath, nay sir, to speak the
whole trath and nothing dut ithe itruth?
What, then, was the truth which he,was ocalled
upon to state? In the discussion in the House
of Commons the fact came out that the gaes-
tion had not been submitted to the 'people at
the polls. Mr. Bright enunciated the prin-
aiple that before so material a change in the
constitution could be muade, tearing wup, our
old constitutions and forming new ones, the
people should in justice be conganlted. That
announcement struck the ear of Mr. Watkia,
who was supporting the measure, as requir~
ing an answer, and although he was trying
to press the bill through at all hazards, cara
ing httle for us snd muach for Canads, he
thought it necessary to consult Dr. Tapper
about the facts Dr. Tapper’s statement of
the matter at Truro was something to this ef-
feet © *“Mr. Watkin left his seat, came over
and spoke to me, we went aside and oon-
versed, &c** It i plain that Mr. Watkin
desired to know whether the measure had
ever been before the people or not, and he
should have had a prompt and candid reply.
Aocording to Dr, Tupper’s own statement,
Mr. Watkin got from him an answer, and it
is pot pretended that Watkin even conversed
with any other person on the subject at'that
time except Dr. Tupper. After consultation,
he returned to his seat, and made s state~
ment which we all know to be unirue.

The SrEAKER suggested that it would be
better not to discuss the proceedings in an-
other Parliament. ‘

Mr, Purpy continued—The apswer whigh
Mr. Watkin gave is on xccord, and any man
oan read it for himeelf. I shsll be clearly in
order in saying that Dr. Tupper should have
been there as the guardisn of our rights and
interests, bearing our commission, and in
the dissharge of his duties if he heard a man
state an unlruth he shonld have corrected
that untrath—he should have stated that the
question never was submalled to the people at
the polls.

(The usual hour for recess having arrived,
the House adjourned and resumed at three
o’clack, when the debate was resumed, and
Mr. Purdy continued.)—It has been contend.
ed that Dr. Tapper’s answer to Mr Watkin
was based on a lecture delivered in St John
by the former; that lcoture, then, has some
prominence on this question. I cannot say
what its contents were, for it was never pub-
lished or circulated in this Province. I find,
hovgever, in referring to the Colonist of that
period, some extracts from the press of New
Brunswick which show pretty well what the
views entertsined there on the subjeot were.
The Colonist, which was the expoment of
Dr Tupper’s opinions, copied this extraot
from the 8t. John Moratrg News :—

¢ The lecturer was a falr type of the displeased or
disappointed Conservative. It was evident, from the
moment he stepped off neutral political ground, that it
was his fntertion to have a dgsh at somebody, and if
he could not succeed in the tonrnament to unhorse
his adverssries, indulging in oertain foohsh political
notions of their awn, he would at least be able to
shiver a lance over the backs of his audicnce,—let
people koow at all events what he thought of dema-
gogues, governors, and celonial slavery, The burthep
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of the lecture implied that responsible government
was a delnsion, that governors have too much power,
that colonists wero tied hand and foot to the charlot
wheels of Downing street, that our statesmen were
nobodies; 1hat begend the limits of their respactive
provinoes they were unknown; that Eogland snabbed
us at every turn, and when rhe had a treaty to make
with a foreign power the ie1 were regarded with
contempt, and their territories and fishing privileges
taken awsy frcm them.”

I will not weary the House with lengthy
extracts, but I wish to direct attention brief-
ly to the ciroumstances surrounding the pos
litioal questions of that day, for I believe
that such a view will shew the justice of the
remarks which I have quoted, Dr. Tupper
was fresh from & conatitutional debatein
which he imagined that the grievances were
entirely on his mde. I deny that at tbat time
he had within his brain any practical idem
about the Union of the Colopies, and if I am
asked for the proof, I reply that immediately
after delivering the lecture alluded to, he de-
livered a leoture to ancther audience in Port-
land, (St. John), not on a confederated
Union of the Provinces as a whole, but on a
legislative Union of the Maritune Provioces
only. Ifhe were consmatent 1o the one lec-
ture he was not in the other, and thus the
remarks of the JNews are justified It may
aeem out of plage to refer to this matter, but
it should be remembered that on these lecs
tures has been based the argument that the
people at the polls had taken the subject nto
oonsideration, which 18 not true. Much bas
been said on the constitutional branch of the
argument, but as I not a lawyer, I oannot
be expected to deal very fully with it I
would kowever direct the attention of that
freat constitutional lawyer the leader of the
opposition, to the remarks of Mr. Adderly,
in the House of Commons. BReferring to an
Act passed in the previous seasion, he said -

* In 1861 Nova Bcotia took the lead in promoting
the scheme of unmon, and was th» first to propose that
delegates should he sent to this country, to confer on
the subjeo’ with the then Qo'onial Mimister th) Duke
of Newcastle who promised tha*, if the desire of the
colonfes for the union were clearly made out the pro-
position would be taken into carzful conmderation by
this country e mentioned this circumstance, be-
cause 1t had been recently asserted that the Govern-
ment at home had pressed thig matter on reluctant
toloni In con of the Duke of Newcastle’s
reply to the proposal of the Legislature of Nova Bcotia,
that colony, together with the other maritime pro
vinces, propesed at the cnd of 1864 to hold a confer-
ence, and thea for the first time Canada came forward ;
Asking to be permitted to form part of the conferenco
It was material that that fact should b= borne in
mind, because it had been stated that Canads had, for
1ts own local purpose, urged the measnreon the small
er provinces. It had been satd that the difficulties of
Canada had been the cauee of the proposal for the
unon It certainly was truec that at that moment
Cnuada had constitutional difficulties to contend with,
but they were no more the csuse of the propomtion for
the union of the provinces than the divorce of Henry
VIII was the cause of the Reformat on, though thoy
might have been acts wh ch precipitated what all
desired

I take it for granted that Mr Adderley had
in his mind the fact that the Colony had re-
presentative institutions, and therefore con-
cluded that its people had a right to be con-
sulted before their conatitution was broken
down. Some persons think that we had no
right to disouss the propriety of the Union
Aot, but that we must teke just whatever the

British Government may ochooss to give ua.
With all due deferemce to the wisdom and
forethought of the statesmen who were enga-
ged in the passage of the Act, I submit that
we should be allowed to express an opinion
upon the Act itself, and upon 1ts detals. I
could refer back to shew that the polioy of
the British Government has not always been
the best, and that they have made mistakes
which they sfterwards admitted. For exams
ple their policy towards the thirteen Colonies
was not » wise one. Referring to the Confes
deration Aot, I find in the olause respeoting
the Intercolomial Railway, something which
goes to prove that the delegates exceeded
their authority under the resolution of our
legislature This olause appears in the Act
a8 the consideration 1n a bond, and 18 as fol«
lows :—

¢ Inasmuch as the Provinces of Canada, Nova 8co
tia and New Bruaswick have foined in a Declaration
that the construction of the Intercolomal Railway is
essential to the donsoildation of the Unlon of British
North America, and to the assent thereto of Nova 8co
tia and New Brunswick, and have consequently
agreed that provision should be made for its jmmed:
ate constauction by the Government of Canada.
Therefore, in order to mive efflect to that agrcement,
1t shall bo the duty of the Government and Parlia
ment of Canada to provide for the commencement,
within six months after the Unlon, of a railway con
necting the River 8t Lawrence with the city of Halifax
in Nova 8cotia, and for the construction thereof with
out intermission, and the completion thereof, with all
practicable speed

It would appear from that that the deles
gates acoepted the terms which they got in
consideration of the railway, and if we leave
that clause out the inference 18 that their as-
sent would not have been given. No person
suthorized the delegates to make the railway
the congideration for Union—before they did
#0 some one must have had the right to be
consulted, and the question is who should it
have been? I answer thatin my belief the

-people, whose destinies were in the hands of
these men, whose interests for weal or for
woe were to beaffected. should have had an
opportunity of adjudicating on the whole
matter. DBat it is urged by many that be-
cauee certain leading men were in favor of
Confederation, therefore there was necessity
for consulting the people. With all respeot
for the learning and discretion of the mem-
bers of fthe lesrned profesmons who favor
Umon, 1 take it for granted that they oan
bardly olaim to be able to judge of what our
farming interests require, 80 well as the 48,»
000 farmers, head of families, do know
what 12 likely to affect their interests as well
as dootors and lawyers. Agan, would you
exclude the 16,000 mechanics of this Provs
ince, the merchants, and all those who repre-
sent the industry, trade and commerce of the
country from saying what affeots their in-
torests? Would you take from our 15,000
fishermen the right to have their voice in &
matter 80 deeply affecting their welfare?
Must the rights of all thege classes be disposed
of upon the 1pse dixit of a few individuals,
however lgarned and intelligent they may be?
Responsibility in this matter must attach to
somebody, and who was it that prevented the
people from being consulted ? Who werethe
men who were bold enough to take hold of
the constitution and stifle the voice of the
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electors of this country? Bold men they
must have been who usarped the functions ot
every man in the Province. They were the
men who advocated the principle of going to
the polis with every important measure,—
some of them had placed on record that reso-
lution declaring that no change ehould take
place even in the Legislative Counctl without
the people being consulted When they under-
took to undermine the constitution, to usurp
the rights and stifle the voice of Nova Scotia,
they should have shrunk from the respons-
bility, and asked themselves ‘‘are wo the
men to seize upon the hiberties of the people
after all tho pledges we have given, turn re-
creant to the trust reposed in, and prevent
them from being heard at the polle”’ I
have asked ‘“ who are the men ?’’ 1 mention
first the name of Dr. Tupper, not because it
gives e apy great pleasure to do 7o, but be-
oause I held bim responsible in the first de-
gree. Being the leader of the Government,
he, of all other men, should not have been
guilty of this arbitrary exercise of suthority
If1t 18 asked how he came tobe in power I
answer that when the delegates to Charlottc-
town had got permission of the Governer
General to go to Quebec, there to arrange
the terme of Union, he, as leader of the Gov-
ernment, should bave said *‘no, the people
have never been consulted, and I will not go
unless 1t is understood fairly that the people
will be heard before the matter is decided on.”’
Agsain, he went voluntarily to England on
the delegation,—could he not then have said
to the House of Assembly, ** I will acoept the
introduction which the resolution of this Le-
gislature will give me, but a clause must be
put m which will bring the matter back to
the people at the polls.”’ Nor is that all,—
when he went to England and decided on the
socheme, even supposing he considered it a
gotl one, he should have considered the
righte of the people, and made a provision in
the Act by which they would have been con-
sulted And, coming down to s late stage,
if the truth had been told by Mr. Watkin m
the House of Common /in answer to Mr.
Bright’s remarks, the operations of the Aot
would have been suspended until it came back
for ratification Where is the authority for
such & course ? has been asked.

The Leader of the Oppomtion refers us to
the Corn Laws, the Emancipation Laws, and
the Reformn Bills. Perhaps his reasoning
upon this point may be sound, but it struck
me a8 being a piece of special pleading to say
that because the British Parlinment parsed
measures like those, 1t could pass an act like
that which brought about Confederation, de-
stroymng our Constitution and affecting every
interest of the country True, those enaot«
ments altered, to some extent, the represen—
tation of the country, but the highmindedness
and honor of British statesmen called upon
them to deliver a portion of their people from
injustice. Englishmen have ever been jealous
of theiwr rights, and so are we After those
measures had been passed the Parliament still
remained; it could have repesled them and
restored matters to their old condition. This
Confederation Aot, on the contrary, takes
from us the power of altering the laws to suit
our Province.

Coming down to a later date we have had
oited as a precedent the union of Cape Breton
Now we know that 1f 8 witness is put into the
box he 1s considered guilty of perjary if he
fails to tell the whole truth The leader of
the Opposition, when he quoted that prece-
dent, shovid have told us fairly that Cape
Breton had no Legislative Assembly. Agan
the union of the Canadss was effected after
the rebellion {here, and when commissioners
were exercising mihtary sathority. Surely
these 1nstances besr no comparison to our
case. We werein peace and prosperity, legis-
lating acoording to our constitution, with no
sign of quarrel or rebellion. Precedents upon
our side of the question have been ocited ia
numbers, the case of the other colonies, New
Brunswick, Prince Edward Island and New-
foundiand being proof of the way in which
our people would have been treated 1f the
Legislature had scted fairly. I think, how-
ever, that the challenge to cite precedents
came from the wrong quarter—precedents
should come from those who seek to justify
the charge that has been made. We asked
no change, and those who urged it should
be prepared with precedenta to establish their
authority for what they did. It is hard to
find cases exaotly in point, for in the history
of no country possessing representative 1nati-
tutions has there becn such an attempt to sub-
vert the constitution. Precedents which do
not apply to the oondition of afisirs estab
lished when the prinociple of Responsible Gove
ernmepnt were conceded are mot in point, be-
osuse the Imperial Government, having
granted us certain privileges, will not revoke
them, It has been clearly shewn that impor-
tant measures have from time to time been
submitted to the decidion of the people at the
polls, and surely that is the coursé whioh
should have been followed in this instance.
It may be considered out of place for me, a
layman, to refer to any legal point, but I have
found one reference which seems to me to be
applicable to this question In 1825 the Brit«
ish Parliament passed an Aot, chap 114, con-
taining a olause worded in such a way that
it will not be denied that thereby some rights
were conceded to us, and if that be the case
the Union Act eannot be ruccessfully defend-
ed as constitutionsl. It has not inaptly been
said that this Union Act was good for thore
who advooated 1t Perhaps 1f we search all
the records of history we cannot find & mea-
sure which holds out g0 many rewards for xts
friends. The system of inoreased salaries and
multiplication of offices was one of the most
objectionable features of the scheme, next to
that whioh destroyed our powers of legisla-
tion I neced not desoant at great length on
the loss which Nova Seotis will experience by
the change,—we lose our public works of
nearly every desoription, snd although we
go into the Confederation with nearly an
equal debt, yet there is in point of fact no
comparision between the debt of the Canadas
and of Nova Scotia, for ours does not repre-
sent & dollar of defioicnoy, while that of Cane
ada represents twenty-two millions of revenune
defioit.

+ I will now briefly allude to the operation
of this Aot since the 1at of July. One of the
main srguments of those who supported

)
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Union principles, was, that although ourre
presentation was small, yet our power and
influence would be equal to that which con-
trolled the former Canadian Government, and
would, therefore, be equsl to our wants But
when we look at the history of the Dominion
Parliament we see how inadequate that ropre-
sentation has been found We see that our
rights have been disregarded, an injurious
tariff has been enacted, and eur represents.
tives, even when aided by those of New
Brunswick, were powerless to effeot any
change when the members from Upper and
Lower Canada combined against them. Look,
agan, st the policy of that Parlisment re-
specting our coal. When we asked for a small
duty on Amerioan coal, we were told that for
the Canadians to tax themselves for our benc-
fit would be preposterous. One great charac-
teristic of our Government bhas always been
economy,—we incurred no debt beyond what
was neceseary for our public works, and pre-
sented a fair example of the benefits of repre-
senta1ve institutions; but the polioy of the
Union Aot is to oreate & large aud expensive
Government, with extravagance prevailing in
every branch of the public service. The Le-
gislative Assembly of Canada had moreclerks
and pages than members, and #o on through-
out the other Departments Some remarks
were made to the effeat that 1f Repeal was oba
tained it would injure the prospects of the
r4 lway to New Brunswick. I will not detain
the House further than to mention the bare
faots of the case: that the railwsy can be buiit
without Confederation and without an in-
creased tariff, 18- surely too plain to require
discussicn. The branch from Truro to Am-=
berst was put under contract gome two or
three years ago, and as our revenues were
tben considered sufficient to meet the subsidy,
1 take it that I need not labor the argument.
The Annapolis road ie to be bmit by subsidy,
sud the trunk line would be far more advan-
tageous to a Company who would undertake
it But astill etrapger fact 18, that 8o late as
June last, within the time that Confederation
was to take effect, a Compsany actually did
make an offer to build the road on the terms
of the old contract I have no doubt, there-
fore, that the road can be built as eoon as
New Brunswick is ready to connect with us,
provided our financial affsirs are restored to
their former condition. We have always been
ready to conneot with New Brunswiok and
Canadsa, and the fault has lain with them, by
not performing their part of the agreement.
In bringing my observations to a closs, I
wish to make a few remarks on the election
of 1867, It has been gaid by some that the
question of Confederation did not enter large-
ly into the consideration of the people at that
election. I think that the facts are toco plain
to require much discussion ; if we are to
judge by the amount of government influ-
enoe used to defeat the anti-confederate party,
we have a pretty good guide as to the strug-
gle which the friends of union made to oarry
their principles. False arguments imnumer-
able had to be met; the people were told that
we were not going to have the Canadian tar-
iff, and it has turned out that the only slter~
ation has been in lowering the daty on
liquors and raising that on the neoessaries of

life  Tn referring to the influences brought
to bear 1n Camberland, it may not bo amies
for me to state how 1t wag that two unioniste
ehiould have heen olected there [ undertake
to deciure that but for the government 1fla
eongres and the uafmir means of every kind
uned, the urronists would have been swept off
the boyrd  What was the pomtion of atfsirs
10 Cumberiand? I declared for repeal, and
that 18 the policy which the county favours
this day, although Dr Tupper eecured » seat,
and alto a gentleman who eits here. I had
not wealth or influence 1n my tavor; the votes
which were given for me were given volun.
tanly, while 1n favor of our oppouents means
such as were never hetore practised on sany
people were brought into cperation  The
same may be eaid of other counties The
road moneys have been 1aid under contribu-
tion without the authority of the Houee;
salaries were increased in the ssme way, and
other shameful devices practised to secure
support The hon. leader of the oppoaition
18 & confederate, and I may fairly ssk how
1t 18 'that Invernesa senda s man to occupy
the position? I find that in that county
only 800 votes out of 2000 were polled for
union; snd, withont going 1nto a discurmon
which will come on more properly berenfier,
I may say that Inverness, like Cumberlaod,
18 anti-confederate at heart. The leader of
the opposition has complsined a good deal of
being obhiged alone to combat the arguments
of so many gentlemen on this side of the
question. He has himeelf to blame for his
position, and is therefore entitled to no sym.
psthy When I heard his complaints the
other day, I was reminded of one we read of
who called for a drop of water to cool his
parched tongue, the hon. member may weep
and wail and bemoan himeelf, but the fault
18 hus own. The rights of the people have
been trampled on, and any one who goes to
his succor and support must take his life 1n
s band ss he crosses the gulf of public
opinicn. Every man here has a golemn daty
to dicharge, and I trust that duty will be
faithtally done What are we here for to-
deny ! To obtain the repeal of the Union Act
80 far ns 1t affects us, to assert the rights of
the people, and to demand the privileges
which the British constitution extends to us
When the vote is taken, these duties will be
digcharged 10 a way that will do honour to
the House and to the country. Let mc say,
finally, that whatever decision may be arrived
at, the result affeots Dot only us but every
British colony. Hereafter, whenever the pri-
vileges of any people are invaded, tho pre-
cedent of the violmtion of our constitntion
will be urged ; and thereforeit is to the inter-
est of all the colomes to asgsist us 1n our
struggle for repeal.

Mr. Dotcerre smd : Mr. Speaker, at this
late hour, I will not detain the House by any
lengthened observations of mine. In the
name of the people which I have the honor
to represent, I repudiate the British North
America Act as unconstitutional and oppres-
rmive, and calculated to reduce the people of
this once happy province to a state of servi-
tude and degradation. With these few re-
marks, I shall support the resolutions 1aid on
the table by the hon Attorney General.
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Wevvepgnay, Feby. 19, 1868.
. The House met at 3 o’clock, p. m
N MISCELLANLOUS

Hon A1rry GLvemai presented a petiion
from & number of [ndians of the Brasd’Or
Lake, praymng for relief

Hon Mr. RoBeRT80ON, a8 chairman of the
com&)ittee on *he Invernees eleotion, asked
leavo for the committee to adjourn to Monday
next at 11 o’clock. Leave granted.

Mr. NortHUP presented s petition from
John Goose and others for money t3 expend
on s ro\(}.

Hon Mr. FLYNN presentad a petition for a
grant of money to build a bridge

Mr NorTHUP presented s petition from
John White and others, of Musquodoboit, for
a grant of money ; also, a petition from Pres-
ton in reference to theschool law. The latter
was referred to the Committee on Education.

Mr. WaiTk presented a petition against any
mnterial aiteration of the achool law.

Mr KipstoN presented a number of peti-
tions for grants of money on roads and
bridges.

Mr. Youna presented a petition in_refer-
ence to the ferry between Windsor and Hante-

ort.
v Mr. MormisoN prescnted a petition from
Geo. Laster and others for money to build a
bridge over Salmon River; aleo, & petition for
a rallway station at Salmon River.

Hon Mr RoBERTS0N laid on the table ine
formation asked for 1n reference to the Hos«
pital for the Insane

The adjourned debate was resumed

M. COPELANDS SPHRKOIL.

Mr. Coperanp said ~Mr. Speaker, with
your permission I rise to ofter a few remarks
upon the great question of Confederation,
uow before the House. But as the gentiemen
around these benches have ga fully and ably
digoussed the question already, I will not at
this late period of the debite occupy much of
your time.

I have the honor of being one of the repre-
sentatives of the second most populous coun-
ty in the Province, and 1f your take into con-
sideration its vast mineral resources, I believe
the first county in the Province, and as res
presenting such a county I do not think I
would be doing justice to myself or those
who sent me were Ito give a silent vote, I
demre therefore in a few words to express my
bostility to the British North America Act,
algo to the fraud, deceit and treachery by
which it was carried.

I believe, sir, that such sn Act as the Brit-
1sh North America Act, affecting as 1t does
the interest of the people 80 materially—such
an overturn of their constitution—should
have been riferred to the people at the polls;
and the parties who 8o systematically pre-
vented the people from passing on it, commit-
ted a very grievous injury ou the people of
this Province, and perpetrated an act which
will forever hand their nawes down to pos-
terity as men who have wantonly trampled
upon the rights and liberties of a free people.
And T believe there was too wuch honesty and

seane of fair play in the British Parliament
to pass such an Aot if they had not been de-
ceived by the delegates, and made to believe
tl;nt the people of Nova Scotia were in favor
of it

But, sir, when an opportunity was at last
presented to the people they arose in the ma-
Jesty of their strength, and have declared in
s voice of thunder that they abhor the Brit-
1sh North Amerioa Aot—the {rnqd by which
it wag oarried, and the treachery of the men
who perpetrated the deed.

Nova Sootia is small in extent, but rich in
regources; why, air, Just bat glance at her
fisheries, her vast mineral weslth, her gold,
her iron, her coal, her shipping, her mer-
oantile capabilities, and her near proximity
to Europe; and I think, sir. that youa will
agree with e that Nova Scotia is the most
important part of North America 10 propor-
tion to 1ts size

Sir, Iam a Nova Scotian, possessing, I
trust, all the feehings of a Briton [ am
proud of my native country—proud of the
mighty Empire of which we form a part, and
loyal to my Queen and Sovereign But, sir,
{ will never surmit willingly to have my
rights and hberties swept away, and handed
over to the tender mercies of the Canadians,
to be gothing better than ** hewers of wood
and drawers of water>’ for them. Sir, } feel
that my countrymen possess the snme feelings
with regard to thiz matter, that I do myself,
and that nothing but force and coercion
will oause them to submit tothe B N. A
Act, and that they will embrace the very first
opportunity of getting free from it. I shall
therefore moet heartily give my voto for the
resolutions submitted by the Hoh, Attorney
Geueral, knowing that in doing o, I am not
ouly fulfilling the desires of my own constitue
enta, but expressing the views of the people
of the whole Province; and with a firm be-
Lief that the British Parliament will, on the
facts being made known to them, grant the
people of Nova Scoha what they desire, and
without which nothing else will satify them,
that 18 & repesl of the B N A. Act, in g0 far
as 1t refers to Nova 3cotia.

Mg, WIILTES SPEECH.

Mr. Wuite said—Se much has been ad-
vanced on this question that it 1s with the
greatest embarrassment that I riee to address
the House. To give a milent vote on the re-
solutions, however, would not bs congenial
to my feehinga or consistent with the duty I
owao the people of the important county who
have honored me with the trust I have un-
dertaken Not only has a great deal been
said on this subject, but much has been so0
ably said that my embarrassment arises not
80 much from what I should say as from
what 1 should leave unsaid Promising not
to oosupy the time of the House at any
length, I will advert to one or two matters
which occupy my mmd 1n cobnection with
the history of Confedoration. We all know
something of the hstory of Canada, and a
glance at that history shows that she hae
been laboring under serious disadvantages
for thirty years past—disadvantages partly
entailed by her system of representation,
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which wae established with the treaty of
peace which followed the rebellion That
treaty would not have been acceded to by
Upper Canada unless the representation had
been framed according to her wishes, Lower
Canada having then the largest population.
The result was that equal representation was
made the bass of the treaty. This gave rise
to nearly all the difficulties which Canadsa
has aingce had to encounter. Not very long
ago we saw & (Government formed there
which 1asted but two or three days, owing to
the equal system of representation. 'This
difficulty led to the conception of the present
scheme, the basis of which 18 representation
by population It is true that the Canadian
politicians had alao an eye to the revenues,
but their main object was to remedy the po-
htical diffioulties which their system of re-
presentation entailed This may have suited
Canadian polioy, but in common with those
who have preceded mwe 1n this debate I protest
against 1t a8 far as Nova Soolia 18 concerned
I was struck with the argument of the hon.
member for Inverness the other day, when,
m support of the constitutionality of the
measure, he instanced the repeal of the Corn
Laws and the Emancipation of the Catholics
in England Every one knows that the mem-
bers of the British House of Commons re-
ceived instructions time and again on these
questions from their oconstituents The Ca-
tholic Emanoipation Aot, 1t must also be re-
membered, only extended the privileges of
the people; it did not restrict them It atmed
a blow at the prejudices of the age, but not
at the constitation itself It did not transfer
to another country the revenues of Great
Britamn, nor did it extinguish the Lords and
Commons, and that instance is therefore not
at all analagous. The mode of paesing Con-
federation has been much commented on, and
very properly so, for even if the measure
were good, the manner in which 1t was
passed would have been reprehemsible. So
was the conduct of some of 1ts supporters 1
will not travel out of my own county to il
lastrate this, but will refer to an address de-
livered in 1865 by Mr. Bournot, my prede-
cesgor in this House. After an earpest re-
monstrance against that measure, he con-
cluded by eaying —

¢t Now that the people should be told that they were
to have nothing to do with declding so important a
question as changing the constitution of the country
but that the House conld deal with it irrespective o
the wishes of those they represented, was something
meost pre; osterous to propound in a country like this,
«njoying the principles of Responsible Gaveroment—
where the people are the fountain of all authonty
The Provincial Beoretary must have known that the
House was elected under our'exasting constitution, and
ocould not change it without consulting those thit
elected them  Yet the Provincial Becretary was quite
ready to strike down all existing rights and privileges
enjoyed by this people, 1n order that he might march
on to Ottawa But far and wide the spirit of the peo
ple nssgerted ftselt Little by httle a feeling arose
whioh spread over the Jength and breadth of thas
Province, and showed the Government that they must
pauge 10 their rash carcer In my own county at
fir t mmuch indifference was felt on thus question, but
a9 the discussion preceeded a strong feeling of dissa
tisfaction at the scheme exmbited itself among all
classes of the peopie 7’

These were that gentleman’s views in 1865,
and I here assert that his constituency ap-

proved them, and yet I find that in 1866 he
voted for the messure Had any change oo-
curred 1n the meantime? I contend that
nothing occurred which should have mate-
rially altered his views. He delivered a
speech 1n 1867, and by way of explaining his
vote said.

“Tho reasons for my oppostion to the Quebec
scheme are known to many of my friends, and as I
have stated them at large to the house, I nced not re
fer to them again, excepting to say that I support the
measare from conviciion My mind was not influen-
ced by any frek of a moment, or by any desire for
office  Itis well known that X never held office and
that I do not detire any either under the general or
local government In the oplnion of some gentlemen
every man does wrong who does not strictly conform
to thelr views, but I can fully justify the course I
have taken When I came to the session last year
there were many conflicting reasons operating in my
mind and I was not fu'ly determined as to whether I
should support or oppose Union In the first place I
found on reading attentively that the pinions of the
most intelligent men in Kogland were favourable to
Confederation; then I saw that the organs of the varl
ous religious denominations were likewise favorable,
and thatthe proposition had received the support of ‘
the leading men of every political creed.—Kverywhere
evidence was to be found thatthe wish of the Imperial
Government was to see Union consummated, then
came the Fenian excitement, and the abrogation of
the Reciprocity Treaty, and, at length, when our own
territory was menaced, I felt that the moment had
arrived when a true and patriotic lover of his conntry
should decide I then came to the conclumon that
I should sapport Confederation, in order that we
might be prepared to mcet the emergencies which
were approaching I gave the proposition my sup-
port, however, with the understanding that the Quebec
schewme should undergo modification »

Perhaps I am hardly justified in saying
that this was an eye opener to Mr Bourinot
—that the mists cleared away a8 soon as he
discovered that there was room for him in
the Senate, but 1 oannot help saying that
he exhibited = total want of that patriotism
which he so glibly talked about. Patriot 18
hardly the word to apply to him. Sir, if this
be patriotism, our lexicographers should re-
vise their works and find some term or com-
bination of words better fitted to convey to
the mind—love of country, and devotion to
our country’s interests. 8ir, I can scarcely
trust myself to dwell upon the conduct of
those who have been instrumental in conw
summating this measure of Confederation.
Suffice it that these records (Debates of House
of Assembly, 1864 to 1867) abound with the
tergiversations of those of whom the people
of this country did hope better things

I tarn now from all the inconsstencies
which that record illustrates to a subject
which has not been touched on by those who
preceded me I refer to the address to Genl.
Williams, which was got up for the purpose
of whitewashing some 1ndividuale. I was
much struck with the view taken of that ade
dress by some of the Confederate organs; it
was taken not merely as an expression of
loyalty to the Queen through the Governor,
but as announcing to the English people that
tho people of Nova Scotia were in favor of
Confederation, and a clause to carry eut
that view was ingerted in1t. When wercflect
upon the means by which that address obtain-
ed its signatures, 1t loses its effect, and should
doso When introduced to my county, it
was sneakingly taken around, and people
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were asked to sign it hurriedly, and did so,
being told that it was merely an address of
loyalty to the Queen, and had no poliical
significance Many who siguned it were asto-
pibed to find afterwards that it contained a
olause designed to make Confederation ap-
pear popular If in other counties that ads
dress was signed as 1t was in Cape Breton, I
deny that it was any compliment to General
Williams  Its being signed in that county
was not, Imust repeat, intended as snexpres-
gion of agreement with the policy of those
who carried Confederation In conclusion, I
may #say, Mr. Speaker, that I have an abiding
faith in the generosity of the British Parlia-
ment, and believe that, without doubt, this
repeal will be granted. The attention of the
British people has been #o much turned, with-
in a year or two, to the condition of Ireland,
that the Imperial Government will hesitate, I
feel certain, before refusipg an application
like this. I, for one, am content to await the
resalt. My remarke, I fear slr;" havc been
somewhat desaltory and void of that elo-
quence which chsaracterized & debateon a
aimilar subjeot in_England some yesrs ago;
but, sir, however weak I may be in reproba-
ting this thing and its promoters, my weak-
ness msy be to gome extent compensated for,
by my sincerity in the cause of Repeal.

MR. BLANCHARD’S SPEECH.

Mr. BuancuARD gaid :—It was understood,
Mr. Speaker, that this afternoon should be
devoted to giving me an opportunity to re~
view the numerous speeches made on the sub-
Jeot under debate, and I feel that it never has
been, and I trust it never will be again, the
lot of any man in Nova Scotia to be placed in
my popition. However indifferently I may
beable to discharge the duties which devolve
upon me, and however small may be the abi-
lities which I oan bring to bear, yet I feel
that it is well that there is some little differ-
ence of sentiment here. If it were otherwise
the employment of the House would be short,
and little or no interest would centre in this
debate. I find myself now oalled upon to re-
ply to sbout twenty-nine speeches, delivered
by gentlemen on the government side of the
House. It was said last evening that some
of those §entleman should have the reply,
because I might take the whole twenty-nine
and lacerate them, but I have noidea of
doing anything of the kind. On the contra-
ry, 1 will say that such an array of eloquence
and talent as has delighted the House for
more than a week never occurred in a Pro-
vinoial Jegislature before. We have seen
coming to the fore and delivering lengthy
addresses men who, one would have suppos
sed, would hardly have occupied as much
time as the last speaker. Talk of lawyers,
gir, they oannot compare with some of the
farmere and merchants who have been ad-
dressing ue. Some gentlemen who, before
the last election, had hardly ever made &
speech except in a wvillage debating club,
have delighted the House for two mortal
hours at a stretch, with language, 1t is true,
that is somewhat unusual, but with power!
eloquence! ! and wisdom!!' Such as I must
oongnzulllte the country on poesessing.

4

Talk of the talent of the House being lessens
ed since the Union Aot came into foroe! Why
if we measuro the talent of hoa. gentlemsen
by the number of their words, and their abi-
hity by the force of their langusge, nothing
to be compared with this debate has ever go-
ourred before. I eat here in the days.when
we thought we had intellectusl giantsamon
us—when Mr. Johnston on the.one side
an array of talent that was of no ordinary
character, and when Mr. Howe aud Mr.
Young, on the other side, were sustained by
a fair share of talent and ubility; but all the
debates of those days were ¢s nothing when
compared with these twonty-nine speeches alt
in a row, suggesting to the memory. the
nurgery rhyme about gome other thingeina
row. I intend to go into the subject with
good temper, beoauss whenever I have, on
other ocossions, ventared to indalge ins
little retort, by way of satire, on geuntlemen
who had attacked me, I got & dremsing such
a3 no ordinary man would sabmit to, but I
promise two or three gentlomen that before I
am done I will return the compliment. IfI
should omit to refer partioularly to any gen«
tleman, I trust he will pardon, and-take to
himself the remarks I make to his friends.

In the first place, however, I wiah to take
s broad view of some of the festures of the
debate. We had a good deal of oonstitution-
al argument, and I regret that when I closed
my first speech the Attorney General waa/not
sllowed then and there, as he wished to do,
to reply to my remarks upop that hesd, for
that would have given me an opportunity of
commenting upon his observations. I feel
that it will be manifest that in the course of
his argument he either misrepresanted the
issuens of the question or he was not awaxe of
the faocts. We were told that this-eountry
had a charter—an inviolate charter, but I
ask the Attorney Generdl to meet the srgu-
ment which I advanced : that if such & ohar-
ter were given by George II. it hws been wios
Iated over and over agsin until there is not
aray of it left—violated in every concelvable
manner—torn into ribbons tem thousand
times. I wil give book and page in proof
of my assertion : in Murdech’s History, vol.
2 page 332, 1t i8 recorded that by proclama-
tiom George III., with the advioe of bis Privy
Counocil, annexed the Islands of Prifce Eds
ward and Cspe Breton to Nova 8cotis. Again
we find the Governor and Council of this Pro-
vinge altering the representation in the legis-
lature and the franchise. What became of
the immaculate charter then? In 1769 Prince
Edward Island was made a separate Provinoe
by the act of the King and Council--the same
power separating the Island whieh. had
snnexed. But going down to 1784, what do
we find the condition of the country to have
been? Nova Sootis, New Brunswick, Prince
Edward Island and Cape Breion wers one
country, under one Government snd Legisla-
ture. In 1784 New ‘Branawiok was cut off
from Nova Scotia by the Act of the Crown.
In 1784 Cape Breton also was made separate;
in 1820 that Island was restored to this Pro»
vince. When I addressed the Houne before, 1
was under the impression that Cape :Breton
wan annexed by Aot of Parliament,«
careful examination I find TWas mistaken,

.
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for the union wagd effected by order of the
King and Council; that, however, does not
affect the argument. Where, then, was the
oharter that could mot be broken? It was
maintained by the Attorney General that the
King snd Council could not touch the char-
tor—that it was irrevocable and must forever
remain 80; and yet in 1820 the King and
Council annexed Cape Breton by their own
sot. Let any gentlemsn refer to the Journals
of 1844, and he will find there that a specis!
session of this House took place in the month
of July, when the whole matter of the annex-
ation of the Island was brought up by orders
of the Becretary of State for the Colonies,
who wished delegates to be sent home to meet
the representatatives of Cape Breton when
they went before the Privy Counocil. A peti-
tion had been sent to England from 2000
persons seking for repeal, and urging the
unconstitutionality of the deoree on the same
grounds as those taken in this debate. If
there is any strength in the argument now,
how much greater ought its force to have
been then, when the system of Government
was [swept away without the voice of the
geople or their representatives being heard.

here was no House of Assembly or Legisla«
tare that could be appealed to. We have
heard a good deal about the strong feeling
pervading the country now, but I have been
often told by men who were well acquainted
with thestate of the Island in 1820 that the
feeling then was infinitely stronger. £1000
sterling wae subsoribed by a small populstion
to send home delegates and engage couneel 1n
England. The Privy Council then desired
thie Legislature to send an sgent before them
—not to discuss the propriety or judiciousness
of annexing Cape Breton to Nova Sootis, be-
cause that branch of the argument was ex-
pressly exoluded, but to disouss the conslaiu-
tionality {he Act. Our Legislature des
olined to send agents, yet the question was
elaboratfly discussed before that tribunal, :n
whose 1tegrity the public had the most im-
phoit faith, and within whose doors the
breath of suspicion never entered. Did the
Privy Council decide that the union was un-
constilutional, and repeal their decree? No;
but they sent back something like this mes-
mge to the people of Cape Breton: ¢ you
have been united by the As: of the King and
Council, and united you must remsin.’’
United they fhave remained jfortunately for
themselves, and it did take many years for
the great feeling about repeal to dwindle out
of existence.

Having said this much in reference to the
charter, and having, as I think, shown that
theaots ot the King and Counoil have been uni-
veorsally recognized as controlling our affairs
and annexing separate Legislatures, I think
I have made & point whioch ocannot easily be
overcome. I will admit the truth of the pro-
porition,'that as the country progresses and
the Government beoomes more liberal and
democratio, the Legislature should be con-
aulted on subjeote of this kind, but I oannot
understand the allusionas which some gentle-
men have made to despatches which state that
the Parliaments of the Provinces should be
consulted. Those despatches have been
spoken of, ag though they contemplated an

appeal to thepeople. As I said before it is
dootrine unknown to the British oonstitaution
that we must go beyond the representatives
of the peopleand go to the people themselves
for the declaratidbn of their will. However
desirable such s principle may be it is not
British, 1t 18 American in its inception and
history; it never formed a part of our con-
stitation, and I trust it never wmill I come
now to refer to the observations made by va-
rious members in this debate, and I must
8ay, with all due respect for those who con

stitute this House, that if they could but di-
vest their minds of the heat and prejudice
which operate on them, they would see the
impropriejy of much that has been said in
this debate. We have had a good many hard
words used in nearly all the speeches from
that of the hon. member for Londonderry
down to that of the hon. member for Pictou
(Mr. Copeland) who spoke this afternoon I
have known the latter since I was & ohild, I
am well aware that & more upright man Nova
Scotia does not contain, and when I heard
him in his quiet voice use the words ** fraud,
deceit, and treachery,’’ Lfelt that he had not
measured his langusge. So etereotyped
have those phrases become, that at last it
geems . impossible to discuss this question
without using them. I will endeavor not to
retaliate for the strong labnguage that has
been used, but I cannot help saying that
such expressions are seldom employed in re-
ference to anybody present or sbsent, and I
do feel that there sre some who would hardly
have ventured to use sach langusge if those
to whom they applied it were here. To whom
did they apply those words? I have under
my hand s speech and pamphlet by & man,
who, above all others, earned and retained
the respeot of the Conservative party; and I
ask the Conservatives of this House—the men
who from childhood have been taught to look
up to James W Johnston, if they are pre

pared to apply the terms **traitor’’ and
¢ treachery >’ to him? If that old gentle-
man were here, even at histime of life, I would
like to seo the man who would get up and
talk about fraud, deceit and treachery, and
apply the terme to him. I waslong opposed
to that hon. gentlemsn. Iknow kow to ad-
mire talent and patriotism even in an oppo-
nent. I should hike to see the Attorney Gen-
eral tell him that he was a traitor. Aslong
ago a8 1854 Mr. Johnston made one of the
finest speeches ever delivered on the floora of
Parliament, and not content with that, sfter
the publication of the Quebec scheme, when
asked to give that speech for general publios-
tion, he endorsed every word he had ever ut-
tered on the msabjeot.

I cannot forbear reading to the House one
or two sentences contsining so much elo-
quence anud pregnant with so muoh instrus
tion, that I hope, before we hear the words
which I referred to again repeated gentlemen
will reflect on whom they are casting aspere,
siong. In Cape Breton, when a Highlander
curses and swears he is emd to use ** bad
English >’ We have had s good deal -f
**bad English’’ in this discussion, hut
far as I am concerned this violeni languag
ps:aes by me as the idle wind, whichI regar’
not.
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In reference to Judge Johnston’s opinions
1 will read first, not his utterances in 1854,
butin 1865. He said on the one hand .—

¢ Uplon under one government, giving to British

bjects, in their confed and growing strength, a
natlonality worthy of their origin, and a theatre of
action such as fonal expansion d ds, where,
soknowledging the sovereignty, mainlaining the insti-
tations, cultivating and perpetuating the principles
of the parent State, and putting forth the energies of
freemen, they and their descendants may, under &
graoious Providence, have the opportunity of rising
ta degrees of political inft , material prosperity,
Iatellectual and literary attalnments, religions, educa-
tienal and moral progress, and refinement of taste and
manners, which cannot be reached in small and con-
tracted commanities »?

On the other hand is :—

4 The perpetnation of the present isolated condition
of the Province,—and rich as she is In material bene-
fits and prosperous within the limits which smasll
communities may attain, yet few in numbers, weak in
strength, qual to the dev t of her own re-
sources, unable to furnish to her sons professional
education, or to retain at home her enterprizing
youth, she hay little prospect for the future beyond
a dwarfed existence and ultimate absorption Into the
neighboring Republio.

*One of these must be choren—the other rejected.
Thera is no other alternative My sentiments formed
and publicly advocated through a quarter of a cen
tary, leave me no room for deliberation now. To an
old man, individually, any decision is of small mo-
ment, but as a ber of the ty. in the exer-
aise ¢f my best judgment on A question of vital imter-
est toall of us and those who come after, I darennt
deny a national existence, with its privileges and
dutlies, to my descendants and my countrymen.

¢ X therefors accept Confederation as a great ben-
efit, whatever my tendencies in favor of Legislative
Uanlon, and though they were greater and more fixed
than they are **

8ir, is that the language of & discontented
politician? Is it the language of an am-
bitions man who wanted to get into a larger
arena? No, but it is the langusge of & man
of a ripe old age, removed beyond all politi-
cal relations, and ornamenting the Judioiary
in & very high degree. Does it become some
men whom I'could name to talk about trait-
ors and treachery, and to stigmatize so
strongly as they have done the friends of
Union, and smong them s man like thw?

Now, let us consider when this discussion
of Union commenced. Itsorigin was notin
1863 or 1864, or in the days when Mr. Howe
brought it forward, but away back in 1814,
long before Cape Breton was annexed,—sand
we then find that the late Chief Justice Sewell
and the Duke of Kent took a deoided interest
i the question. From then until now the
great minds of the country direoted their at-
tention to it. I have under my hand & letter
on the subjeot, written by the Duke of Kent

in which he speaks strongly in favor of the. ference to the Union of the Colonies :

projeot. But passing over many beautiful
and eloquent passages in the speech delivered
by Mr. Johnston in 1854, let me read to you
his conoluding remarks. He said :—

¢ I cannot conolude, Mr. Chairman, without acknow-
ledging how far short I feel I have fallen of the capa-
city of the subject—I will not say of its requirements,
for the measure I have advocated needs hittle of argu
ment or of eloquence. The priaciple on which it
rests is so simple~—so truthful—so practical—so ac-
knowledged—that argument and elogquence seem sa-
perfluous.

*¢ Untox 18 BTRENGTE—reason, philosophy and ex-
perience declare, fllustrate and confirm the trath.
Religion and clvﬁinuon demand its aid.

< It upholds the sovereignty which God has given
to man over creation, and Is the basis on which resta
all the agencies for fuifilling the Creator’s designs for
the amelforation of our race Bupported on this prin-
ofple the question seems no longer open to debate, so
s00n as the practicability of Union is afirmed. And
yet the subject affords ample scope for reasening the
most rigid and elog the most exciti Henoe at
one moment the mind is embarrassed to fiod rabid ob-
Jjections to oppose—at another, oppressed by emotions
dufficult to utter.

“T trust and belleve my deficlencles will be lost in
the inore perfect and able exposition the subject will
receive from those around me, and that, graced by the
aids of reasoning and eloguence, ft wnf be placed In
the light it ought to occupy before this Prevince, our
sister Oolonies, and the Empire

«“X offer no apology—or, if any be required, my
interest as a Colonist, my duty as a citisep, my ocoun-
try’s welfare and the well-being of our posterity, must
plead my excuse for inviting this discussion. Oalled,
in the Providence of God, to take part in the councils
of my country, I have now falfilled a duty I should
have been i1l satisfied to have left undone when my
public career shall terminate.””

This quotation, let it be remembered, is
from one who was looked up to with reve-
rence and respeot as a gentleman of the high-
est personal oharacter, and when I heard the
words * traitor and treachery’’ applied to
bim by men who, in comparison with him, are
the merest pigmies, I feel inclined to advise
gentlemen to go and look at Judge Johnaton’s
grey hairs, and when they think of him asa
politician of forty years standing, the Con-
gorvatives of the House at least should be
asshamed of the injustice whioh they have
done him.

Hon. Prov. BEcYy.—Mr. Johnston did not
vote for the measure.

Mr. BranceArp continued :—No he did not
vote for it, but look at his language after the
legislature had adopted it, both in the letter
which I have quoted, and in his address to
the Grand Jury st Truro and Amherst last
summer. I think that after this some gen-
tlemen would wish their language unsaid.
But am I done_when I have spoken of Mr.
Jobngton? No sir, many are the great names
which I could oite as advooates of Union. I
will not go into a discussion ot Mr. Howe's
inconsistenoy, except to say s few words. I

* will not eay that Mr. Howe was the father of
Union, beonuse he was not. Mr. Johnston
was the originator of the question here; but
I am going to speak of one circumstance in
conneotion with Mr. Howe, and to quote one
gentence from a speech of his, and I will be
content with that, because, as far as Mr. Howe
is conoerned, the subjeot hasbecome hackneyed
and tasteless. In 1857, after losing the oqn-
trol of the government, Mr. Howe said in re-

¢ I'

“there wag one queation unsettled when I left
the administration, in the discussion of which
I desired to mingle, it was that (Union of the
Colonies). When the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Johnston) moved his resolution in 1854, I
lent him all the a:d in my power, and if it
were debated sgain gladly would I assist

him.”> Now, sir, I ask the House, and espe-
oially the libersls who have been accustomed
to look up to Mr. Howe, if it becomes them
to talk about traitors and treason when Mr.

Howe said that this was almost the only
§neation which he bad been unable to settle

ow I ask some of these gentlemen, and som
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of the 's)eople outside, who have been talking
blatently about traitors, to consider Mr.
Howe’s definition of that word. Hesays:
*1 hold that the Queen’s commission runs
thmufhont this entire realm, that every con-
stitational mandate of Her Majesty her loyal
subjeots are bound to obey, and that he who
attempts to thwart or opposc the policy of
the Imperial Government 1s a_ disaffecled
and disloyal subject.”’ Nor smI done when
I shew the House that the Equity Judge and
Mr. Howe are men to whom the terms that
have been used were applied ? Standing as I
do, almost alone, when I hear gentlemen
talking as if I had forgotten the rights of the
people, I am tempted to turn back and tell
them who must at the same time have for-
gotten those rights. Let gentlemen consider
whether they are prepared to apply these
epithets to the Judges of this country presi-
ding over the Supreme Court. If they are
not they should remember that they have
done so in applying them to others. If, sir,
I stood alone in the country, as I stand al-
most alone here, I would atill, I think, have
enough manly feeling not to be put down,
but to induce me to give expression to the
sentiments which animate my breast. That,
however, is not the oase. The opprobious
terms which have been applied to the advo-
oates of the measure, are not applied to me
alone, but to men who are greatly my supe-
riows: to the Judges., to Mr Howe, to the
men who preside over the various churches
of the Province, to the overwhelming majori-
ty of the profession with which I am con-
neoted, to men of every olass in the country
who ought to know, as well as the farmers
we have heard so much of, what is for the
good of the country.

There are one or two questions of which I
wish to speak before goifg into s reply of
the various gentlemen who have addressed
the House. We have had recently placed bes
fore the country a comparative statement of
the amounts of daties received under the pre-
aeding and existing tariff by a gentleman of
no ordinsry ability. When some gentlemen
get up and talk flippantly about the figures,
as if the officer who published the statement
knew nothing about them, 1 would ask them
to pauge. One gentleman smid that Mr. John.
son had made » mistalte in every entry, but
he did not stay to reflect—perhaps he did not
know, thatin April 1866 the duties were
largely altered. We had one set of duties to
April and another to September, and which
set was Mr. Johnson to take? If he took the
old duties}it would not bo a fair statement at
sll, for his object was to show how much more
would be colleoted ander the Dominion tariff
infl1867 than would have been collected under
the tariff ss it was on the 1st July, 1867.
Thst in the suswer to the array of fizures pre-
sented by the hon. member for Kings. Even
another gentleman, who took the trouble to
publish & full statement in the paper this
morning, has not ventured to adopt this
view of the subject, but I would ask whether
it was fair, under the circumstances, for the
Provinoial Seoretary to bring down what 18
the samo statement to all intents and purs
posen, and to publish it only a few hours be-
fore I was oalled upon to reply ? Why did he

not tako the hon. member for Kings and
cram him for the task? The statement
of the latter gentleman was altogether falla~
cious, inasmuch as he took the daties pre-
ceding April, while Mr. Johnson took the
subsequent tariff Again. that gentleman
and those who have addressed the public
through the newepapers, have entirely ige
nored one branch of thesubject Mr. Johne
som caloulated that thers would be a change
1n the trade of the country in consequence of
a largoamount of goods 1mported from Ca-
nada free. Mr Jones and Mr. Dickie entire-
ly ignored this fact Let me turn attention
to some of the articles to which this remark
applies. Mr. Johngon has deducted $6000
for arms and ammunition, and why? Be-
cause there is a manufactory in Canada
where they can be obtained as cheaply as
they can beimported. Bacon and hams are
also omitted, becanse Canada will give us
as large and cheap a supply as can be ob-
tained from the United States Soasto other
artioles of produce. Why, I ask, was this:
view of the case ignored? Why isit that no
gentleman has considered the large quantity
of dry goods hitherto paying duty. but
which will now come in free? Among those
articles.—felt and felt hat bodies, materials
for hoop skirts, machine mlk twist, prunella,
silk twist for hats, boots and shoes, candle
wiock, straw plaits, Tusoan-grass and fancy,
&c 3AN thess article paid ten per cent before,
and are free now, and yet these gentlemen 1n
their calculations ingert thousands of dollars
which should have been omitted They
have put down a large sum for India rubber
manufactures, but who does not know that
Canada can supply them as cheap, and in-
deed cheaper, than they oan be had from
abroad.

One word about printing paper, about the
taxation of which & great deal of complaint
has been made. I have taken the trouble to
enquire about that matter, and what ig the
fact? For the last five or six years printing
paper has been so high that 1t could not be
1mported from the United States, and the pub-
lishers have been obliged to import from
Great Britain. But the price has now be-
come 80 high there that s mineral substance
has been used for adulteration, which has
beén found most injurious to the type. At
this moment I undertake to say on good au-
thority that an article infinitely saperior oan
be got from Canada, free of duty, more
cheaply than paper can be got from Grest
Britain, and at this moment there is an agent
of one eatablishment here endeavoring to ne-
ﬁoomte for & supply. I will not, however,

well on this pubject by going over the var-
ious articles to which similar remarks apply.
I have made no calculation and do not intend
to make one, butI desire the country to look
at the various statements put forth, and to
give them a fair examination There are a
hundred men in the Province more competent
to examine this matter than any of us, and
the truth can be easily arrived at if the
change of importation is borpe in mind.
Passing to another topio, it has been declared
in the amendment whioh I submitted, that in
the present condition of this country it would
have been necessary to inorease the taxes to
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discharge the public services ¥ififout Confed-
eration, and I now ask membérs to look at
that matter I will not make an elaborate
oalcuiation, but I ask the House to consider
the faots set out in the resolution . that while
our debt two or three years ago was but four
or five mllions, it now amounts to exght and
a half millions, and, according to some, nine
millions. If 1t be a faet that we were about
having to provide interest on our additional
debt of eolarge an amount, I ask where was
the money to come from ? $240,000 was the
smallest sum which must have been provided
annually after the 18t of July for that pur-
pose. Will any man tell us that we were able
to take that sum from our annusl revenue,
and still provide as wo had been domg for
our roads and bridges and other services? It
wag impossible. “*But,’” says the hon. mem
ber for Kinga, ‘we had been growing at such
a rate for the last ten yecars that if our pro-
gress were the same we could have met these
habilities >> It 18 easy to look back and easy
to prophesy, but if he had looked more oare-
fully and gone to the proper authorities he
would have found the fact etanding out pa-
tent that the revenues of last year down to
the present time were $130,000 lcss than at
the corresponding period of the previous
year. This sum, added to the amount of in~
terest which I stated, makes $370,000 to be
provided for. And yet we are told that be~
fore Confederation Nova Scotia was & happy
country, and could carry on her public
works without inoreasing the taxation.
1 could not help feeling amused at hearing
one gentleman talk about Nova Sootis, being
economioal, and keeping within her 1mcome.
When we doubled our debt within five
or Bix years, surely we should not talk
about keeping within our income. I under-
tako to say at any rate that our debt 18 dou-
ble what 1t was eight years ago, and yet it 18
said that Canada is a mdst extravagant
couuntry, while Nova Scotia is a tight httle
place that manages 1ts affairs differently.
When I said $130,000 was the deficienoy, I
should have given the exaot figures which are
$127,373 27 to 1st Sevtember last.

Before going into a reply to the speeches
of the hon. member let me ask one or two
questions. The resolutions laid on the table
state boldly that our revenues are i such a
condition that we are unable to meet the
public requirements. Yet what did we hear
stated the other day? That the accounts
were in such a state of confusion that the
Government, acknowledging themselves in-
competent for the task of arranging them,
were obliged to call in the assistance of three
gentlemen from outside. Those accountants
were put to work three or four months ago,
and I ask why itis that, though the House
has been three weeks in session, although
the country hes been looking for alarming
disclosures about peculations on the part of
the Iate Government, at this moment we are
still without the result of their investiga-
tions. Iam unable to account for it; per-
haps the Government can,—but these Com-
missioners should at least have given a pre-
liminary report. A committee of this House
was appointed some time since to investigate
the public accounts, but they have not held

one meeting up to this hour. If thq state~
mentsinade by the Government be true, why
has nat the proof been laid before us either
by the report of the accountants or the report
of our own committee? I can 1magine a
reagon—it may be that when the report comes
up 1t will be found that we have money
enough and to apare. If this be not the case
why are delegstes to be sent home to aay to
the British Government that this country is
notin & condition to carry om its public
works at & time when we have no report from
the Commiesioners or from the Committee of
this House? If the statement be true, it is
within the power of the Government to prove
1t. If the accountants have not been able to
exercise due diligence 1n their work who has
been hindering them? Is the Government
dongso? Have these gentlemen been sup-
plied with the information neccssary to the
completion of the work? No, sir; to my
knowledge information hag not been applied
for at the very quarters where 1t could be
derived, and thercfore the Government are
not 1n a position to ssy what is the condition
of our finances. When they put into the
mouths of members, for the purpose of send-
ing 1t to England, the statement that we are
not able to carry on the public affairs, why
did they not lay the proof on the table?

I come now to my reply to hon. members,
and I find that the first gentleman who fa-
vored me with his notice was my hon. friend
from Londonderry, who gave us his vrews !
of the constitutional law bearing on the sub-
jest This is not the first oceasion on which
I have heard of the hon. member’s constita-
tional law; he seemed to think once upon a
time that no one but himself was a matsh for
Mr. Johnston—no one would 8o readily ap-
proach the lion in his den, and catch him by
the beard, as ho. He told us once that he
could make a better collection of Revised
Statutes in & week than all the rest of us put
together. How often have we lstened in
times gone by to the constitutional law which
1, ¢¢ the member for Colchester,”> proclaimed
to the country. He used to say, in substance,
*“do not take your Iaw from Johnston or
Young; I, the great man from Colchester,
will tell you what the law is, and let no one
dare dispute it.””

In that strain he used to address the House,
and now, coming down from greater game,
he has tarned his artillery upon me, and has
told the people that I knew mnothing about
constitutional law, and that I had a great
deal of audacity to talk of it in his presence.
He asks us to consider the precedents set in
New Brunswiok and Prince Edward Island,
where an appeal was made to the electors.
I did not say that there was to be no sppeal
to the people when the government could not
carry on the affairs, but I said that when the
government could oarry its measures through
the legislature, no man had ever heard of a
dissolution being required. That was the
state of affairs 1n New Brunswick when the
question was mooted; the government dis-
agreed on the subject, and there was noalter-
nstive but to appeal to the people 1n order to
settle the question. But was there an appeal
on this question in Prince Edward Island?
Not at all; they had their election there at
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the usual time, and so with Newfoundland.
The hon. gentleman also complained that in
speaking of some one who had ssked the
question ‘‘ what then?” 1 was trying to

revent Nova Scotiang from asking questions.

ot at all; but on the contrary I wished him
and every Nova Scotian to ask bimeelf and
his neighbors, and the leaders of this move-
ment, * what then?’” I ask that an answer
to that question be given to me as a Nova
Beotian, and to every man whom it interests
in the country . If repeal is applied for, and
refused, what then ? I will not repeat what
I heard an ex-member of this Legislature
say in the lobby of the House this forenoon.
If his sentiments were uttered within the pur-
views of London, he would be imprisoned
within half an hour; but when gentlemen n
private make such assertions, why not state
their answer to the question boldly? I want
the hon. member for Colchester to ask h.m-
gelf and his leaders * if repeal be refused,
what then?’ The hon. gentleman himself
undertook to answer it, but with all the skill
of a practioal Jawyer, he went roqnd and
round it without coming to the point He
gays I mwy ask myself ¢ what then?’’ when
I think of facing the electors of Inverness.
1 have faced them three times already, with
what result the House knows, but I will
never forget the time when the hon. member
for Celohester was with us before, and when,
at the close of the last session of that House,
some of us went down to bid each other good.
bye, and after four yesrs hard fighting, the
question was asked “ who will come back ?°*
They thought there was no hope for me—
never dreamed of seeing my face again; but
we all thought that there could be no doubt
about the return of that hon. gentleman with
flying colours. How could any constituency
resist that great constitutional lawyer? I
did come back, however, and Iask where
was he? Left at home. I therefore tell the
hon. member, when he asks me how I shall
face the electors of Inverness, that he had
better look after Colchester. When my con=
stituents do not want me, they will bid me
good-bye, and dispense with my services.
The hon. member aleo made some_remark to
the effect that any society of chimney sweeps
would kick from their company the men
who voted for Confederation.

Mr. MorrisoN.—Hear hear.

Mr. BrancuABD continued —It would be
more becoming to the houn. member to esy
shame, shame, for such language was hardly
guitable to the dignity of the Ilouse and
to his own position. He also spoke of some
peoplespeaking of themselves asthe almighty
**we,’’ but 1t wan the almighty “I’* with hum.
Things went wrong 1n_Canada, he told us,
beoause *‘there was no Tom Morrison there.”’
He said further that Nova Scotia would never
be loyal to Csnada, and, ;n imitation of &
celebrated orator, exclaimed ““never ' never '
never I’ I thought that that passsge would
have taken the House by storm, and that the
country when it heard it would burst outin
wild enthusiaam. Then he said that Mr.
MoGee was an ‘‘extirpated’’ rebel,—that gurs

rised me a good deal for I thought that Mr.
oGee had still an existence. I would hke
to speak with respect of every man, but when

members talk in that strain of Mr MoGee
they should remember who he is and who
they are Where did I see that statesman
within the last few yeara? On the platform
of Temperance Hall, which was crowded with
one of the finest audiences that it ever held,
and there Mr. McGee kept the wholeattention
of that audience enchained (for two hours
with eloquence such as is rarely heard on s
platform. Whom did I there ses delighting
to do him honor? The Hon Joseph Howe,
who said at the close of the lecture to the oras
tor of the evening, ‘‘go on, I am wmth youj;’
and Mr. Johnston and Dr. Tupper joined in
these expressions of honor and encourage-
ment When we hear a man hke that—the
first orator in British America—apoken of as
an expatriated rebel, it 18 enough to make
one’s blood boul,  The hon. member for Cols
chester concluded his speech rather strange-
ly; he ssid ““if I had ten thousand voices I
would shout repeal ! repeal ! repeal '” That
wss hig peroration, and a magnificent one it
was. I should like to ask the members who
are in the habit of reading their bibles to re-
call to their minds the way in which Joshua
directed that the walls of Jericho were to be
knooked down : he directed the Xerslites to
take ram’s horns and make trumpets of them,
to surround the city, and blow with all their
might Then the people were to sbout with
all their voices, and the walls were to fall
down flat I would advisethe Government to
follow that example : to send the hon. mem-
ber home to England asa delegate, and if the
British Government should refuse repesl, to
station him 1n front of the Colonial Seoretary’s
Office tosboat  If the walls do not fall as he
shouts I shall be very much surpriged. I ad-
mire the voice of the hon. gentleman; I only
wigh that heaven had given me such a one,
and I trust that the Government will not
forget thewr constitutional lawyer when they
come to appoint the delegates. Perhaps it
may be unnecessary for them to take my ad-
vice.—the walls of Jericho may be down now,
for I should not be surprised to hear that the
hon gentleman’s shout had reached all the
way across the Atlantic I speak thus of
that gentleman with perfest good nature,
hoping that when next he addresses us he
will give me a8 good a text.

Sometime after him we had the hon. mem-
ber for Halifax, Mr Northup, who made a
short speech. Some allowance s, of course,
to be made for a young member unacouss
tomed to debate, but when I heard that gen-
tleman’s impagsioned tones and language on
the subjeot of Confederation, and his not
very creditable allusions to the Hon. Mr.
Mitchell and others, I thought ‘¢ well, is it
poeeible, that we have never heard of his be-
ing a Confederate?’’ It has been said that
once on a time he sustained and supported
the men who were oarrying the echeme;—
that may not be true, but he was certainly
recorded a8 one of the most emphatio sup-
porters of Union. Bomething wonderful
must have occurred to change his opinions.
He told us of what his customers said, and of
what gome one from New Brunswick ssid re-
specting the feeling fthere. I believe, from
conversations I have had with parties froem
that Province that those rumors are worth



107

about as much as some that we have had oir-
oulated here. It was ssid, we know, that
hundreds of men of the first standing had
forzaken us and joined the Anti-Confederate
oause in Halifax, and yet we know that not
a man of good position has left the ranks of
the party I assert that most emphatically,
and should hike to mee proof to the contrary.
1 come next to the speech of the hon member
for Queen’s, Mr. Smith, and of him I csn
gay that he has not provoked retaliation by
insinuations of motives, or by the use of vio-
lent language,—he will excuse me, however,
if I eay to him that I think the prinociples of
oonstitutional law sare utterly at variance
with those he laid down. He spoke of the
charter of George IL., adopting the idea that
that charter is 1nviolate and immaculate. I
am old enough to recollect when Responsible
Government was introduced—when the twelve
gentlemen who sat in the Council exeroising
executive and legislative fanctions were, by
an Aot approved of in England, required to
vacato their seats, and what was the argu-
ment then? Mr Cogswell raised the ory of
¢« the charter, the charter !’ But the Par-
linment and Government of England declined
to eay that the oharter restrained the Legis-
Iatare from paesing such an Act. That was
the great argument, however, then,—the
Councillors said : ¢ The King of Great Britain
has by his charter appomnted us, and no Aot
of your Parliament can toush us.”’ That
was the very same dootrine that we heard
from the Attorney General the other day.

Hon. Arry. GENERAL—The Councillors held
office at will.

Mr. BrancHArp continued.—That makes
no difference,—they were appointed by char-
ter, and did their objections avail them ?
No, they were swept off, the question of that
oharter was disposed of pretty quickly, and
a Legislative Council was appointed in their
place. But, says Mr. Smith, ** here is an
answer to all your black letter laws,—here 18
a oconfirmation by the Privy Counoil of the
Queen’s right to grant the mines and mine-
rals of the Province’’ Who denied the
right? True, for a time there was a doubt
about the matter, but the question was at
length desided Who denies that the Sov-
ereign could grant the unoccupied lands of
this Province, but all this does not affect the
question of the charter in the smallest degree.
The hon. gentleman told us that Catholic
Emancipation did not pass against the will of
the people. It is the first time that I have
heard that asgertion,—will anybody tell me
that 1f the voice of the people of England had
been taken on the question thero would not
have been an overwhelming majority to say
“no’*? It isto the everlasting credit of
gome of tho best Protestants of England that
they carried the measure azainst the preju-
dices of the majority of the people, and
obliged the people to submit. Let me here
oontradict the assertion made by some one
that this question and that of the Irnsh Union
was referred to the people 'The people of
Ireland were opposed to the Union, but the
Union was effected through the will of the
Legislature.

‘We have been told that Prince Edward Isl-
and and Newfoundland have not been coerced

into the Union? Why is that? DBecause
their Legislatures—the only true exponents
of the wishes of the people—the only ocon-
stitutional and regular oaannel through
which their wishes can be made known, did
not agree to the scheme. With referenmce to
the Legislative power which Great Britain
possesses over her Colonies, let me read from
Blackstone, vol. 1, page 101 ‘—

¢t When the sovereign Legislature sees it necessary
to extend its care to any of its subordinate dominions,
and mentions them expressiy by name, or includes
them under general words, there can be no doubt
but then they are bound by its laws.”

That is the general dootrine, and a8 regards
the prevailing practice, do we not, day after
day, submit to laws passed justin the same
way a8 that whioch united the Provinces?
Whenever Parliament chooses to pass such an
act the people must submit, and there can be
no appeal. Let this House and the country
bear 1n mind the great distinotion between
the British and the American rule on this
subject. In the Republic, if any one is dis-
satisfied with a law which has been passed,
he can bring it before the Judges of the Su-
preme Court, and if it be unconstitutional
the Judges will not enforce it. Have we any
such rule under the British Constitution?
No, the Judges of England are as much
bound as the mesunest subject in the realm
by any law that Parliament may pass. Let
me here read from Kent, s most celebrated
writer on American law and the constitution
of the Union. In vol. 1, page 504, he thus
BAYS '—

** A case {n Pennsylvania has been recently decided
involving an important political principle—the Court
held that a statute authonzing the citizens of certain
Counties to decide by ballot whether the sale of apirit
uous liquors should he continued 1n said Countles.
‘WAS UNCONSTITUTIONAL, a8 belng a delegation of Le-
gislative power not permatted by the Constitution,
and contrary to the theory of Government 8o In
New York an act establishung Free Bchools, which
had been submitted by the Legislatur2 to the popular
vote, was drclared to be not a law ¥

Now we have a law exactly like that in
Nova Scotia, at this moment: that if any
polling district should, by & msjority of its
voters, declare that they do not desire licenses
to be granted, the licenses cannot be issued,
and yet such un enactment i the United
States has been pronounced uncenstitutional
That is the distinction between this country
and the United Statee There is with us no
power that can interfere with or dispute the
authority of the law as declared by Parliae
ment The reverse is the oase with the Uni-
ted States, and yct some gentlemen seem to
desire oconeection with that country. We
know that a great cry has been raised about
the members who sat here two years ago,
having forgotten their obhgations to their
constituents Now upon that point let me
regd another extract trom DBlackstone, page
159 :—

¢ The system of membera being bound to obey their
constituents 13 spoken of by De Tocqueville a3 ope
that would, In the end, render all the guarantees ot
representative Government useless and varn »?

Upon the same pomnt Smyth, in his teoture
on the French Revolution, said :——

¢ How absurd to have a question decided by the
constituents at one end of a country, and afterwarda
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debated at the other. Ofwhat uso are reasoning and
eloquence addresszd to those who, in the firat place,
have to Jay their instructions on the table »*

I refer to these pointsin view of the con-
dition of things two years ago, and to shew
that the legislature of that day was bound to
pass such measures as its members believed
right, without strict regard to the views of
the constituencies Listen to what Burke
eaid upon that question while addressing his
constituents at Briastol He said :—

‘“Ido not obey your instructionst No, I oon
formed to the instructions of truth and nature, and
mawmntained your interest against your opinions
with a constancy that became me. A representative
worthy of you ought t» be & person of stability Iam
to ook to your opiniona indecd , but to sach opinfons
as you and I 7nust have five years hence I was not
to look to the flash of the day I knew that you
chooze me, in my place, along with others to be a pil-
1ar of the s:ate, and not a weather-cock on the top of
the edifice exalted for my levity and adversability.
and of no use but toindicate the shiftings of every
fashionable gale »*

Tn view of these doctrines, so well esta-
blished, I aak whether 1t was becoming to
style the men who voted for Confederation,
two yesrs ago, *traitors,”” because they
went, it may be, against the wishes of their
constituentsa? I will come mow to another
branch of the argument. The hon. member
for Queens referred to the large petitions got
up, at the instance of Dr. Tupper, for the
dissolution of Parlisment, and he quoted that
gentleman’s remarks to shew that the Go-
vernor was bound to dissolve the Houge when
s msjority of the people shewed themselves
hostile to 1ts measures. But the hon mem-
ber forgot the answer that was given to that
request, and I give that answer more especial-
1y for the benefit of the liberal members of
the House, because it came from the man
whom they appear willing to bow down and
worship Mr. Howe, in leading the govern-
ment of that day, defied Dr. Tupper, and smid
that the legislature was not to be influenced
by every breath of popular opinion, 8nd that
for 1ts full term the legislature would conti-
nuce to govern the country in the way it
thought proper—not as the delegates. but as
the representatives of the people. From a
Minute of Counoil, dated 29th July, 1861, 1
take this extract :—

¢Mr Hatfield and Mr. Campbell are the best yudges
cf the soundness of their own views and the propriety
of theirconduct They are not delegates but members
of Parliament, and from the moment of their election
they were bound to represent, not only Digby or Ar
gyle, but the whole Province, whose great interests
were commitied to their carc This doctrine laid
down by Mr Burke at Brstol in 1774 kas never been
questioned n the Imperial Parliament  And Mr.
Horsman, member for Btrone, though recently called
on by his constituents to resign, has asserted his
righta, and illustrating this sound British doctrine, po-
sitively refused If members were to resign whenever
for # moment they displeased the:r constituents, the
calls would be frequent—personal independence would
be rare, and questions would be discussed by requisi-
tions rather than by fair deliberation and manly de-
bates 1f Parliament were to be dlssolved whenever
a gentleman changed sides, or a discontented consti-
tuency petitioned, free institutions would become an
endless distraction, and no man would ever dare to de-
hiberate or run the xisk of being convinced »

These are the dootrines of Joseph Howe,
put upon the Minutes of Counwi, and here

again is a statement of his views on the 20th
April of the eame year :—

‘““With regard to the members of Digby and Argyle
1t is the undoubted principle of the British Constitu-
tion that a member once returned hy a constituency
hag to consider what ke believes to be the lnterests of
the whole country and not the wishes of a simple
eonstituency He s elected a representauve and not
a delegate, and the constituency have given up to
hym for the hmited period fixed by law for the du
ration ’o_fihe Parliament the power whick they pos
sessed.”

‘We have heard announced the doctrine that
members are bound to be guided by the
wishes of their constituents, and i1n no case
to depart from the views of the people, but I
leave this point with the comments which I
have already made In passing from the
speech of the hon. member for Queens, 1
must thank him for the kindness with which
he treated me and my colleague I wish I
could congratulate all the members for hav-
ing evinced 8o generous and candid = spirit.
When I addressed the House previously, I am
free to confess that I was to some extent
blameable for the warmth I exhibited, but I
held out the olive branch, and said that I re-
gretted some of the language which I had
apoplied, and that 1 had used that language
only because I had been dprovoked beyond en-
durance. Iead I hoped that in futare we
would be able to conduoct our debates with
good temper and moderation, but have I been
met in the same spirit? 8ir, there never was
» man who stood on those floors and had so
much contumely and contempt heaped upon
him as have been heaped upon me by two or
three members, and before { am done, if Pro-
videnoe give me the power, I will teach them
not to repeat their conduct—teach them that
towards me they should have acted with
something like decenoy and moderation
When some members have thrown upon me
aff-onts of no ordimary kind—have even dug
up the bones of a departed brother and flung
them 1n my teeth, they must and will be
taught & lesson they will not readily forget
unlees I am deprived of the powers of speech

The next member who spoke was Mr Cham-
bers who gave us a long discourse on the taniff,
and who endeavored to give us the benefit of
his general knowledge of business. I do not
think, however, that he met the argument
that I had put fairly before the House, but I
shall speak of him with respect, because his
treatment of me merits such a return. He told
us that his children had put into his vahse a
couple of books from which he read,—I have
heard of & good many clever children-—~gome
exceedingly clever ones—who could instruot
their parents, but if he has children capable
of comprehending those books their proco-
ciousness must have arigen from the principles
which make the parent resemble Nebuchad«
nezzar, who “‘ ate graes Iike an ox.”’ He told
me that ho and I started in hife together,—I
did not feel much flattered at that, because I
was under the delsmion that he had started
in life ten yeara before me; but he went on to
say that I had obtained what Isought: a high
position in this country. That reminded me
of a remark made by the late Mr. William
Murdooch, when he was about to depart from
Nova Bootin,~—some of his friends gave him

v = =
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a supper party, at which his health was pro-
posed by Mr Howe, who passed a high en-
comium on him for his abilities, and for the
position which he had acquired Mr Mur-
doch, who was well known not to be & pub-
lic speaker, got up and said ¢ Mr Howe
and I set out 1n life at the same perrod but
with different objects, and we both ebtained
them,—he sought fame snd he got 1t—I
sought money and I have it > I know thatl
have not obtained very great fame, but I
koow that the hon. member for Colohester
has obtsined money If the object of my de-
sire is still ghttering before me, that 18 not
the case with him, and I congratulate him on
his success He talked, however, about the
wild wooda of Canada 1n such a way that
would lead one to suppose that he had never
been 1n Canads,—I can tell him that away up
in those wildernesses they have cities con-
tainiog four times the population of Hahfax,
and that he should remember, when talking
about our fine folks off Nova Scotia, Pwho,
like Robinson Crusoe are ** mnnarchs of all
they survey,’” that the waste, howling wilder-
ness of Canada contains more than four times
the population of Nova Scotis. The Chinese
used to talk sbout *‘outmde barbarians,’’
and used to think that ** these Enghish were
not fit to agsociate with the great people of
China,” and g0 it is with gome great people
in Nova Scotia. who say to the Canadians,
¢‘oh, keep away from us you backwoods’
peoplo, we want our country for oursclves,
and wish you would leave us alone in peace.’
It has been said that in my remarks in & pre-
vious debate I attempted to attach a stigma
upon the people of Colchester,—every mem-
ber of the Iouse must know that nothing
was farther from my thoughts,—I was try-
ing to turn into luaghter sand ridicule & res
mark made about the people shouldering
their muskets injthe cause of repeal Outmde
of the House 1t has becn said that I insulted
the people of Colchester,—I leave it to those
who heard me to say whether that 18 true or
not.

Phe hon. member for Colchester, Mr.
Chambers, found that his notes had got into
gonfusion; ** but,”” said he, *‘I1am_ here to
make the worst of Confederation >> Nothing
could be more honest than that admission,
and if all the gentlemen around me would
make as clean & breast of it T could under-
gtand them better The hon gentleman ade
mits that he 15 not here to look at the matier
in a fair heht, but to mak2 of it the very
worst that he can. He told us alsc that he
csme hero unpledged to the policy of repeal,
and I rather think there are & good many hike
him. for while I am free to admit that the
subject of Confederation was to a large ex-
tent before the people at the elections, I deny
most emphatically that repeal was the preat
question before the country. I assert with-
out fear of contradiction, because I have 1t
on excellent authority, that one of the mem-
bers for Halifsax dented and repudiated that
he was running for repeal during the election
contest, at St Margaret’s Basy. Mr. Jones
and one cf hig colleagues made that demial
most emphatically during the canvass, put-
ting, a8 the issue before the electors, the pro-
priety of {)uniehing the men who bad carried

9

Confederation. The hon member, Mr Cham-
bers, went on to gay ¢* wo sre all open to con-
viction ’’—1 would not like todoubt s as-
gertion, butI believe something hike this of
his friends, that

¢ A man convinced agamst his will
I3 of the same opinion gtill

1 think all that could be done in the way
of reaching their convictions would not acs
complish a great deal He gave us a very
teling description of a sauppositious case—
of my having gone to Ottawa, and having
obtained as & match for iny daughter a dake
or a lord, and then having forced her into
matrimony. I have no 1dea of going to
Ottawa; [ want to stand by the wreck, it we
mast call 1t g0, to tho last, and I will remsin
here as lonz as any constituency honors me
with 1ts confidenee, but1f I wanted a duke or
a lord, that would hardly be the place to go
for one, and I oan assure him I would take
care that the 1nterests of sll parties were
consulted, In course of hie speech the hon.
member told us that he could make a tanff
in two days. What a fortunate county Col-
chester 18 to have two representatives, one of
whom could make a volume of revised sta-
tutes in & week, while the other could make
a tanft for the Dominion in two days. Let
us hand over to them all the business which
usually ocoupies the time of the Legislature,
and I have no doubt these two great minds
will arrange all the affairs of the country
without any difficulty. Their accomplish-
ments would make the eizhth wonder of the
world, and I only hope they will not hide
their talents under & bushel. I havenottime
to follow the hon. gentleman through all s
remarks about the duties, but I understood
him to say, in reference to the shipbuilders,
that he .did not pity them—that they were
gerved right, for ** while they live they live,
and_when they die they pay noboedy.”” He
reminded me of an old adage, which does not
apply to bim, but which runs :

« ¥Ie who drinks grog at night and gocs to bed metlow
Lives as he ought to Iive, and dies a jolly fellow »

I think that some of the hon. member’s
friends, for instance the hon member for
Yarmouth, and the hon. member for Pictou,
Mr. Copeland, will hardly think themselves
complimented at the 1dea of the probabihity
of their dying some of these days and pay-
ing mnobody. I was surprised at the versa-
tility of the hon. member for Colchester. He
drew 1llustrations from nearly every source,
and came at laet to Marryatt’s novels, from
which he gave us a degcription, that I hard-
ly think be meant to apply to me, because 1t
18 8 description of & dog, not of a man.
They drowned him, and he would not die;
they shot him, and he would not die; they
banged him, and he would pot die; and thie
makes me think he must have referred to me,
because I bave been shot at gnd stabbed, and
yet here I am alive and to the fore.

The hon. member read us an extraot from
one of his books. I thought 1t was never
going to end, but at last 1t did, and he sat
down after talking 8o long and #o fast that
he could talk no longer. But, like Snarleyow,
he came to life again, and in course of & dige
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geréation of an hour and & half said that 1t
had been put on him to review the tanff
Who put that task upon him? Was 1t done
1n caucus, or did the Government put it upon
him, feeling that they had not enough abili-
ty among themselves to diecuss the matter?
I do not wonder at the selection, hovwever,
becaune 1f Mr Chambers could make a tanft
in two days, he was just the man for the un-
dertaking  We have in the Government s
Finance Minister, an Attorney Gencral, and
other unofficial membere, but their duties are
delegated—one member gets the teriff to deal
with, another touches upon the fioance quer-
tion, and so0 on all around I have now fin-
ished my review of the speeches of the hon
member for Colchester, and 1f I have said
anything offenmve, I trust he will not
take it in that light, for I have not meart 1t
80

The next gentleman to whose remarks [
will refer 18 the hon. member for Victora,
who, smarting ucder some observations
which I bad made on & previous day, rose
with the determination of hurhng around him
without consderation or reflecuon, such
anathemas and wvituperation as are rarely
heard here. I ask him if he koew that he
was talking of men whom this country de-
hghted to honor for forty years, when he
taiked of a few blacklegs coming down from
Canada? When did we ever hear this Legis-
lature diggraced by such language before ?

The SPEAKER~— Order.

Mr. Bravcuanp continued —I feel that I
am right 1n what I have said, when 1 am
commenting upon an epithet too opprobrious
to be used here I have spoken about *‘ bad
English,’’ but I ask 1f worse Eonglish than
the expression to which I have referred could
proceed out of the mouth of any person?
The hon member sa1d that these men, dele-
gated as they were by the highest authority
m Canads, should have three years 1n the
Penitentiary. Let those who are out of that
mstitution plume themselves on the fact. I
ack any member of this House, or any man
who hears me, to go home and think of bim-
self, of the position he occupies, of those who
are near and dear to him, and 1 ask if one
man out of fifty thousand can say after thet
examipation ‘* There 18 no spot on one of
those with whom I am counected > Let the
hon member consider that, and wben he next
feels inclined to hurl the epithets < blackw
leg >’ and ** common drunkard,”’ let him re-
member that he who 18 without sin ghould
cast the first stone.

The SpeAkcr said that Mr Blanchard’s
language and manner were caloulated to
irntate members.

Mr BrancHARD continued —I have eat
here for three or four days listening to such
language as po ordinary man would sab-
mit to, while such language is ueed 1n
reference to those whom I rerpect, as long as
I draw the breath of life I will not sufler those
who use 1t to escape with impunity—they
must take the consequence. The hon mem-
ber for Victoria said that the Canadian Gov-
ernment, having reduced this country to the
verge of bankruptcy, were now calling on us
to pay their deficienctes. That is not tho fact,
and the hon. member ehould have known

that we go 1nto Confederation with an equal
debt, and that the surplus debt of Canada is
to be paid out of her local revenues. He also
sad that G» e Breton had petitioned to bo
annexed,—I gave proof for my atsertions on
the subject of that union, and I ask him to
mive his proof for that  But at the close of
the hon member’s speech he said that he was
about to revesl a etate of facts that was not
at all creditable,—he undertook® to say that,
desiriog some alterations 1n post rides he had
called on the Postmaster General, and that
the answer of that officer was, *‘ have you
seen Mr Blanchard 7’ He then went on ‘o
ask 1f I was the man to be consulted, 1psinu-
ting that I controlled the post oflice patron-
age of tlis country He had not resumed
his geat an 1natant when, not knowing what
he meant, I arked whether the changes werc
not 1n post rides that run through my own
county. I received no answer to that ques-
tion, and I ask what the House thinks of a
member coming and trying to cast a elur up-
on me and upon the Post Master General,
without being 1n a position to answer that
question on the spot. But what will be
thought of bim when I read the correspond-
ence which passed between Mr. Woodgate
and myself at the close of the hon member’s
speech ? I wrote this note to the Postmaster
General
Havrix, Feby. 15th, 1868,

A Woodgate, Esq.

Dear Sir,—Mr. Kidston has just stated in
the House that on asking you about some
Post Office changes, you asked him if he had
consulted me Will you be kind enough to
let me know if the above is correct, and if ro,
under what ciroumstances you made the ob-
servation.

Yours truly,

(Si1gned) II Branciarp.

GENERAL Post Orkice,
Halifax, Feb. 15, 1868.

Dear Sir,—I beg to acknowledge the
receipt of your letter of the 15th nstant,
and to state that some few days ago,
Mr Kidston called at my office, and sug-
gested some changes in the mail route between
Plaister Cove and DBaddeck and Mabou,
Whycocomagh and Baddech. After expresss
ing, each of us, our views on the subject, I
sa1id ‘¢ Have you consulted Mr Blanocbard 7>’
or ““ Would 1t not be best to speak to Mr
Blanchard on this matter ?’° or words to that
effect. I mentioned this, a8 you were one of
the members of this county, and I consder-
ed you should have a voice 1n such caser; at
the same time, 1 never for one moment sup-
posed Mr Kidston would bring on the floors
of this House a conversation which I looked
upon as altogether private, for the time being,
as of course such mail alteration would have
to be referred now to Ottawa

I am, yours respectfully,
A WoopaaTE

I Blanchard, Esq, M P. P.

The fact was that two-thirds of the whole
rides which he wished altered were in my
county. The hon. member, I repeat, got up
and in the most open manuer charged me
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with controlling the management of the Post
Office,when the Postmaster General had mere-
ly referred to me because I was immedisately
interested in the subject The post rides re-
ferred to are thoge running through to Bad-
deck and affesting Mabou, Wycocomagh and
Plaiater Cove, and I ask what right or buasi-
nees one of the members for Victoria had to
terfere and ask for s change in matters
rclating to my own county without consult-
mg me? I shonld hike to pay some atten-
tion to the gentlemanly speech of the hon
member for Qaeens, Mr [Freeman, but the
abundant ficld for remark with which others
have furnished me has left hittle time to de-
lay. But he made one remark which was
very true and for which I thank him Iie
told us that in £1x years Canada had mcresved
m population by 582,000 persons  Is this
the wild howling wilderness thatiwe have
heard of? Has this been going on in the
backwoods about which the changes have
been rung from one end of the country to the
other ? In six years 1t8 increase has been
larger than the whole population of Nova
Scotin. This is the terrible country with
which we are connected, and which 18 hang-
ing like a millstone about our mnecks I
thank the hon. member for the illustration,
and I feel that when he comes to refleot upon
it he will see that a very great deal of the
contumely that has been hesped upon Cana-
da 18 undeserved, becsuso she in a great and
growing country. In reference to the re-
marks of the hon. member for Halifax, Mr
Cochran, concerning the feeling 1n the city,
1 will merely say that my observations were
made in answer to some remarks about a
great change having taken place in pubhc
opinion here, and about the return of five
Anti-Confederate members being a proof that
a large majority of this conetituency were
unfavorable to union. I said that, as I was
informed, the city had thrown a considerable
msjority 1n favor of Confederation—to that
his colleague aswented, but I did not say, and
I should be sorry to say, that the whole
wealth and intelligence of the metropolhis
were with us I will say nothing of the 1n-
fluences which he spoke of further than to
remark that I have seen such assertions as
he made here denied most emphatically I
would be sorry to intimate that the hon gen-
tleman would say anything that he does not
know to be true, but when he says that the
Dominion authorities sent down a despatch
telling the employees to vote for the Union
candidates on pain of dismissal, I take leave
to tell him that I wish the agsertion to be
proved  Mr. Tilley denied it in the most
clear terms, and if the proof can be given, I
take 1t for granted that it will be produced,
but until then I take the Liberty of denying
the assertion

I had nearly forgotten to notice the speech
of the Provincial Secretary, who, contrary
to the usage of members of Government, of
putting themselves 1n the forefront of the
battle, waited until nearly sll the ammuni-
tion bad been expended and nearly all the
guns had been fired off, and then came to the
rescue by giving to the House bis version of
the subject. He told us that he was once a
Unionist. I am very sorry for his perver-

sion, and as somo of hig followers have held
out the flag of truce to me, saying, *‘ come
with us, snd we will do thee good,”” I feel
1nclined to esy the same to him, more espes
cilly a8 he should have been led by manly,
British feehing to come to the 2id of one who
was being pitched nto by rome dozen of his
opponents The Provincial Becretary said
that our harbors are open all the year round,
while those of Canada are closed 1n winter,
and that therefore our condition was not
suitable for a Union. I can dnderstand s
gentleman living on the South Shore talking
10 that way, but 1f he oame with me to visit
the ports on the Gulf of St Lawrence—some
of them the finest in this Province—he would
find it hard to discover an open harbor in
winter Where, in the fine Counnty of Pio-
tou, is there an open harbor? Has Sydney
an open harbor? Then going arouund by
Wallace, Pugwash, Windsor and Hantsport,
and the other ports on the Bay of Fundy, he
would find the harbors all closed. Yet he
gays that the Union is unsuitable because our
ports are open and those of Canada oclosed.
We would do well cnough, the Provincial
Segretary thinks, united to New Brunswick
and Prince Edward Island, and vet the ports
of the Island are closed until May As to
New Brunswick, 1t is true that a considerable
coast 18 open, but the most flourishing parts
are cloged for mix months. What, then, be-
comes of his argument ?

He told us also that the figures prepared
by Mr. Johnston were caloculated to deceive,
and that we are to lose by Confederation
43480,000 this year. I will not say that the
figures of the Provincial Secretary were oal-
culated for the purpose of deception, but
how did he arrange them ? All that is due
on the Provincial building was charged
against next year, when he knows that that
is & part of the public debt The building
represents its whole cost; if the Dominion
takes 1t the building will be set down at 1ts
cost, and the balance will be paid out of the
Dominion treasury; and I ask then why, in-
stead of that being orelited, it was charged
against our revenues 7 I do not care whether
you call 1t £40,000 or the building, if we
hand 1t over to Canada we must get oredit
for it, and therefore I say that a great mis-
take was msde in charging the balance
against next year’s revenue. DBut what
more? The Province has to provide two-
thirds of the cost of a new Poors’ Asylum;
but by what jugglery can the Provinoial
Secretary charge the whole cost against next
year’sincome? The cost is to be scattered
over several years, or will be merely interest-
bearing debt,

The next observation of the hon gentleman
was that the Quebec Scheme was better than
the new arrangement, because 1t gave the
Local Legislatures the right to tax our exe
ports I am thankful that the delegates had
wisdom enough to take away that power, be-
caure 1f there be any one duty more hurtful
and detestable than another 1t is an export
daty New Brunswick, 1t is true, has ap ex=
port duty of one shithing per ton on timber,
and we have a royslty of sixpence per tom
on coal, but we should be exceedingly glad
that tho posmbility of any inoreased tax
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being imposed has been removed 1 would
infinitely prefer that a revenue should be
raised by a tax on incomes or a per capila
tax than by an export duty, and I am there-
fore, I repeat, glad that the right was taken
away by the British Parliament That step
was not tsken with a view of giving to the
Genera] Government the right to impose the
duty, but to prevent difficulties from arising
Suppose, for exsmple, that New Brunswick
imposed an export duty of twenty ver cent
upon some articles produced only by her, the
result would be that the other Provinces
would be taxed to that extent for the pecu=
har produots of the Colony of New Bruns-
wiock We were to be made one 1n effect, and
yet that power would enable the Local Legie-
Iature to create hostility and 1nconvenience,
and yet the Provincial Secretary considers
this onc of the disadvantages of the new
scheme. Ile quoted Dr Tupper to me. I am
not bound to look at that gentleman as very
high authority, and when the hon member
gwves me Dr. Tupper I will give him Mr
Howe, and my autbority will be as good
with him as bis is with me When Dr Tup-
per said that the House should have been
diesolved 1n 1860, and Mr Howe said 1t
should not, Mr. Howe was right, and the
British Government ro decided. He had
around him men who were capable of telling
him what the constitutionsl law was I was
not & member of his Government at that or
20y other time; my advice was never asked
by Mr. Howe, nor was 1t ¢ver tendered to
him, but he had around him men who were
competent to do their duties well

The Prov. Secy. said that 1 had Dhoasted
having been brought up at tho feet of Howe
and Young, and he and others associated me
with democratic principles. I repuadiate the
1mputation. The liberal party ot this couns
try went 1 for reform and progress; hut
they had a8 much true congervatism among
them ag the conservative party had Some
of the conservatives of this country jumped
over our heads and became radicals, while
we were tho true conzervatives Whilel
learnt the principles of progress and adopt«
¢d them, I learnt also that the congervation
of the mghts of the Crown and of Parliament
were as necessary as the conservation of the
people’s rights. e told us that some one
had made the remark that Earl Ruseell, while
in power, was a Tory, and while 1n opposi-
tion was & Liberal I should like to ask him
whether he, now that he 18 1n power,188
Iaberal or & Tory? What kind of a hetero-
geneous government have we? A repeat go-
vernment some eay,—that 1s all, they are
like a bunch of sticks, with nothing to tie
them together,—they have no other policy
than that expressed in the shout of the hon
member for Colchester - ** Repeal ' Repeal !
Repeal ’*  Yet these gentlemen say to me,
‘“ get away from us, you aro a democrat—
vou were brought up at the feet of Howe and
Young—we are the true conservativer—stand
aside and let greater men vass >> Id'd not
expect to hear from s member with so soft a
voice and gentlemanly a manner as the Prov
Secy. has, such strong language as he used.
He talked about people hanging me from
every barn in the country. Some one threat-

ened to hang me a8 high as Haman, but why
erect s gallows forty cubits high for that
purpose 1if I have been hung already? The
hon gentleman had better be careful that the
popular tide doer not change, and he will find
himeelf banging 1n effizy to & barn in Digby
gome day Popularity 18 often very evanes-
cent, and the day may come when even he
will find himself deserted by many of ns
followers He can tell us what 18 to be the
result of this appeal to the Throne'! He 1s
in the confidence of Her Majesty’s Govern-
ment '' and no doubt carries on a correspon-
dence acroes the water' '! Ile tells theooun-
try *“ do not be alarmed, I, the Prov. Secy ,
having held office for thrce months, have the
wisdom and suthority to tell you what wiil
come to pass>> When we get to the doors cf
the Colonial Secretary’s office, whether weo
have to knock down 1ta walls with ram’s
horns or not, [ wmill tell you wbat the answer
will be It will be ** take back your consti-
tutton, and then new hife will be 1nfused nto
Nova Scotia, and we will have an immenee
revenue to distribute > What a beautiful
pictare of the change that 18 to take place
in this latter-day of his dreame Nova Sco-
tia 19 to have such prosperity as was never
heard of before, and her trade will be 8o
vigorous that she wul not mind a fifteen per
cent. tariff He does not pretend, however,
that had we remuned es we were, our
duties would not have had to be raised.

I have paesed over the specch of the Prov.
Secretary, more hurriedly than I should like
to have done hed timo permitted delay, but I
come now to the speech of the fhon. member
for Lunenburg. I feel it due to him to say
that I regret the circumstances under which
his speech on the first evening was interrupt-
ed  His address was not marred by anything
of which 1 can complain, but while advo-
cating the views he held with all earnestness,
he avoided 1eferences which others made, and
which 1n my opinion were ont of place He
gand, end the statement was repeated by
others, that the constitution of England was
not changed by Catholic Emancipation and
the repe 1 of the Corn Laws, but that these
measures 1ncrensed the hiberties of the people.
I deny that 2n tofo, :n the senge in which the
terms arc spphed Who were the people of
Gresat Britain before Catholic Emancipation
was paseed ? The people who had control of
the Government, and of every public office,
and from whom alone the Sovereign could
could come, were tho Protestants of Great
Britain  Outmide of these there were no
** people *’ according to the oomstitution.
The Catholics were not recognized as a part
of the people, but were deprived of the rights
of DBritish subjects Instead, therefore, of
the emancipation being an extension of the
hberties of the people 1t was a curtailment of
them, because by throwing 1n large additions
of Coetholics to the conttituencies, the powers
of those who before had held the franchise
wero abridged. Somo of those who engaged
in this debate may be wiser than Burke and
Pitt, but these men declared the measure to
be an infungement of the constitution as
adopted at the revolution. They carried the
bill through Parliament, however, in spite of
an immenge majority of the people, who were
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never asked to vote on the uestion st the
polis. Parliament passed the Aot and de-
cxded the queetion by opening their doors and
every office in the kingdom save one to the
aspiration of every honest Catholie subject
I deny most emphatically that these changes
were referred to the people, and that they
were not made 1n opposition to the feelings
of the majority of the electors A reference
was aleo made to the Stamp Act passed to
tax the American colonies, and while on that
subject I wish to rhow the distinction between
that Act and the Stamp Act rercntly brought
into operation  The Attorncy General and
others attempted to show &n nnalogy, snd
tried to make 1t appear th:t the exwsting
Stamp Act was paserd and enforced by a
foresgn Parltament  Suon, however, 18 not
the case The first was passvd by the Parhia
ment of Great Britain to make the colomes
pay a share of the expenses ¢t the war which
bad just terminated between Lpgland and
France,—a war mn which the colonies had
spent some of thet: best blooi, and a share of
their treasure  But the whole comparisop 18
done away when we reflect that the existing
Aot was passed by a Parliament in which we
we have s voice Uentlemen may say that
1t 18 & small voice and not worth havine,—no
matter how small it changes the constitution-
alrule relating to the whole matter. The ob-
Jeotion was to ** taxation without representa~
tion,”’ but we have a representation

From more than one member bere, and
over and over agamn 1n this diecussion, we
have heard that the scheme of Union was ob-
jectionable, because one of ihe delegates,
while psseing through Quebco, attached his
name to it on Sunday morning.,—1t has never
been pretended that more than one didat
The deed, of coutse, was to be regretted, but
1 can tell gentlemen that there has been moie
heavy gins than that committed round these
benches within the past few days, and it
would be well for us all if, when the time
approached, for us to leave the world 1f we
had no greater gin to answer for. I can ap-
preciate a due regard for the Sabbath and the
propriety of obgerving it with decorum, but
1 cannot appreciate this double refining, this
straining at & gnat and swallowing a camel
Some of the gentlemen who made this objec-
tion committed a worge sin within halt an
hour afterwarde by reviling their neighbors

(The ueual hour for adjournment having
arrived, tho debate was adjourned and the
House adjourned.)

TuurspAy, Feb 20,

The House met at 11 o’clock

The adjourned debate was resumed

Mr. Brancuarp continued —I would not,
Mr Speaker, bave clasimed 8o much time were
it not for the peculiar circumstances in which
Iam placed But of the number of gentle-
men who spoke at the other side, a good
many occupied more than an hour and a half,
and to all who spoke I am oalled upon to re-
ply I will take oare, however, that my re-
marks this morning shall be brought within
a small compass, for I find that I have gone
over nearly all that I desired to say. There
were one or two points which I omitted yes-

terdsy 1n speaking of the finances, and these
I will take up first I shewed the House that
the financisl statement published yesterday
morning, in answer to the calculations of Mr.
Johaston, contained two or three gross errors
by not taking into consideration the free
~oods that wall be 1mported

»+ there was another error which I
oms.  to mention, and which was one that
such a gentleman as Mr  Jones should not
have made. Referring to one item that he
mentionr, we find him stating that at the pre-
sent rate of duty cotton warp will not be
largely imported. Doea not every one know
that at this moment cotton warp 1a only half
the price that it was last year? It has come
down from 1s 31 to 81 sterling per pound;
and yet that gentleman, in charging the duty
derivable at fifteen per cent, has not taken
potice of the price The seame 1mportation of
cotton warp that was made lsst year would
coet Just half what it did then, and therefore
the duty, as compared with last year, will
stand at 74 per cent Yet that gentleman,
actuated, no doubt, by a desire to muake the
matter look nas bad as possible, has calculated
the duty as Leiag payable on the same quan
tity and at the .ene price There 14 also a
ver large 1cduction in the price of all cot-
tou goode, and yet Mr Jones takes no notice
of this,

The hous mewmber tor Colehester (Mr
Chamber: ), who dwidtupon the tanff, must
have been aware of these facts 1 have no
Joudbt he does not nke that tho whole country
should know them, ard would prefer that his
ousgtomers should not know that cotton apd
cotton warp has fallen neavly 100 per ceat
It was said 1n course of the debate that 1t was
never intended or expected that the delegates
would huve taken any action 1n England that
would bind this country—that they were
merely to have gone home for consultation,
and to have returned with a scheme for rati-
fication by this Parliament. That statement
has gone from lip to hp, but I hold m my
hand a public declaration msde by the
leader of the Government at the timle when
the resolution passed In 1806, 1n reply to
Mr Annand, Dr. Tupper made this explana~
tion, which 18 to be tound on page 224 of the
debates —

¢¢ lHon. Provincial Secretary, in reply to a
1emark from Mr Annand, said that the pas-
asze of the rcsolution would enable a scheme
of Union to be given eftect to by the Imperial
Parliament, but that one of the conditions
would be that the existing Legislatures would
not be interfered with, and would continue to
a1t for the term of therr election >’

I ask whether, in the face of this declara-
tion, 1t can be said that the country was de-
ceived, and that the delegates weore not given
complete authomty? The only reservation
was that the existing Legislature should not
be dissolved until the period of their exist-
ence hadexpired. In the face of this declara-
tion given to the country, how can the com-
plamt of deception be made? The resolution
1tself was as plain as it could be written; but
to prevent the posmbility of a misunderstand-
ing, the leader of the Government, in dise
tinct and unqualified terms, declared that the
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delegates would ask the British Parhament
to pass the Aat. Bat we have heard that this
Act of Unton has never been recognized by
this Legislature What was the fact? Did
not the delegates come beck after the Act
had received Her Majesty’s assent, and give
the countiy to understand that nothing but
the Quaeen’s Proclamation was necessary to
carry the measarc 1ntd effeet  This Legis
lature, furthermore, by the first Chapter of
the Acta of 1867, recoznized the British
North America Act as positively ag 1f 1t had
re enacte | 1t clause by clause, accepting en-
tirely tne condition of affawra
Hon. Arry. GeENERAL —The name of the
Act 18 not onour statute bogk
Mr Braxcmarp continued ~—What, then,
i8 the meaning of the Act providing that the
. whole public system should be altzred 7 What
was the object 10 changing the members of
the Legielature 1f the Act was not recognized ?
But the ninth clause of the chapter which 1
reforred to mentions the British North Amer-
1¢8 Aot In terms recognizing it as the law of
the country, and providing how the Legisla-
ture shall be controlled after 1t comes into
operation  Notwithstanding that we have
two liws of our own Legielature, based upon
the Union Act, we are told that the country
was deceived and betrayed, and never con-
templated the passage of the measure 1
shall wait with anticipation to hear what the
Attorney General will reply to thet branch of
my argument If time peimitted, 1 should
like to have gone into an examination of the
amendments which I have 1aid on the table,
neoauso I believe them to countain a genuine
exposition of conetitutionsl law so farasl
bave been able to embody 1t 1n the advocacy
of what I conceive to be the true etate of the
question [ prepared them with tbat view,
and I invito the Attorney Gemeral to take
them as a body or singly, and to show to the
country where I have made a false statement,
taken wrong views, or misestated the law 1
will not go over them, because I have already
occupied considerable time, and I do not be-
lteve m the advantage of very long gpecches
Some thembers have quoted the despatches
ag though the Colonial Secretary had required
the measure to be submitted to the people
That couree, I venture to 83y, was never con-
templated. The directions from the Colonial
ofhce were that the matter should be referred
to the legislatares, and by the L gislatures
the scheme was passed Whether the meme
bers of the Parliament of Nova Scotia betray-
ed their trust, or not, 18 another questiton I
am not herc &8s their defender, but I might
reply to the taunts which have been ueed by
saying that the men who were here then were
equal, 1f not supeutor, to those who are hero
now; not only 1n point of talent and ability,
but in honor and patriotism For my own
part, I feel no reason to be ssaamed of the
position I ocoupied, for iwo reasons I acts
ed 1 acoordance with the convictions of my
mind, and I was aesociated with gentlemen
for whose character, talents and opinions 1
had no rersun to blush, however much abuse
may since have been thrown on them by gen-
tlemen who will mt here for many a day be-
fore they esrn for themselves the name and
fame possessed by them. The hon. member

for Sydney took dehight in attacking Mr
Bourinot, who, when he was here, was well
able to take his own part; and the hom.
meuwbder for Colcherter attacked his former
colleague, attaching to him the name of
¢ smooth bore *> 1 cannot say that I admire
etther the good taste or delicacy shown by
thus attacking absent men Some men are
very hold whea the enemy is not1n sight
But if we are to be bhored by snythmng
1 should prefer that it be by a * smooth
bore,”’ rather than anything else, but Mr
Archioald’s smoothness 18 of the kind of
which I should hike to see more here; and 1f
bored at all that the operation should not be
performed by such dull and worn cut pod
augers as we have here  The public charac-
ter of those men 18 before the country, and
they need not fear the verdict of fatunty,—
1 therefore feel that to make myself therr
champron would be going beyond what 18 ne-
cessary I wish, however, that some of them
were here for a hittle while, ifor 1f they were,
some of those who have been 8o free 1n talk-
g of *“treachery’ and °‘smooth bores”’
and *“ wily men *>> would forbear, or if they
did not, would receive such a castigation on
the floors of this House, as in my opinion
their conduct merits They have gone elses
where, however, some 1 the diecharge of
public duties, others into private Jife. and
under all the circumstances it would have
been better to have conducted thia disoussion
without some of the unseemly references
which were wade.

It was said by the hon. member for Kings,
the Provincial Scoretary, and omne or two
others, that 1f we received $500,000 from Ca-
nada 1t was in payment of the debt which
Canada was bound to pay. It 18 most extra-
ordinary that members will pervert the plain
fizures placed before them,—I showed the
House that Canada had paid $500,000 beyond
and above the amounts collected,—it was not
for debt, but %50,000 was for the Annapolis
Railway, and $450,000 were for our current
expenses [t 18 true that $100.000 was for
nterest, but that 18 not debt,—it 18 & portion
of what this Province would have to pay 1f 1t
were not for Confederation Toall this there
haa not been a pretence at contradiction.

Hon Prov Secrurary —Is not the sam
advanced to be added to our debt?

Mr. BraxcuArp continued —We will see
presently  Ourdebt, 1t 18 8a1d, 18 up to eight
milhions and a half §f dollars, and the Gen-
eral Government has paid the interest on the
500,000, by which 1t exceeds the limited
amount If1t 18 addel to our debt 1t will be
because we are not able to meet our current
expenses  Let the Government bring down
the proof to controvert my statements 1f they
can,—it 18 impossible that they can do so,
because leaving out the Annapolis Railway
which may be conmdered debt, $450,000 1s
the smallest sum paid to Nova Scotia 1n dis-
cherge of her cursent liabilitres The ques-
tion 13 whether the moneys collected here
wero suflicient to meet those liabilities,—1 as-
sert that they werenot, and 1f I am right we
have not got the worst end of the bargamn.
When gentlemen come hero and pretend to
show that the new tamff wiil put into the Ca-
nadian treasury $500,000 more than wasever
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taken from Nova Scotia before, I reply that
the proof of the pudding is in the eating,
and the plsin fact 1s that since 1st July wo
have gone behind hand about $500,000 If
an spswer can be given to this assertion I
trust 1t will be given, but none has been at-
tempted so far  The bon. member for Kings
was exceedingly anxious to make an sttack
on me, and I felt aftcrwards that I was less
plucky than usual when I prevented him
opening up & previous debate for the purpose
of going into & oriticlsm upon my remarks,
but I thouzht that I and the House and the
country bad had enough of thore attacks.
and therefore resolved that 1f members were
anxious to display their wit they should do
80 within the rules of Parhament. He, how-
ever, referred to some remarks of mine about
my feelings after an encounter with Mr John-
son  Sir, when I havea skin on which no
lash will produce an 1mpression I may be in
the position of some who never feel a sting.
He reminds me of the cattlo in & particular
part of Ireland, which, 1t is esid, are a most
convenient desoription of cattle, for when he
wanted a hide he had only to whip him
through a hedge,—that would take the skin
off, but 1n course of the next week a new one
would come on. I feel attacks that are made
upon me and do not pretend that I am not sen-
sitive, nor do Ienvy the man who does not feel
them. But when the hon. member says that
after the attack which he referred to I should
have gone to my constituents and told them
that I was unfit to represent them, he much
mistook honorable and gentlemanly feeling

We have been talked to about taxes and
tariffs and some gentlemen with no bated
breath, and one gentleman ssid that three-
fourthe of the people would prefer annexs-
tion to tho United Statesto Confederation. It
required all your wvigilance, Mr. Speaker.
to check these disloyal sentiments, but I
should like to point them to the land of their
delight, and show them that the greatest
taxation ever dreamed of prevails there I
came yesterday aoross s statement compiled
from statistics which shewed that the taxation
of the United States amounts to $22 07 for
every mon, woman and child within the
Union per annum. Who will talk about
annexstion being proferable to Cunfederation
after that? Who will say that it is better to
o into the Democracy and pay a share of
1ts war debt—better that our country should
be rumed with all its interests than that
we ehould be associated with our fellowssub-
Jects in Canada? I comceive that the ex-
pressions which we heard upon that point
were made 1n haste, and that there 13 hardly
& man in or out of the House who would re-
peat “them after an hour’s consideration
Away, 1f you please, with all loyslty and at-
tachment to the British Crown, decide 1if you
like as to which country we are to join upon
mere national considerations, but let us not
forget that 1f we go under the stars and
stripes, taking even the lowest view of the
cases, we will be a hundred times more heav-
ily taxed than we are withan the Domimon
I feel 1n makine these remarka at the close
of ythe debate that I am not like s person
paseing through sn arid desert, culling a
flower hero and there, because the subject

sbounds with argument, and the only diff-
culty is in selecting which to give the pre~
ference to I have already commented upon
some peculiar and unnecessary #tatements
and references that were made, but there was
an expression used which I have not referred
to, and which grated very harshly oo my
ear, it was the phasge *‘ common drunkard *’
Applied as it was to & publie man of high
station, I fecl the expression to have been one
of which the gentleman using it should have
been ashamed, as I know some of his friends
were on account of his coarseness The re-
ference was either to Mr. McGee or to Sir
John A MacDonald—I oare not to which ef
them; but I will tell the hon member for
Pictou that he should be » little more cau-
tions before he ventures to throw stones. I
am ag s0ber a man as there is in the Province,
bat I should be very eorry to apply such a
term to any one, and I would remind the
hon gentleman that there are some of his
own house and of his own associates whom
the phrase would suit 88 well as any of the
public men of Canada

Mr. SpeARER said that this expression was
out of order.

Mr Brancuarp —I bave no objection to
withdraw 1t, but the remark was no more
out of order thap the language which I am
replymng to and which was uscd deliberately
in reference to Mr McGee, or Sir John A. Mo-
Dounald

The Erpaxrce —It 18 not in my power to
control members 1n ppeaking of persons else-
where, but I cannot allow any offence, by im-
plication or otherwige, to those over whom I
am presiding. .

Mr. Braxcnagrp —My remark had no refer-
ence to any person within theso walls, and I
should be sorry to retahiate in the style dis-
played by the hon member for Pictou, bat I
repeat that there 18 hardly a man in Nova
Scotia who, after sitting down and calmly
reflecting upon those with whom he is con-
nected, will feel himeelf in a position to throw
stones at his neighbors; and I think that
when any member 80 far forgets himself as to
use the language which I referred to, he
merits the answer which I have given. The
same gentleman gave us another long dis
course on the question of the lands at Pictou
talken for Railway purposes. I 1anot denied
that 1n being granted again, the late govern-
ment restricted the leaee to the right to use
them for those purposes. Some of the leases
of thoee lands were made by the governmen:
of which Dr. Tupper was the leader, and 1
and my colleagues issued others If, how-
ever, they be unconstitutional and void,
there is & way of arriving at that decision
The substance of the whole complaint seems
to be that some one applied for a water lot
on which to make s marine slip, and was 1n-
formed that he could not get a grant of the
water 1n front of the land of any person else
The land ceased to be the property of the
projectors of the slip when 1t beoame the pro«
perty of the government for public purposes.
I do not feel 1n a position to say whether the
quantity of Jand taken was too great or mnot,
but I do say that the moment the land was
decicated to public purposes the Marine Slip
Company and everybody elese lost their rights
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n it; but I take for granted that, if they had
apphed, they would not have been refused
the leeee

The hon member easd also that we could
have hald Reciprocity without snybody being
o bit the wiser, by mceansof legislation If he
understood the matier he would know that
that 18 just what we have always refusel on
any terme  Legirlative reciprocity means
that the Senate and Ilouse of Kepressntstives
of the United States shal? pass o il for ad-
mitting certain articles duty free thia year,
and that the next yar 1t may be 1epealed
No colony would sccept such an siranzemont

tor an t our, hecau-e the effeet would te t'(/

bLuild up nterests vud trades, and after wé

had ot them 12 operation, three lines 1 a% /2
Act of Congress would destroy them utterly Z

The very fauit that was found with the Cana-
dian minitters was that they hinted a wil-
lingoess to accept lemslative reciprocity  We
had once an Act of the Lecislature of the
Umited States by which ground pleetor was
admitted duty free; all around the Bay of
Fundy, as if by magic, milis wero erccted to
grind the plaster, but in a year or two after
that industry was fairly under way the Scne
ate revoked the Act, the mlls went to ruin,
and are lying there yet, monuments of the
folly and danger of lemslative reciprocity
Does not the hon member know, tarther-
more, that we could not pass an act to admit
free the goods of any one country alone’
The policy of the British Government 18 that
such arrangements are to be made only by
act of the Imperial Parliament or by treaty.
When he taiks about the United States hav-
ing reciprooity with one Province, he should
know that the thing 18 impossible, and yet he
talks ag 1f Canada were the bcle nowr, and a8
if we could get s treaty withoutany dificalty
if we were once rid of her. But 1f he will
refer to his leader, the Attorney General, ho
will be told that, 1n his opinion, reciprocity
is all a delusion—that we have no need for it
at all, and would be far better without 1t—
that we want protection, and should keep
ourselves to ourselves

The hon. member for Pictou was foremost
smong those who talked abouttreachery, and
he went so far as to compare the men who
voted for Confederation with Montieth and
Lopez, the most contemptible characters that
higtory has produced. I wonder that he did
not compare us with Judas Isceriot, for he
could only go that one step farther .han he
went I was glad to hear bim say that he
had no pergonsal acquaintance with the Sene-
tors, because, 1f he had, hecould not have
uged such language as that they were *“a
disgrace to the country *> IsJohn . Ander-
gon, T D Archibald, John Locke or Benja-
min Wier a diegrace to the country ¢ And
who is this that has the coolness to como here
and speak in that way of our public men /
When 1t 18 1n his power to boast of having
done for his country one hundredth part of
the good which motne of tnese men heve done
for 1t, we might be content to listen to him
Some of those zentlemen have built up large
fortunes by thcir 1ndustry and enterprise,
and have done more for Nova Scotia than he
and his friends will do 1n the next hundred
years. I will say no more upon thig point,

but leavet, trusting that the hon member
will reflect upon his language, and feel that
it should be withdrawn He gave us poetic
quotat.ons 1n any quantity in hisapeech, and
quoted Bhakespeare 1n reference to me

recollect hearing Mr Howe say that onc
could make Shakefpeare and the Bible prove
anything, bpt” what quotation was selected
for me ? was in relation to the man who
never grfiled. 1 did pot think thst sucha
iption wags apphicable to me—that I was
agynic, who nevet epjoyed anything lLike s
ke, but Shakespeare speaks somewhere of

*That opt mav smile and simile aecun « 1 b a

I feel that perhaps the best answer I can give
fo the hon member 10 t0 repeat gomo of the
language which he vead, and leave it in the
ears of the House and of the country He
said he would be afratd to meet me 10 a dark
lane, or to have me behind him 1n such a
place  When a member of this House would
come up to snother placed in my pomtion,
and use such languace, I feel that he needs
but little reply T aman asssssin,am 1?7 He
18 much mistahen 1n my character What-
cver I have to eay to a man I eay 1t to hie
face—not 1n a dark lane or behind his back,
but T can tell him that & man who would aim
at another such & stab as he auned at me,
would do anything in a dark lane The use
of thig language accounted for the norvous-
ness of the hon member yesterday, when 1t
was sgreed between the Atty General and
myeelf that our spceches should close the de-
bate Ile sprang to his feet and was most
anxious to know whether he could not get an
opportuaity to reply Iam willing to hear
him 1f the rules of the }louse will permt it
If we are to sit for a week or a month longer,
by all menns let us have the reply and the re-
Joinder which will follow e said algso that
such language a8 I had ueed was only to be
heard 1 the Police office, the fish market,
and the back slums of the city [ ask if any
member of the Houge 18 warranted in making
such remarks as these ¢ When he talks about
the back slums [ feel that others may
be an familiar with these localities as 1
Hfe then went on to talk of my name and
family. Of that name I have good reason to
be pround, but when the hon. member under-
takes to tell mo that a brother, who has been
dead for twenty-five years, would be ashamed
of me1f he were here, I ask him i1f he should
not feel gomewhat ashamed ? The honor of
my family 1s in my keeping, not 1n hig,—if 1l
were in his I fear 1t would be sadly tarnished
When next he talks t) me about my famly
he had better beware of the retaliation which
will be the result 1 do not rely for my de-
fence on the fame of my ancestors, but or
ray ownrizht arm and on my own ability, and
i repeat that when next the hon member
feel9 1clined to indulze in those attacks he
murt not forget that I will have an opportu
nity for reply I reeret exceedingly that he
hiag driven me into a line which I would pre-
fer not to have taken 1n olosing this dcbate,
—as I said before, I held out the olive branch
in closing my last gpecch, and almost pleads
ed that we should have no more exhibitions
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of warm feeling, but that the public business
ghould be oarried on in s gentlemsanly tone
and msuner. I rejoice that that appeal was
responded to suitably by many members who
have engaged m the debate. [ now, 1n con-
clusion, thank the House tor the patienco
with which my address has been listened to,
and promiee that unless circumstances require
it T will not again ocoupy 8o large a portion
of time.

SPEECH OF HON. ATTORNEY
GENERAL.

Hox ATTORMEY GENERALSAId —Iam bappy
that at last this debate, which is the most 1m-
portant that ever occurred in the Legisiative
halls of this Province, isabout being brought
to s close In the remarks which 1t will be
my duty to offer to the Hounse will not imitate
the tempestuous oratory of the learned and
honorable gentleman who has just resumed
his obair, but 1 shall endeavor as calmly and
coolly a8 18 possible to review him and his
discourse. 1 will not notico the amendments
which he has offered, because 1 sustamming
the resolutions which 1 submtted I must
necessarily refute his, asthey were introduced
for the purpose of contradicting mine. Xcan-
not of course admt the soundness of the con-
stitational 1aw which those amendments em-
body, snd I do not believe they are altos
gether accurate as to facts 1 shall however
treat the honorable and learned member with
the utmost possble courtesy, and shall en-
deavor as far as possible to 1ndorge his own
estimate of himself He tells us that heisa
very profound lawyer—I intend to admit it,
—he says he1s very brave—the terror of ali
his enemies —~I will admit that also,—he is &
hero. But there 18 one perfeotion which I
fear I cannot concede to the honorable gen-
tleman, I am not prepared to admit that he 18
a very good logicisn _ Hia dialecties are a lit-
tle diordered, and I fear thxtin the mul-
tiplicity of his studies he has not paid a grest
deal of attention to the art of logic. The first
of the resolutions which I1aid on tho table as-
gerts the somewhat seif-evident proposition
that the Legislature of this country, having
been elected to make Iaws, statutes and
ordinanoes, under & written commission or
charter, had no power or authority to effect
an alteration or abridgement of the con-
stitution. That wasa proposition, one would
sappose, that was too gelf-evident to be con-
troverted,and I ask, Mr. Speaker, how the
learned member from Inverness has attempt-
ed to controvert1t? He has done so by re-
ferring to the Imperial Parliament, and sa)-
ing in effect —* Because the [mpenial Parlia-
meat possesses the power to alter the cons
stitution, therefore the wferior Parliament of
Nova Scotis has the same suthority >’ He
need not have given himself the trouble to
gearch for precedents and authorities to sus-
tain his view of the power of the Parlisment
of Great Britain, for who ever doubted or
%uestmned the extent of that power? The

arliament of that country 18 tho supreme

power 1n the land,—t gtands sbove every-

thing and can therefore do as it pleases It

is absolute within itself, and thereis no power

within the constitution that can review 1ts acts

and |tutute€:; Coneequently when the Queen,
1

Lorde and Commons of England have deter-
mined to make an alteration in the constitu-
tion they were at perfect Itberty to do so, for
the simple resson that there is no suthority
supernior to theire that can question what they
have done. But 18 that the casen this coun-
try 7 Whbat sort of a conctitution have the
people of Nova Beotia ? A writtep constitu-
tion and charter, given to them through the
commssion of the Governor of the Province
1n 1747, and composed likewise of & number
of instructions in despatches, which I have
carefully examined, but which I shall not read
to the House That charter defines the
Legislature of the Province to consist of a
Governor quas: king, a counci: quast Lords,
and a House of Representstives guasi Com-
mons, and confers authority upon it to make
laws, statutes and ordinances for the peace,
order and good goveroment of the eolony —
This constitution 18 defined and written like
that of the Unuted Stater, and our Parliament
consisting of Governor, Council and Assembly
have no power to legislate beyond the autheri-
ty conferred on them by thercommission or
letters patent. Therefore it is possible for &
statuto of this Legislature t> be void and there
is & power which can declare it so. In
order to 1llustrate this position let us sup-
pose that the Legislature of Nova Scotis
passed an act authoriging the Legislature of
Prince Edward Island to tax the people of
Nova Scotia They would have the power
practically and de facto to put guch a law on
the statute book, butI ask if that statute
would not be void? Iask if the people of
Nova Scotia could bo taxed under an act pas-
ped in Princo Edward Island and by the au-
thomty of such a statute? Let us suppose for
a mosucnt that by virtue of the Legislative
ower conferred on them by this Parliament,
the Legislature of Prince Edward Island im-
posed a stamp duty such as Canada Las tak-
cn the hiberty of tmposing on us,—and sup-
poso that a gentleman 1n Nova Scotia had
given to another & note of hand which the
1aw of Prince Edward Island declared void,
unless stamped, and that an action was
brought upon 1t,—thes maker of the mote
pleads the statate of Prince Edward Island,
and what would the Supreme Court say?
Would not tho Supreme Court have the power
to decide that the Legislature of Nova Scotia
had trapegresged 1ts autbority in passing
such alaw, conferring on a foreign legisla=
turo the power to tax our people? Would
not the yudges refer co thig charter and de-
clare the stamp act void! That undoubtedly
wouid be the decision, and if the judges did
not decido so they would conduct themselves
1n opposition to the plainest principles of
justice and common sense If thoy did not
decide s0 the party to wnom the note was
eiven would appeal to the Privy Council, and
how long would such a law be allowed to die-
grace the statute book of Nova Scotia. There
tore the compariron between the two Parlia-
ments was entnely imapplicable. The Legise
lature of Nova Scotia as compared with that
of Great Britain 15 like a mozquito compared
with an elephant There 18 & remarkable re-
scmblance between them,—the mosquito has
a long trunk, as wo gometimes know when he
penetrates our flesh and canses no Iittle rri-
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tation of our nerves, and g0 has the elephant
The elephant could takea manup on his
trunk and pitch him on his back, and ifI
agserted that the mosquito could not do the
same, following his process of reasoning in
the present case, the learned gentleman would
contradiot me snd refer to the clephant n
proof of hisopinion The reasomng in the
one case 18 ag good ag that 1n the other, and
when the honorable gentleman undertook to
onst a doubt on the authority ot Lord Mans-
field I am again involuntarly %t foreibly
reminded of the mosquito and the etephant
[ think I have shown plainly that therc is no
compsarison between the two Legislatures, —I
have shown that it does not follow that bex
onuse the Imperial Parliament can alter the
constitution, the Parhisment of Nova Scotia
can do 8o too But he has asserted thatthe
Legislature of Nova Scotia had rcpestedly
altered the Constitution. There I am at issue
again with the hon member as tothefacts This
Legslature has 1 no single instance altered
the constitution, but has always enacted 1it3
laws within the range of the constitutional
authority conferred by the charter and the
instructions of which I have spoken. ‘‘But,”
says the honorable member for Inverness,
“‘has not this Legislature altered the polling
districts throughout the country? Have they
not increased the representation of one coun=
ty and lessened that of another? and is this
not an alteration of the constitution?”” My
answer is, no. These were no violations of
the constitution. At thetime when the Gov-
ernor was ordered to call our assembly for
the purpose of making laws there was no
subdivision into counties, the country was
sparsely populated, no survey had been made,
and as & consequence the Province was as it
were all one county. The instructions from
the home government tell the Governor and
Council, in calling together the Legislature,
to make such distribution of the seats as they
thought proper, so that they acted under
the constitution throughout When the
country wag gubdivided mto townships and
counties, 1t became necessary to alter the res
presentation, and thus the whole proceedings
to which he refers are strictly within the
Limits of constitutional authority

Then again the honorable member referred
to the caso of Cape Breton, and asked, ** Did
not the King in counail by proclamation
unito Cape Breton and Nova Scotia?”’ He
did ; and that circumstance goes to maintain
the Jine of argument which I have adopted
What was the ocondition of Cape Breton?
She wag a conquered colony, and from the
time of the conquest of Lowseburg was held
by the sovereign of England a8 his estate in
feo simple. The King had the whole legisla-
tive power in himself and he chose to govern
the colony, as a crown colony, under certain
regulations made by himself, through a Gos
vernor and Council TheParliament of Engy
land or that part of it consisting of Lords
and Commona had nothing to do with the
matter. for as I said the King was owner of
Cape Breton. He did not give 1t the same
charter as ho gave to Grenada and the older
colonies, but continued to rule 1t as sole le-
gislator until he thought proper to confer the
privileges that he had conferred on Nova

Scotia. The hon gentlemsn will not pretend
to say that Cape Breton ever had san assem-
bly or any body resembling a legislature to
make lawa for the country  When the King
thought proper to avpex the island to this
Province he did not infringe the lawsof Nova
Scotia but imparted the bleesings of the con-
stitution of Nova Scotia to his subjects in
Cape Breton, and when the people of the
island foolishly objected to the transfer and
went home with their case to the Judiciary of
England, they werc told and told properly
“‘the Kinglowns you, and 88 he thought pro
per to dispoee of you he had a right to do so,
because he held y ou in absolute sovereignty *°
That 1llustration therefore goes te support
my argument

Then, again, the hon member asked us if
tho Legialature of Nova Scotia did not confer
universal suffrage on the people, and in do-
g 8o change the constitution ? [ reply, No
It was not a Legislature that gave umversal
suffrage; the original commission was to the
‘¢ planters and freebolders,”” and they alone,
in conjunction with the Governor and Coun-
cil, could make laws The Governor repre-
gented the Sovereign, and the Sovereign had
retained in his hands power to abrogate any
statute of tho Legislature e had retained
all the powers which he did not confer on theo
people of Nova Scotia, and thoee powers
were by no means imconsiderable Havino,
then, given the privilege of legislation to the
planters and freeholders, he had a right
afterwards to give that privilege to the rest
of the people. Therefore, without violating
the constitution, but 1n the exercise of her
Royal authority, by aseenting to an act of
our Parliament, the Queen extended the pri-
vilege, formerly limited tc the freeholders
and planters, to the houscholders and other
inhabitants of the country Wo were told
that®n another occasion the whale constitu-
tion was convulged and o verthrown by a sort
of political earthquake—that the whole of
the old Council of Twelve who exorcised les
gislative and executive functions were dis-
misged by a single #troke of the pen of the
Colonial mimster, and thus a complete revor
lution was effected. In that statement of the
case the hon member 18 greatly mistaken.
Whose Council was that? It wes the same
Council that the King had ordered to be
summoned when he gave the charter to Loxd
Cornwallis That charter ordered the Gov-
ernor to seleot and choose & Councn who
should hold ofhce at the will of Iis Majesty
These twelve Councillors were the legal aucn
cesgors of the first Councillors, and at the
time they were dismissed were holding their
sents at the Council Board at the pleasure of
the King or Queen, and were hablé to be
called upon at any moment, as they were on
the revision of our institutions, to resign
their commiesions and give place to substi-
tutes So that in no one of those cases was
our constitution invaded.

But the argument of the hon member as-
sumed a position which is by no means
granted, and that is that 1n case of Confede-
ration our Constitution wes changed by our
Legislature He assumed that to be a fact
which i8 not consistent with the truth. The
Legislature of Nova Scotia has never been a
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party to the British North Amerios Act, nor
hasit ever recognized that Aot as having any
force or obligation on the people of Nova
Scotis. Upon that point our statute book is
completely dumb—the British North Ameri-
ca Aot is not ratified or confirmed by any
statute of ours, and without some such stae
tute the people and Legislature could not have
expreesed a desire to be connected with Cana-
da  Theee are arguments for the people of
England, and for the coanstitutional lawyers
of that great country,—they will pass from
my lips to the Crown Officere of England.
The constitutional officers of Nova Scotia
bave shewn themselves unable to deal with
the question, and we would have supposed
that when all the leading Barristers of Nova
Scotia, a8 has been stated, are Confederates, it
18 strange that sraong them all there has not
been a man sble to produce anythimng
in the shape of an argument, or bearing the
slightest resemblance t{o an argument.
shall state the case most simply, so that it
will be plain to the meanest understanding,
and I assert that throughout the debate 1n
the Legislatare and throughout the press of
of the country with the i1mmense array of
professional talent which has been spoken
of not & man has been able to state anything
like 3 simple and reasonable and proposition
in favor of Confederation, and against the
arguments which I have advanced. I will
first turn attention to that great leading case
which was decided, not by Lord Mansfield
slone, but by the whole King’s bench of
England, and which stands on the books
an icontrovertible leading caee on the sub-
ject I mean the case of Hall and Campbell.
The hon. member for Inverness talked of Lord
Mansfield, and seemed to 1nsinuate that his
authority was not of the highest character,
and when I heard him I was a little astonish-~
ed I must confess  That astonishment is ins
creased when I retlect who Lord Mansfield
was,—that he was decidedly and without ex-
ception the greatest jurist who ever sat on
the bench of England. Lord Coke was emi-
nent 1 the Common Law hike Lord Mans-
field, but the latter had travelled much fur-
ther than Coke,—he had gone on a voyage of
discovery all around the world of juris-
prudence, oritically  examining and
mastering the systems of Rome, Greece
and Palestine—he was a most acocomp-
lished scholar, a man of the finest intelligence
and the highest integrity. Therenever was a
magistrate on the Bench who discharged his
duties more satisfactorily, and with greater
credit, since the world began, and yet that is
the mau of whom the hon and learned mem-
ber presumes to speak slightingly' Why, sir,
ag compared with Mansfied, the best lawyers
1n thig Province are as the half-hatched eag-
lets compared to the full grown bird that
soars almost to the limits of the atmosphere.
to gaze with unflinching cye on the dazzling
radiance of the meridian run. What was
that case of Granada in whioh the decision of
the King’s Bench was given? The king had
conquered the country- Qranada had yielded
to the royal arms, and in April, 1764, the
king, by & Commission, (the same, I believe,
» ag that conferred on this country through
Lord Cornwellis, for Lord Mansfield, in his

decision, cites the very words whioh conferred
lezislative powers on Nova Scotis, and the
Charter to Granada has, besides, the words-
¢“ in Iike manner as we have conferred similar
powers on the rest of our Colonies,”’ or to
that effeat, showing that the Chartera were all
copied from one original,) under the great
seal of England, conferred on the people of
Granada the privileze of gelf-government
He bhad at that moment supreme legislative
power over the country,—i1t was his own
country 1n right of his soverignty,—he was
1ts supreme legielator, and, as Lord Manafield
says, could have put to death every inhabi-
tant, or have given any kind of government
be pleased By that Commission, in Apmnl,
1764, he divested himself of his legislative
power. The Sovereign, it will be seen, 18, a8
regards her rights and property, no more
than another individual,—she has herrights,
the people theirs Theso rights are perfectly
distinct and well defined by the constitution,
and the Queen can no more interfere with the
rights of the Province than the Province can
interfere with her prerogatives The two are
perfectly distinot and independent, excepting
that the relations of sovereign and subjeot ex-
ist between them In July, 1764, the same
king undertook to exercise the legislative
powers himself, by imposing & tax upon the
trade of Granada A merchant who had paid
the tax came to England, and sued the Col-
fector for money received to his use, or as for
money 1llegally exaoted. The action was
tried in Westminster Hall, and after four most
golemn arguments by the ablest conatitution-
al lawyers, a decision was arrived st. And
what was that decision? That the king, hav-
ing put his seal to the commiesion of Govern-
or Melville, and conferred legislative power
on Granada, had deprived himself of the pow-
er of legislation,—that he had thereby irres
vocably lost the power of legislation,—that
therefore his subgsequent act was void, and
the plaintift thereupon recovered his money.
That was the decision arrived at after the
fullest deliberation, after the most mature
consideration, and after the exeroige of the
first constitutional talent in Great Britain.
The tax was held void, and why was 1t void ?
Simply, because the King’s seal estopped him
from levying such a tax, they were declared
void, because he was estopped by the first
seal from issuing the subsequent letters pa-
tent. My argument, whxoh(i shall now com-
mence, shall be sucoinctly stated, and I shall
endeavor to make it as clear as posmble, But
wishing to argue logically, I shall take the
hiberty of making two postulates. I shall de-
mand it to be admitted 1n the first place that
the people of Nova Bootia were never cons
sulted a8 to whether they would part with
thoir constitution or not That is the first
postulate, and let any man deny it who dares.

In 1863 the last electione preceding those
of 18th September, 1867, were held, at that
time the Canadian Quebec Scheme was not
concocted. Therefore the question of Con-
federation was not before the people, and
they did not pass upon it. Now the hon.
member for Inverness became angry with
gome one for using the term “‘blacklegs,’’ as
apphed to some of the statesmen of Nova
Scotis. I do not hike calling names, but itis
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pingular that that very name has been sp-
plied by Enghah travellers to the politicians
of Canads I think it 18 Mr. Trollope who
has said that in that country the term *‘poli-
tician’’ 18 synonymous with ‘*blackleg.’’ As
I said, I do not like to oall names, but it is
impossible to get on without calhing things
by their proper terms How can I otherwise
explain what I mean in referring to those
Canadian schemers who stealthily concocted
s plan for the subjugation of the people of
Nova Scotia—the men who tried by bribery
and corruption to jookey usout of our rights.
Is the word mnapplicable? I think not,—it
18 the most appropriate, and I say that the
men who conducted these practices would be
horeewhipped off any race course in England
a8 blacklegs. Our political knaves are mot
cntitled, sir, to bave such mild language ap=-
plied to them,—they deserve something worse.
There may have been some excuse for the
blacklegs of Canada to lay hold of the re=
venue of Nova Scotia, but where is the excuse
for the statesmen of this Province, who arded
and agsisted those men in destroying the lib-
erties of the people? How shall I character-
1zd such men as these? Men who, keeping
the people from passing on a subject of such
vital consequence to their interests, had the
wickedness and cruelty in the dark and behind
their backs to destroy the rights of their
countrymen. Political aesassing would be
the namo for them, and when I heard the
hon. member for Inverness mention the name
of Judas Iscariot I thought the association
was discreditable to the celebrated traitor.
Judas brought back the mouey,—he wsas
therefore an honest man when compared with
thera. We will never catch one of those men
bringing back the price of his tresson Judas
also repented and showed himegelf a conside-
rate man when out of 3 due regard for the
best intereste of his country he went and
hanged himself Those politicians have not
the manliness to 1mitate his example and
to commit such an act of relfuinflicted jus-
1ice. That, Mr, Speaker, 18 my opinion.

The hon. and learned member cited the con-
duct and language of Sir Robert Peel as au-
thority I did not ‘wonder at hie doing so,
for I do not wonder at anything, such amaz-
ing things do oocur now-a days, that wonders
have ceased. The spirit of amasazement died
within me when I heard the hon member.
Who was Sir Robert Peel? Ile was a great
gcholar, an English gentleman, a lighly edu-
cated man and an orator, but ho was a rat.
For thirty years he headed a party and then
wheeled round and joined his adversaries
And are not the gentlemen whoso conduot I
have been criticizing all rata—political vers
min? Was there onc¢ of them true to his po-
litial colora? I do pot now, of course, refer
to gentlemen present It 18 ga1d that birds of
a feather flock together—snimals of gome
rpecies also become gregarious, and it is well
known that rat does not dislike the smell of
rat. Sir Robert Peel descended into the grave
as damsged a staterman as was ever cited as
an authority. But the reference was made to
prove what nobody ever denied- that the Par-
liament can do as 1t pleases.

The next position which I take asa postulate
is that we haveon our Statute book no Statute

ratifying or confirming the British North
Amerios Act. With these two postulates I
proceed to show that the British North
Amerioca Aot iz unconstitutional and void and
1n no manner binds the people of Nova Scotia
And I may =ay that if we had had in our ad-
ministration men of high principle—men
haviug any consideration for the rights of the
country, when the Queen’s Proclamation
wade 1ts appesrance on the 1st of July, our
public property would not have been handed
over to Capada, our railroads would be still
1n our hands, our revenues would have been
still collected by ourselves and we should not
have had the disgrace of coming practically
under the operation of that detestable statute
But the enemies of the country kad paved the
way for 1its introduction by puttiog mto
power just the men to accomplish their
iniquitous design. That is the reason why
we are placed under a dominion 1n which de
jure we are not and do not intend to be —
My srgument is this . in 1713, after a British
General had conquered Port Royal, now
called Annapolis, which means the ocity of
Anne, the treaty of Utrecht was made be-
tween the Queen and Louis XIV, by which
the King of France yielded the conquest to
the Queen of England, and thus Nova Scotia
became the absolute property of the Queen,
and shoand she alone could thereafter legislate
for this country.

The House of Commons had no authority
over Nova Sootia then or now. They repre-
sent the people of England,—not a part of
them as was said, for it would appear by the
srgument of the hon. member that the Cath-
olics were unrepresented before the Emanci-
pation Acts were carried,—they were always
represented,—the House of Commons repre-
sents every man, woman and child in the
British Isles, even the cattle and horses—
every thing from the grass upwards. The rea
presentation 1a Parliament 1s complete and
why? Because the members of the Houee of
Commous a1e chosen by the people of Eogs
land. Bat did they cver represent Nova Sco-
tta? Never, beoause the people of Nova Sco-
tia had no voice in their election. Did the
House of Lords represent the people of Nova
Scotia? No; they represented the landed and
arigtocratical interests of Great Britain, but
they never represented the intercsts of Nova
Scotis, and had no power or authority to
make laws for us. The whole legislative
power was in Queen Anne and her heirg and
successors, under the title of Lous XIV. snd
the arms of the British soldiery That Le-
gislative power seems to have been unexers
ciced until 1747, when George II., by hia
Royal Charter divested himeelf of his right
of lexislation, To the full extent to which
the charter gocs he deprived himself of the
power to legislate for Nova Scotia I do not
say that by that aot the King’s whole legisla-
tive power ceased,—all the powers which he
did not give he retained, but such as he did
~1ve h1s seal would not allow him to take
back, binding him a8 the sesl of any other
mbn or any member of this House would, him
and his heirs forever. All who are in privity
of estate with him are bound and thus Queen
Victoria is bound by it. Having transferred
the Legislative power to the people of Nova
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Secotia he could not take 1t back. The case
of Hall vs. Campbell proves that if the
King had oonsequently attempted to legis-
1ate for Nova Hcotia by letters patent—
whioch is the most solemn deed of the Sovee
reign —the letters patent would have been
void. Now, I contand that when the Qaren
of England attempted to legislate for Nova
Sootia by Act of Parhiament, that act is void

This 18 an assert.on which I make in the face
of the constitutional lawyers of Europe. If
the Queen could not sign letters patent by
way of legislation, she could legislate by
Act of Parliament. The Lords and Commons
had no part in the matter; what they did was
nothing,—it did not altar the cazo, for they
had no authority over the land, and never
had and never will have until we are repre-
sented in their bodies What did they do?
They merely sat beside the Queen and assin~
ted her in doing what she had no right to
do. Ifshe had the right to pass that sta-
tate, the Lords and Commonsjmerely assent-
ed. AsifI, being the owner of a lot of land
in fee simple, and being disposed to convey
it, asked you, Mr. Speaker, and the gentle-
man who sits beside me, to join in the deed,
snd I wrote it in this form: “This Indenture,
made between the S8peaker, my hon. friend,
and myself of the one part,and the purchaserof
the other part, witnesseth, &o.’’ The deed
transfers my land in fee simple, but have
the other parties who were joined transferred
the title? By no means; the title passes be-
causge I, the owner of theland, sgned the
deed. The signature of the others wan 8 mere
matter of form, and conveyed nothing. And
80, if the Queen of England had had the pow-
er, when that statate was passed, to legislate
for Nova Scotia, and the Lords and Com-
mons joined her, 1t would merely have been
for form’s 8ake; and I wish 1t to be distinot-
ly understood as part of my argument that
the Lords and Commons had nothing to do
with this country. The hon member op-
posito has asserted the very bold proposition
that no act of the Imperial Parliament was
ever declared vord, Here I join issue with
him. I will show him that statutes of that
Parliament have been declared void in the
most golemn manner imaginable. In1774 or
1775 the Parliament of Great Britain took
the liberty to pass a Statute Aot and a Tea
Duties Aot to bind the American colonies.
Now, let it be borne in mind that if those
Acts had been passed to bind England, no
power ocould set them aside; but when they
were passed to bind the Colonies, those sta-
tutes were declared void beoause they were
void on the principles which I have stated.
And who declared them void? The Thirteen
Colonies of Amerioa declared them void, as
the people of Nova are now declaring the
British North America Aot void,—the arm-
ies of Congress declared them void,—the King
of France declared them void, and with his
army helped to give judgment against the
King of England,—the King of Heaven de-
clared them void because they were void in
truth and justice. Lastly, George III. was
himself forced into the humiliating necessity
of declaring them void by acknowledging
the Colonies to be free, sovereign and inde-
pendent States. In 1783 thoso statutes were

f(iven up in the most formal manner by the
ng of England, and the whole world since
hae conourred i the opinion I have atated.
No man with any regard for his character as
a constitutional lawysr would assert that the
decision was not & right one. What led to
the great revolution 1n England and the de-
¢~ tation of CharlesI ? Was it not the vio-
la.  ofthe principle which ia violated by
this siatute? What is the proposition which
the American people contended for? That,
having a legislature of their own, they could
be taxed by no other power on earth Repre-
sentation and taxation cannot be separated,
—without representation there can be no
taxation On that principle Hampden refus-
ed to pay the ship monoy,—when the King
satd *‘Give me your ship money,” he ans-
wered **No, go to Parhament,—that is the
only power that can tax me; and if you force
your haud into my pocket I wil draw my
sword,’’ a8 he did, and he died nobly cons
tending for the rights of his country.

(The usual hour for reoees having arrived,
the House adjourned and resumed at 3
o’clock, when Hon Attorney General con-
tinued )

I was discuruing, at the time of the adjourn-
ment, the possibility of an Imperial statute
being declared void, and I think I had shewn
pretty conclusively that & very important
[mperial statute had been declared void by
the judgment of the first courts on earth, and
that when Parliament undertook to violate
the constitution by taxing the people of the
Colonies whom they do not represent, theirr
statutes and legislation may be voirl No
principle 18 g0 perfectly obvious to the com
mon sense of the House as that 1f the actaof a
Parhiament are void, there must be on carth
some tribunal before which the viciousness of
such legislation msy be declared It is very
goldom that that great legisisture has at-
tempted to trample on the righta of the Colo-
pies,—its leading characteristic bas been
kindliness,—1t has always extended the right
hand of fellowship to ue, and has ever treated
us with the utmost consideration and bene-
volence; but 1t might possibly on some cocca-
sions be tempted to infringe the rights of a
Colony,—we contend that 1t has done 80 on
the present occaston;—that when the lmpe-
risl Legislature passed & statute oreating &
Legislature in Canada to rule over and tax
the people of Nova Scotia, silencing the Le-
gislature of this country to a certsin extent,
depriving the representatives of the people
of Nova Sootia of certain powers, and con-
ferring unlimted powers of taxation on an
alien parliament in Canads, that statute af-
feoted fundamentally the laws of the Empire
by violating the vested rights of the people of
Nova Scotia. I have stated and proved that
Imperial legislation has been daclared void,—
not only by Courts of Justice to whom the
question was referred, but by the armies of
the United States, by the armies of France,
and by the declaration of the King of Eag-
land himaself; but before that legislation was
passed, and while it was passing, it was de-
clared void by the first constitutional autho-
rities in England. The famous Chatham
heading the opposition to the bilis, and every
mon following him in opposition were found
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openly and publioly declaring the principle
which must be admitted as sound : that the
Colonies 1n British Amerios, not being repre-
sented in the British Parliament, could not be
taxed by that Parlisment What is the res-
son of this principle? What 18 Parhament ?
Parliament is the representation of the people
of the country who own the Government To
whom does the couatry itself belong ? To the
people The will of the people is the supreme
Iaw of theland. Not onlyin England, but
in Gontinental nations the people are the
sourge of all power,—every dynasty, every
authority derives 1ta power from the people
themeelves The people, as I have said, own
the country, and the government are their
servants Let us see how far this dodtrine
hag been established When France had com»
pletely gone mad, had dethroned the here~
ditary sovereign and murdered him and his
family and establhished a ney order of thiugs,
what did the British pnation do? Did they
refuse to treat with the de fucfo governwent?
No, recogmzing the eovereign principle that
the government belonge to the people, the
British government recogmized the revolu-
tionary dynasty which the will of the people
had crested Tbey recogmized the usurper
Buonapsrte and treated bim as the sovereign
of France when, though a Corsican by birth,he
had seized the throne of one of the greatest na-
tions 1n the world by the force of thebayonet
The prinoiple 18 recognised 1 every country
that the government belongs to the people,
aud that the people mould 1t as they please.
The Government and Queen of England be-
long to the people,—the Quecn represents the
msa)esty of the mation, and if the people of
that country thought proper to-morrow to
sot up & different form of government,—if
they were foolish enough to abandon the fine-
ly working and checking prizoiples of their
glorious constitution—to send adrift both the
Sovereign and the House of Lorde, and to
form a republic, 1t would still be the govern-
ment of England as it was during the Comn»
monwealth. So that there 1s no principle
more clear than that the people own the gov-
ernment and can do with it as they please
Tt 18 plain that the zovernment can have no
existence except by the will of the people,—
that 1t cannot maintain 1tself except by their
assistance aud support, and that the taxes
which the people of a country contribute to
maintain the dynasty or government must bo
their voluntary gifts

There is no power 1n the Constitution for
taking a shilling out of & man’s pocket;—he
only parts with his money by his free will,
and the process by which the mamtenance of
government is secured 1n the British Empire
15 this  that the people elect representatives
with the power of levying taxes There 18 no
other power known to the constitution which
can lay its handgon a man’s property in this
country Theseare the sound prmeiples of
the constitution, and we find that in former
times the taxes were called benevolences, sub-
siches, gifts, and a number of other expres-
81008 were used to imply, and which all im~
phied that everything wbich the Ciown de-
msnded from the people was their voluntary
gift for the purpose of maintaning and carry»
Ing on the govermment. Acting on these

principles such men as Chatham snd the men
of his country, and the Washingtons, the
Madisons, the Jeffereons, the Hamiltons and
the Morrises of the United States—men who
were politioal giants compared with the pizmy
and crippled Statosmen of the exisung
colonies, contended with prcpriety that no
Statute could 1mpose a tag on the Colomes,
because the colonted possessed legiaslatures of
their own having the sole and éxolusive right
to levy taxes on the people The conteet for
these principles was successful and will be so
while the Bmpire remains  If these principles
are scund, and I should like to see the man
who usn controvert them, what isthe position
of the British Parhament as regards the Bris
tish North America Act? I have demanded
that the postulate, that the people .7ere not
consulted on the question should be admitted,
—Ihave demanded aleo that the postulate
that there isno act of our own legislature to
ganction that statate should be, and it is, ad-
mitted  What then has the Imperial Parlias
wment done? Agamst the will and without
the eanction of the people that Parliament has
taken the Iiberty, not only of taxing us but
of causing us to be taxed by another power
The complaint against England on the oc-
casion of the Stamp Act was that the Imperial
Legislature itself had taxed the people of the
Colonies, without having power and authori-
ty. We have a worse complaint than that—
ours 18a much more aggravated case. What
we complain of is not that that legislature has
attempted to tax us, but that, what is ten
thousand times worse, it has put us into the
hands of other Colonies, larger, more popul-
ous, and more powerful and more extravagant
Colonies—Colonies who have no feelings in
common with us, who are alien to us, and
authorized them to lay their hands on us and
tax us at their pleasure. If the Parliament
of Great Britain bad no power to tax us a

Jortwor ten thousand tunes, it has no power

to oreate & new legislature in any part of the
world with that power. What 1t has not it-
self 1t could not confer on othere. Therefore
on Britigh principles the act alluded to is void
—i1t never was law becauss 1t violated the
fandamental principles of the Constitation,
because 1t 1mposed taxation on a people whom
1t had no right to tax

The hon., member for Inverness looks us in
the face, and, with an immense amount of
assurance tells us that we are not taxed by a
Parliament in which we are not represented,
and he asks, *° Are wo not represented in the
Canadian Parliament 7’ Jask what right
had England to create any Parliament to tax
us, giving us just such representation as she
thought proper? Is not our representation
1n the Dominton Parlisment an insult to, and
& mockery of the people of Nova Scotia? Is
not the man who would accept such represen-
tation, and be eatisfied with it, fit for the
Lunatic Asylum? How many representatives
have the people of Nova Scotia to protect
their interests against the Upper Canadians
—nageinst the Frenchmen of Lower Canada—
the strangers and foreigners, whowe names
we oannot pronounce—in whose elections we
take no interest—to whose returns to the Le-
gislature we can make no objeotion? We
have nineteen men algo, if they were the
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finest men ever produced on the face of the
earth—the fineat statesmen ever known—
every one of them as fine an orator and as

rofound o politician as the hon. member for

nverness—their arguments would not stop
the taxation of Nova Scotia ag long as they
would be talking  That 18 the way 1p which
we are represented, and this 18 the coosatu-
tion which the hon. member for Inverness
has been laboring to defend. The people of
Nova Scotis, 1f they accepted such a conptitu-
tion, would be as abject siaves as the people
of Tarkey, the serfs of Russia, the fellahs of
Egypt—the most degraded people on the face
of the earth  Doee tho hon. member suppose
that the people of frec Nova Scotin will sub-
mit with the certain knowledge that the Sta-
tute is vord Why 18 the Imperal Statute
void? Simply becausce its preamble is false.
If that preamble were true, no man would be
inssne enough to dispute 1ts validity. If the
people of Nova Scotis demred Confederation
with Canads on the conditions mmposed by
that Act, and the Queen of England were
willing to confederate us, there would have
been nothing improper or unconstitutional
inthe Act It would not then have required
the intorference of the Lords and Commons,
because the Sovereign, as I have shewn, was
the original legisiator of Nova Sootia. If
the Queen then had expreesed s wish to the
people of Nova Scotia that they should join
in a confederation with Canada, and the peo-
ple of Canada had assented, and the people
of Nova Scotia, on being consulted at the
polls, had sent to this House a majority of
representatives willing and anxious for the
federal union, snd a Provincial Statute had
confirmed 1t, the British Statute would have
been sound end conetitutional

But that has not been the case,—tho Act
passed against the will of the people of Nova
Scotia. It was not simply passed without
coneunlting them, but paesed after nsulting
them, fraudulently,dishonestly, by falsehood,
by misrepresentation, by intrigue, by decep-
tion, by every species of crimipality, which
politicians could commit against a country
1t was known to the men who went to Eng-
land on the delegation, that the people did
not want Confederation, and that the major-
ity of them were opposed to it. Corruptly
undertaking to biud the people of Nova
Scotia {in that Confederation they went to
England and falsely informed the Qucen, the
Government snd the Parlisment of that coun~
try that the people desired Confederation A
fraud wes practised on the people and legie-
Iature of England to obtain the parsage of
the Act, and wo know that 1n law thereis a
very wholesome priuciple, that ‘fraud vi-
tiates all thinge.”’> Ever since the comn»
mencement of the world frasud has vitiated
every human contract and transaction 1uto
which 1t entercd 'There never has been a
mean who, having been defranded out of his
rights, would not at the first opportunity 1es
1avest himself with those rights, because ao-
cording to the laws of nature and reason, ac-
cording to natural justice fraud vitiates every
transaction. A statute 18 not exempt from
this allwpervading (principle of equity. A
statute, powerful as it isin England, 18 not,
I say, exempt from that principle, and the

people of this continent and of the whole ¢civ-
1lized world will instantly joim in one loud
chorug to pronounce that a statute obtained
by fraud to be vord The advocates of Con~
federation will soon find the truth of the old
saying “‘honesty is the beat policy,”’—1t
would have been wiser 1in them, 1f they ex-
pected to gain anything by Confederation, to
have submitted the question to the people at
once, 1nstead of trusting to force it on us by
fraud, deception snd misrepresentation —
These men, however, performed an act of po-
htioal sessesination, and deliberately, in
Canada and with Canadmn sharpers, con
cooted a sct.eme to rob Nova Scotia of her
independence These statements are all true,
snd I am not ashamed of the truth I know
certain classes in Nova Scotis who are
ashamed of the trutn,—who have a strong
aversion toit, who love the opposite of trath
for 1ts own sake and the sake of ita expected
fruits, but T am not afraid of the truth, and 1
eay here, that these men wickedly, malicious-
ly and dishonestly conspired to destroy the
constitution of Nova Scotia, which the people
rightfully prize above all things  If they
had not been fools as well as Eomething
worge we would have been in an unpleasant
condition to-day, but it has been wisely or«
dained that the rogue 18 alwaysa fool  If 1t
were not for the folly of the knave he would
never be detected, and therefore it is that the
maxim has srisen *‘honesty is the best poli-
cy.”” If heaven had not affected those men
with judicial blindness, our Liberties would
have been lost, but we owe our ealvation and
the salvation of the constitution to the exces-
stve weakness of themen who having banded
themselves together for the purpose of aiding
the conspirators in Canada in the destruc-
tion of Nova Scotis, were so slly, such in-
concervable political nincompoops, as not to
perceive that 1t required a statute of Nova
Scotia to bind the'people of Nova Scotia
The same men are unable to rake up a single
constitutional argument 1n support of their
postion To this utter ignorance of every
principle of constitutional law Nova Scotia
must ascribe her safety

The gentlemen who did us this favor choge
the Imah jobas thewr model, they have not
even the ment of origmality, for thewr plot
18 & mere 1mitation of the other They had
not the wit to concerve & plot of their own,
but borrowed from Pitt and Castlercagh
There was, however, only s certsin portion
which they were capable of borrowing, they
could not borrow therr wisdom, for as is
geperally the case with gervile imitators of
others, they only pick up the faulte and de-
fects, while they are unable to copy the per—
feations or merita of their models The
McCullys, the Archibalds, the Tuppers and
and the Henrys, and such most worthy oha-
racters, in mitating Pitt and Castleresgh,
were able to imitate them only in their vices;
they were as corrupt, and even more so, be-
cauee Pitt and Castlereagh pocketed nothing,
while these gentlemen all managed to pocket
gomething,—therefore they were wiser n
their generation They imitated, I ssy, the
faults which rendered that Irish job con-
temptible 1n the oyes of the world,—whioh
made onc of the finest people in the world



the most unhappy people under the sun.—
Observe now the vast distinction betwecn the
two jobs—Pitt and Castlereagh, after cor-
rupting the Irish Parliament to transfer the
legislative power to the English Parliament,
did not eatisfy themselves with an Imperial
statute—they went farther, and called for an
Irish Aot of Parhiament, making the Irish
Legislature 1tself confirm the Act of Union
Mr Piit, as we all know, was A great states-
man, and aithough this Irish tranaaction was
» blemish on his character, and evinced an
error of judgment and a defect of morahty
mn thirkhing that the end could justify the
means, still he had great wicJum, and when
he dr tcrmived to accomplhish the Union he
did «o effectually  When he bad bound the
people of Ineland hand and foot, and onst
them 1nto himbo, bhe took care to lock the
door and to walk off with the key But our
jobbers had not senec enough to bolt the
door; they were in such a hurry to enjoy the
fruitg of Confederation that they did not take
time to think how tne thing should be done,
but after shuting us into limbo the arrant
stupidities walked off, leaving the door sjar
and the key sticking in the lock, we will
certmnly, thereforc, open the door and walk
out By the mercy of Heaven we fell ito
the hands of men who did not know what
they were about R

The hon member for Inverness cited what
I oalled s somewhat doubtful pohtical char-
aoter in Peel, who, as I stated before, had
cminent qualities but the one terrible blemieh
which I mentioned If he wanted to find &
model I would recommend him to go to Ire-
Iand England nover was in the position of
the Colonies; she never had such occasion to
produco model statesmen of the cast of those
I have referred to, but Ireland was in that
condition—she had been robbed of her cons
stitution, and had produced some men who
were more worthy of 1mitation than Sir
Robert Peel If he had taken Daniel O’Con-
nell be would have chosen for his model an
honorable and patriotic statesman—a msn
who loved his country from his cradle to his
grave, spendieg the whole of his most valu-
able life 1n contending to get back tho cone
stitution of which she was rcbbed, and a
man who died advocating nobly the cause of
Ireland’s liberty. lle was the equal of Sir
Robert Peel in ability; as a man and a statess
man he was his superior He slso was an
orator, and as a patriot he had no cqual, and
he went down to an honored grave If1
were to make any man my model I would
choose such & man as that, rather than one
who, having forfeited the character of a
steady and consistent statesman, desoended
wnto sn inglorious grave If this country
were unsuccessful in obtaining Repeal she
would be much 1n the condition of Ireland;
and I ask, does the hon. member for Inver-
nees wigh to see us in that position? Does
he wish to see 1n Nova Scotia generatio