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Several Bills received a second reading this morning.

Mr. ITrLy read the petition of James Aibee Esq. praying
remuueration for services performed as a Government officer
in seizing Timber agreeable to iustructions received from the
Government. : .

Hon. Mr. S1moxDs said the petitioner was’ himself ar
officer of the Government, and had sowme time since forwar-
ded similar claims with those in the Petition, to the Execu-
tive, but after due investigation his claim had been disallow-
«d; and such being the case, he (Mr. S.) hoped the House
would not for 2 single moment entertain it.

Mr. PArTELOW thoaght it was an affair entirely between
ths Government and Mr. Albee; and he (Mr. P) could not
doubt, that if he had performed services, he would have re-

ived payment. ;

"l.\lr. Paiowx said he was sorry the Hon. Member
(Mr. Purtelow) had so soon forgotten his own arguments
delivered in a similar case—that o Mr. Carruthers.
—Mr. Partelow. ' ¢ The case was very different.”” He
(Mr. B.) thought not. The very same ohjections applied
in that of Carruthers. These were the fucts:—A nwnber
of persons in that part of the Country had applied for Li-
censes to cut timber, and had also paid their mileage.—
These were authorised to proceed with their business, and
" were in daily expectation of receiving their licences. In
the mean time a good deal of indecision was mamfested on
the part of the Government, and they canie at last to the
conclusion not' to grant the Licences at all. What, under

Hon. Mr. HAzEN was astonished at the observations | their rights, whatever they might be, should not be sec ured persuasion. Leg
How could he [ in this S¢etion : if they had no right, no disliculty could arise. | lature to perform, called upor’ as they now weie to ¢e ids

made by the hon. members from Queen’s.
raise an objection now, after the understanding—so perfectly
understood—which existed on that subject ?

Mr. GiLBERT said he did not perfuctly comprehend the
question; but even now he wounid not be willing to vote
aivay <o much money, unless it were to be appiicd gene-
rally for the benefit of the Province.

Hon. SPEAKER said that whea he put the question the
other day, he had looked explivitly towards the hon. mem-
ber from Queen’s knowing him to be the 01y one in the
House who would oppose such a grant, and that gentleman

was silent—how then could he now say.a single word hos-
tile to a grant, the propriety of which he had then virtually
acknowledged ?, . e

Mr. GiLBERT was thankful for the hon. Speaker’s good
opinivn—but he could never on any account neglect, the
performance of what he conceived to be his duty.

WepNESDAY, February 25.
ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP BILL.

On motion of Mr. Exp, the House went into Committee
of the whole on a Bill to incorporate the Roman Catholic
Bishop of New Drunswick.

Mr. TavLor in the Chair.

Mr. ExD rose and said that the Bill which he had now
the honer to introduce, was intended merely for the purpose
of plactug the Roman Catholic Church in this Province, on
an equal footing with the other” Religionus Communiiies, in
respect to the powers of holding Churches, Churchyards,
Houses and Lands belonging to that Church, in perpetuity
the legal title in these Churches, Churchyards, Houses and
Lands were now held by I'rustees—a mode of holding such
property which was not ounly very inconvenient but very
dangerous—inconvenient, as requiring a constant succession

such circumstanges, could the Lumberers do? they had paid
their money, afid had a right to proceed with their business,
and they did so.” It was then that Mr. Albee was ordered
to proceed to the woods and seize the timber thus procur-
ed;—but scarcely had he done so, when the governinent
again veered round, and issued the licences. .Mr. Albee
performed his duty, and naturally looked for his pay; but
when he came to demind it he met with a refusal. It was
then the fault of the-ﬂrcutive' that their own officer had to
apply to 'the House; for had he received a remuneration
from the Government which had employed him, he would
not have required it anywhere else. He (Mr. Brown) closed
his observations by stating that he had no objectien to let the
petition go to.a select Committee, instead of the Committee
of Supply. .

Mr. PARTELOW rose to explain.—The cases cited were
not alike:—Carruthers performed services for the Govern-
-ment to the amount of £40; but although the Executive had
.acknowledged the Justice of ths claim, they had no fundsin
their hands to pay him. It was then that Mr. Carruthers
found it necessary to apphy to the House of Assembly, it
therefore was not’a case in point.

Mr. Bovp briefly observed, that Mr. Albee onlv asked

- his right—he had been ordered to perform certain services
as a seizing Officer, he had complied with the order—he hud
asked for payment, and failing for some reasef or ot}!er,
in obtaining remuneration where he first preferredhis claim,
‘he had naturally tarned to the House of Assembly, where he
expected to receive justice.

Mr. HaAniNGTON said He was at a Joss to know what to
o on the present eccasion. He would wish to know if Mr.
Albee still continued an Officer of the Government. e
«does’’ ‘by several.. Then he (Mr. H.) supposed that they
were quite willing to-pay their officers; and besides, he had
always thought they proceeded more on the plan of paying too
mueh thun too little:  The Crown Land office was always
“sup| to have correct information on all subjects relative
to the Lands, and that was another reason why this case
-should be left in their hands,© But if the House should now
“ake she power from the Crcwn Land Office, there must be
no complaint made, if business were not properly transacted
hereafter. .If an Officer of the Government were not satis-

fied with the pay whichhe received, he should resign his si-
tuation—but nevertheless, as the petition of Mr. Carruthers
had been referred to the Committee of Supply, he (Mr. I1.)
thought this ought to go the same way—if it could only be
-proved that two wrongs make a right.

(Mr Pavy~e here made some observation which we
could not report at the moment.) - g

Mr. JorpA N thought it better to refer the Petition to a
select Committee; for the Petition of Mr. Carfuthers was
last year disposed of in a similar'way, and rigidly investiga-
‘ted. In the present instance, however, the Commitiee was
.iguorant; and therefore it would be necessary to place the

tition in the position.already occupied by the other. ~But

n the event of the select Committee reporting fuvourably |

in ect to the. Petition, then he (Mr. J.) would as a mem-~
ber of that House—so long as ke had the honour to hold a
seat in it—lend his help to gnard the rights and support the
r clains not oniy of the petitioner, but of any indivi-
mpprwching the House in the legitimate channel of
seeking Legislative redress. .
Hon. Mr. McLEob thought it better to let the presentappli-
eation go to the new Executive,"as the old one had failed in

ving it support. This he would say, that the claim made
g‘y % Albee had received much consideration and that the
formar Executive had done their best with it—still, the im-
pression on his (Mr. McLeod’s) mind had been, that Mr.
‘Albee had made the seizures without orders.

Mr. THoMsox did not fully understand the sgbject; but
from whit he had learned of it he thought the oairn a just
oone,4nd there should be no hesitation in receiving the Petition
slthough there m'?bt not be an exact analogy between the
cases. Both the Petitions were before the House, and they
should be treated alike.

Mr. HirL would be willing to let the Petition go to a se-
lect Committee. The tase of Mr. Carrathers had come be-
fore the House, as he (Mr. H.) was informed, on account
of the conflicting claims of two parties—one of them havin
. er degree of Executive power than the other, whic
natorally droye the latter to the Housé of Assembly. (A
laugh.) .It had been objected, that Mr. Albee’s claims
should not be allowed, because he had not proceeded to sell
the timber—(here the hon. member. read extracts from a
correspondence to prove that Mr. Alhee was ordered not
%0 aell the timber.): The seizures were, however, made,
and afterwards the Government issued the licences, but in
the mean time, Mr. Albee had incurred great expences: and
\in makiag his representations on this subject, surely the
Execative could not misunderstand him. :

Some further observations were made on this subject; Mr.
Taylor putting the question whether Mr. Albee had seized
sny more timber than that covered by the licences ? and on
@ negative answer being received, the discussion was closed,
by referring it to a select committee. :

_ Here'the House went in supply, and several smart de-
bates took place, the prominent one being on a motion bro’t
by Mr. Gilbert for a grant to assist in buildi

migcarried on a division of 19—8. In the next

lace, the
s:m for £100 conceded some time ago by the
purpose

place upon Mr. Gilbert opposing it, if not appli '
of vaccination) to the Province generally, gl o e
Mr. PArTELOW said he thought it almost unnecessa

. ry
to make 1eply—the affair was well understood alrea
e e, 1. P e iy et s
bs brought to the grant, and not the Jeast sign of hostility
bed been manifertod-—how thes could the opposition com.

{ a wharf on 2,
the river 8t. John in the Parish of Hampton. The motion | last, the general provision of t

of deeds from Trustee to Trustee, whénever the former
might feel disposed to surrender his trust, and dangerous
ns exposing the property so held, to the effect of the legal
liabilities of the holder, althongh a mere Trustee—for 1n-
stance subjecting such property to the claims of the widows
and heirs of those T'rustees who might die without assigning
their trust—and, he would add, rendering their property
liable to the private debts of the Frustees. This defective
state of title had been long even felt by other denominations of
Christians, and the Legislature had readily relieved them
by passing acts of Incorperation whereby the property des-
cended in legal perpetuity without any difficulty—and he
(Mr. E.) felt that, in these enlightened times, the Legisla-
ture was prepared to measure oat equal justice to all. In
this land of reasonable liberty, where all had equal rights,
all should huve equal justice. T'he House of Assembly (Mr
E. said) had already passed two Bills similar to that now
under the notice of the: Committee. He (Mr. E.) would
say stmilar although the same, because on reference to the
drafis of these Bills, now on file the hon. members could see
‘that aithough all went the length of incorporating the Roman
Catholic Bishop, the other Bill gave powers which the pre
sent Bill does notgive. He (Mr. E.) meant the power to sell,
which' was not given by the present Biil, that clause having
been struck out with the consent and approbation of Dr. Dol-
lagd, to meet the views of a very small number of his people
who supposed they would find some great cause of apprehen-
sion in such a clause. On this point he (Mr. E.) would
merely observe that the Roman Catholic people of Canada
freely acceded that power to their Bishops of Toronto and
Montreal by the Act passed by the Canadian Legisluture.—
He (Mr. E.) hud in his hand 17 petitions, in favour of this
Rill, these baore the names of upwards of 7000 - persons.—
(** You had better read them’’ from Mr, Patelow.) He
{Mr. E ) did not think it necessary to take up the time of
the Committee by reading all the petit ons : nd rep-titions,
they had been already seen by hion.. members, the petitioas
were all conched in the same language, setting forth the dif-
ficulties under which the Roman C*lbholic people laboured,
apd praying, as a remedy, ‘“an Act of Incorporation for
their Bishop, in the same terms as had been already obtained
by their brethren in Canada.””—(Mr Partelow *‘ Read the
peti:ions agaiust it.”’)—He (Mr. E.) assuredly intended to
do so. He had no intention to conceal it from the Commit-
tee that there were two petitions against the weasure ap-
pareptly signed by 110) persouns, those two petitions were
signed by the self samespersons, and therefore should be re-
garded as but one petition, there appeared certainly some
respectable names on these petitions agaiast the Bill but the
Committee would understand that there were some hundreds,
_nay thousands of names equally respectable, including all
the Roman Catholic Clergy, and every Roman Catholic
Magistrate in the Province, on the petitions in favour of the
Bill. It was by no means his (Mr. E's.) wish to cast any
| reflectiens on the signers of the one pétition; or to indulge
in any undue laudation of the others. He was willing 1o
| take them up as they lay and he found vpwards of sevea
thousand in favour of the Bill, and wnerely one hundred und
ten against it, and he would ask the Committee if they
| wouid refuse fo pass a Bill because there appeared to be some
dissentinent names, or whether the House of Assembly sup-
{ posed that the public, on any occasion, gave an uaaninous
| @appiroval to any act which ever was or ever would be pussed.
lHe (Mr. E.) considered that the circumstance of only the
{ small umber of 110 petitioning against the Bill was the
| best evidence of its goodness, for the Committee would re-
| member that the Bill had been published repeatedly in the
’ Royal Gazette, during the last summer, and that every per-
son in the Province was made fully aware of its provisions.
! Indeed for some reason which he (Mr. E.) could not fathom,
! probably no measure had ever been so thoroughly published
' a8 this—and after all—it had produced a dissentinent petition
;beanng the mighty phalanx of 110 signatures! His (Mxr.
E’s.) friend the hon. member from the Couny of St. John was
very anxious to hear this dissentinent petition read. If that
hon. member would read the petition, he would find that its
| objections were aimed at the power at sale, a clause which
| did not now exist in the Bill. He (Mr. E.) thought the ob-
{ joctions should be disregarded, the measure was one of com-
| mon justice, the principle had been twice solemnly approved
of by the House, when they passed the Bill of the last year,
| and that which he {Mr. E.) introduced three years ago,
| both the Bills had been lost in the Legislative Council, on
| the grounds of their being ne petitions in favour of the mea-
| sure, that deficiency was now supplied. He (Mr. E.) was
| prepared to sustain the Bill now under consideration, and,
he trasted, to be able to meet any objection to be
aguinst it. He would therefore move that it_be read section
by section. -

Hon. Mr. HozEN introduced an amendment to the 6th
section of the Bill of which he had given notice on a previous
day, by adding, (in the 6th section which reserves the rights
of certain persons) the rights of Church Wardens, Auditors
of Accounts, and Pewholders in any Catholic Church in the
Province. We were not in the House when the hon. gen-
tleman rose; we understood that he stated that he was pre-
pared to support, and had suﬁported this Session and the

e Bill which he contended the
Catholics of the Province were justly entitled to, to enable

2 ouse for (them to hold the Church Lands and secured to them as
“"Wﬂ'"}s the small pox in the County of |
Westmorland, came up in supply when a short debate took |

was the case with other d:nominations. He had® beea of
this opinion last year and saw no cause to change it. But
among his constituents of that persuasjon, differences existed

-|as to the details of the Bill and knowing those differences

when of opinion among them and he had offered to present pe-
titions from both parties, but had reserved to himselftheright
to take his own course the matter was fairly before the
House. It was found from the petitions that Church War-
dens and Auditors of Accounts, and Pewholders did exist in
differpnt parts of the Provinee; and he saw no reason that

Ie-hud submitted his amendment to the Learned HMember |
who had introduced the Biil; and told him he would persist
in it. He had refused to insert it; and it was understood |
the Bishop would not cousent to it, and it was said would |
not take the Bill subject to it. Ife (Mr. H.) bad no desire |
to destroy the Bill: such was not his object, which was
to preseve to those persons their rights, whatever they
might be. As he thought the Petition from St. John pre-
sented by his Colleague Mr Partelow, was entitled to con-
sideration, he was doing but his duty, and justice as far
as was in his power, by seeking to uphold the the-rights of |
the petitioners as they now existed. He would divide the
House on the Amendment; and whatever might be the re-
sult, or in whatever quarter offence might be taken, was

the hest of his power, and without purtiality among his Con-
stituehts,

Mr. W. H. STREET said, that last year there had been
no opposition to the Bill, because the Pewholders in Saint
John had made no application to the Legislature, and con-
sequently they had nobody to protect them. With respect
to the most_numerous party Petitioning, no body wished to
deprive them of any privilege which they had a right to en-
joy; but they could not surely object to be placed on the
same fogting with the Methodists, Baptists, and other

It was a peinful tisk for menbers of the Legis

upon the conflicting cloims of interested partics in religiovs
matters, Ihe hon. mever of the Bill assumed it must now
pass because it had passcd this House twice hefore, but the
Comn.ittee would recollect there were no petitions sgainst it
and therefore concluded the whole of the Roman Catholic

{ population was satisfied, but the Eill having been postponed

i another branch of the Legislature until this Session end
being published in the mean time in the Royal Gazette and
the provisions of the Bill known, the result was the counter
petition was now before the Flouse. The hon. mover also
thaught it should pass because there were numerously signed
petitions in its favonr, and he (Mr. E.) wus willing to allow
their prayer to its fullest extent @s fur as they were concerned,
but at the same tume he thought the other petition aithopgh

not for him to consider; as his object was to do his duty to 'not‘so numerously signed was equally respectablé and being
deeg‘ly interested, had a right to be favourably considered /

by this Committee. Most of them were pew-holders had as~
sisted in building the Church in St. John, had property in

vested in it and did not think this House hud power to invade
private rights to invest the management of their affuirs, for
them to place it in the hands of other persons, and that against
their expressed wish : as well might they pass an Act to de-
prive them of the controul of their Landsor Houses; and as to
the petitioners ‘in favour of the Bill, he (Mr. E.) would ad-
mit their respectability and numbers yet it must be borne in

Churches, and he (Mr. S.) could not think them entitled to
more, His first objection to the Pill was,- that<t nominated
the Roman Catholic Bishop, as the Bishop of, iustead of
Bishop in New Brunswick; and this objection would hold
good when it would be known that the people of St. John
contemplated having a Bishop of their own. Those holding
the Roman Catholic fiith in St. John, were very numerous;
and if they wanted a Bishop—it was most likely they would
get one,and he of course would be Bishop of St. John; while
on the-other hand, there was the Lord Bishop of Fredericton;
but if the present application succeeds, there would be a
Bishop holding a general title over all New Brunswick: and
there would be no end of confusion, It was true that there
were numerous Petitions, and numerously signed, in favour
of the Bill; but he would venture to say that not one in a
hundred who signed thosc Petitions knew their design or
meaning. But even if there were three times the number
of signatures, the House should, notwithstanding, weigh the
question on its own megits, and not by the amount of names.
He thought the Bishop himself would have no objection to
have the title of the Bill amnended. To take all the power
from the Pewholders, and vest it in the person of one man,
however good he might be—and no one would deny that the
Bishop was a good man—would be to place the temporalities
of the Church in hands that could not manage themj; for
Clergymen do not often understand keeping accounts. How
was the case in Portland ? the Priest there declared that the
Parishoners owed £40, but upon four Auditors being ap-
pointed, they found there were funds amounting to £70.in
stead. Something in- the state of Canada might require
such an Fnactment as that contemplated, but there was
nothing here to require it; and he (Mr. S.) would say, that
however good the man might be, it was too much power to
entrust him with. The Roman-Catholic Bishop was not ap-
pointed here or at the Colonial Office, nor would his Suc-
cessor, and however the present individual holding that
Office might be esteemed for his high standing, theré could
be no pledge that his Successor would be a man of the same
character. ITow cautious then should the House be in this
isstance, to guard the rights of t..e people; nor should it be
forgotten that the persons who had now approached the Re-
presentatives of the people for protection were the very in-
dividuals who had bought the property and built the Churches,
now sought to be vested in the Bishop; while on the other
hand, the men who Petitioned .in favour of the Pifl had no
title whateve: to the property which they wished to give
away. The manner also in which-those latter Petitions were
got up must be well khown; for moest of those subscribing
them were 8o far under the influence of the Priest, that he
had only to set the petitions before them, and without fur-
ther enquiry they would be signed. The House shou!d not
then decide by thie rule of the numerical strength of the Pe-
titions, but according to that rule which comiaands us to treat
others as we would wish to be wreated ourselves, A second
petition bad just that moment been placed in his (Mr.Street’s)
hands _praying the joint incerporation of the Bishop with 12
Laymen, according to the rule adopted in the United States;
and upon the whole he must express himself surprised at the
moral courage and Toldness of these men, whe had thus
spoken out in opposifion to their Clergv, and as it happened.
had spoken precisely the same sentiments entertained by
himself.

Mr. Bovp said he rose under considerable embarrassment,
for he occupied .the unenviable position of wishing to do
what was impossible, namely, to please all parties; ‘some
of his Constituents being for, and others against the Bill.
From the County of Charlotte there were no counter
petitions, for although there was a disposition to oppose it,
the people had not made themselves conspicuous ;—they
said, “ we will be marked men if we do so, and we there-
fore must remain silent. © When he (Mr. B.) was elected to
represent the people, it was for the purpose of promoting as
fur as he could the interests of all. ‘At that time he found his
Roman Catholic Constituents in the possession of certain
rights, and he falt it bis du? to endeavour still to maintain
tl’_bem; nor could he pretend to discharge his duty to God,
his Constituents, or himself by acting otherwise, In allud-
ing here, to some communication received from a gentleman
in 8t. Andrews, on the subject, Mr. Boyd remarked that the
Individual who had given it to him observed that he did not
care a straw what hap to it—* My Bishop’’ said he,
‘¢ commands, and I obey.”” He (Mr. l{) was ready to give
them all the power which any other Church in the Province
enfyed; and in order to bring this case to a point, he would
ask any other denomination in the Province, would they be
willing to give such power to their Clergy ?- He was sure
the answer would be in the negative. The origin of the
Bill in Canada wae well known. ~ Sir Charles Metcalfe had
differed with his Exccutive Council, and feeling the urgent
necessity of making friends among the masses of the people,

Canadian Bill, thus giving them a boon in retnrn for their sup-
port. Last year some wonder had been expressed at the Bill
being brought in so late in the Session, and the question was
asked, whether the Executivé member (Hon. Mr. Simonds)

who introduced it, brought it in as a Government measure;
to this the hon. member would not answer, farther than by

stating that the Covernment were in favour of it, and in this

manner, late as it was in _the Session the Bill was passed,

but afterwards disallowed in another quarter. Now however,

when time had beea given to consider iits provisions, it was {
met by a most respectable opposition; amf knowing as he!
(Mr. B.) did that those persons would never interfere with

the spiritual concerns of the Church to which they belonged, '
and that their opposition originated solely in self defence, he

should, unless the Bill were amended feel it his duty to
support them. He would not however adopt the course re- |
commended by an hon. member (Mr. Partelow) who wished
to see St. John exempted from all the provisions of the Bill;
on the. contrary he would pass the Bill under an amended
form, and let its operations extend alike to all.

Dr. EARLE thought there was not an hon. member in the
House that would oppose the passing of an Act to incorporate
the Roman Catholic Charch, it was an equal right they claim-
ed with other Christian Denominations. Authority established

|

:thy Law to cnable them to manage the temporal concerns of
e
%0 as to suit the wishes of the. diferent individuals of tha

upon whom he had thrown himself; he had sanctioned the |

ir Church. Heregretted that the Bill had not been framed of

mind many of them had no property in the Churches or an
claim further than the Privilege of woishipping within thetr
| walls, under those circumstanges, lie hoped the hon. mover
1of the Bill wounld so modify it to suit the different partics
and allow it to pass yvithout opposition. But if the hon.
| member from Gloucester persisted in urging the Bill as it
{now stood. He (Mr. E.) would be under the necessity of
| opposing it, and il the majority of the Committee was in

{ favour of passing the Bill in its present shape. He (Mr. E.}
| wou'd 2o with the motion of the hon. and learned mewber
| from St. John in excepting the Churches in the City and
;(‘onmy of St. John ard also the Church in the Parish of
Nortn King’s County  I{e weuld repeat that he Lad no mes
tive in view by adopting ti.¢ course he had, by that equel
justice may be extended to ail Her Majesty’s subjects.

Mr. Exp rose and eaid that the character of the Bill was
mistaken. Hon. Members thbught it went to convey pro-
Bony to the Bishop, whereas riothing could be more absurd.

ut would it not be well for those who opposed the princi.
ple of the Bill. —the granting such power to the Roman Ca-
tholic Bishop—to look at the power zlready vested by the
Queen in the Lord Bishop of Fredericton? Then they
would see that all the power contemplated Ly the Biil, was
already in the hands of the Prdtestant Bishop. I he present
Biil if passed, would not convey a single pew, or any thin
else to the value-of a shingle, to the Bishcp. - A good .de
had been said or hinted concerning the comparative respecs
tability of the conflicting petitioners; but he would- tell the
Committee that he would not shrink fiom a comparison, nor
did he think it would elevate the side of hisopponents when
it would be known that some of those who had signed the
counter petition had since been caught setting fire to their
own houses ! Some of them were doubtless pure, but not
all. (Here Mr. End read from the Royal Gazette a part of
the Royal Commission instituting the Lord Lishop of Fre-
dericton and his Successors, to be a Perpetual Corporation
for holding and disposing of Church Property.) ¢ So,"*
continued the hon. member,’” f we pretend to do justice we
cangot grant the Roman Catholie Bishop less than the Queen
has granted His Lordship of Fredericton.”” With regard to
the word in, sought to be substitated for ef, he (Mr. E.)
did not "think the alteration worth a straw; it was in fact
straining at a gnat, on the part of those who h:d attempted
to swallow a Camel ! The Learned Member (Dr. Eurle)
hadi stated that the Pewho!ders were the petitioners, let a
correct statement determine. ‘There were 130 pewholders,
103 of whom had signed in favour of the Biil, and 10 had
remained silent. The idea could not for a moment be en-
tertained that petitions so numerously signed, end from all
quarters of the Province would have reached the Housa
through.the influence of two or three men ! His (Mr. End’s)
fiiend—if he wight call him so—(Mr. ' W. H. Street) had
alluded to the origin of the Bishop’s authority—must the
Bull be produced through which he had dbtained it ? if so
there could be no great difficulty. There was also another
mistake ;—those who petitioned against the Fill, thought it
the same which had been printed; but this was not the
case—they were totully different. Let hon. members at
least read:it, that however much it might be misunderstoed
abroad, it might be placed fairly before the House.

Mr. J. A.STREET said he rose without hesitation to speak
his opinions ofi the subject. ‘The question was, shall the
Roman Catholics have the same privileges as other denomi-
nations possess > They have at present no corporate body
to hold lands for the use of their Church, but other denomi-
nations have Corporate bodies; the Fpiscopalians have cor=
porate bodies, and so have the Presbyterians; and now
they were applied to by their fillow-subjects belonging to
another Church, to’grant them the same privilege. 1f, then,

see why they should not have it. Let them first examine
whether the Bill provides. for .any improper power. He
found it predicated upon the Canada Bill; he had not tine
to read until to day, but he had just run his eye over it, and
found that it did not give the Rishop so n:nch power as the
Canada Bill, if pass:d, would give the Bishop of Toronto.
It was clearly his opinion that it would be no impropriety to
invest iu the Roman Catholi¢ Bishop the power to hold " for
the use of the Church such temporalities as may be placed
in his hands. (Here the Hon. Member read one of the pe-
titions in favour of the Bill.) This petition, and many others,
showed that the people wished a Bill to pass their Bishop to
hold lands; and as the people had no power to hold lands
for the use of their Church at present, ard no member or
members of their, bedy have the right, as a body corporate
to hold lands given by them for the use of their Chureh, it
was riglit that some one or miore of them -should have that
power; and he considered it the duty of the Legislature to
i look after the interests of {kis denomination as well as after
| the rights of others, and give them the same powers. ‘The
present R. C. Pishop of this Province had already been en-

.

they confine their requeésts to a mocerate power he did not

lnﬁised during this debate, and h:thought deservedly so; all.
w

o knew him, knew him to be a good man; he (Mr. $.)
had been acquainted with him for many years, and had a
very high opinion of him. But it was possible that the
next Bishop might not be equal to the present incumbent,
and it was their duty to guard against all possible contingen-
cies by which the people might be injured. They had no
reason to assume that any of the successors of the present

Bishop would be bad mén, but they must gnard against the -

possibility. “’el],‘then, he saw by the first section of the
Bill that it did not invest any praperty in the Bishop at all
but snch as would be voluntarily conveyed to Eim, and that
he could not apply“to his own use. The'power is no more
than is already placed in the hands of the Church of Eng-
land Bishop, or Churchwardens, or ip the Presbyteries of”
the Church of Scotland. The second section gave Lim pow
er to receive lands for the use of the Church, but, unlike:
the Canzda Bill, which could give the Bishop the power riot
only to receive, but to hold lands, this section of the Bi'l be-
fore the Housé merely went so far as to authorise the Bish~
op to lease the said lands for a term not exceeding twenty-
one years, the proceedsto be applied fer the use of the
Church. He (Mr. 8.) could see nothing against this, un-
less there should have been a clause to prevent.the pro
conveyed for the use of one Church to be applied w the usa
another; at preseat it was a general measure, and funds
received from any part of the Provinee might be applied te

]




for the use of the Roman Citholic Church in another part of now going on, and had heard both sides of the question ar- | to take place unless the pew-holders were favourable to it.

the Proviuce. He was not disposed to give the Bishop that
power,—he shon!d object to giviug this power to any other
Chuarch,—he wogld object to giving it to his own Bishop;
he thought a cliuse should be wmtroduced to eusure the ap-
propriation of the preperty to the purpose for which it 1s
conveyed.

H = did not like the fourth section ais it stood; it provided
that in case of the Bishop’s sickness the authority vested in
him coald then be cxcercised by another person. This
might give rise to disputes, as a difierence of opiuion might
eccar betwixt the Bishop und others whethr he was sick,
and unable to perform the duties enjoined upon him by this

gued. It was bis first impression that some clause in the
Bill empowered the Hishop to hoid the property, ¥

ced in his hands, and do whatever he liked wi'lh*
found this was not the dase.
egregious'y mistaken, foggthe ol jections pointed out in their
petition were all referring to the Canada Biil, and not at all

applicable to the Bill then beforé the Iouse. He had made | aware that they held any lands whatever they couid loose; | wrong fo make use of sith expressions in debate, and if an

up his mind to support the Eill, and those were Lis rezsons:
Are any person’s rights interfered with by the Bill?  Not at

of six thousand people. Then let them coansider the power

{"The Roman Catholics of this Province, taken es a body,

hen pla- | were not rich, und he apprehended but very little land would |
" 1k ; but he | be conveyed to the Bishopunder this bl besides the Church | cester had evinced so much warnith, and that he had said
The petitioners were most | Lands and burying grounds; this, he though, was the sole ob-! any thing about improper influences. e was not aware of

“jvcl of the Eill, merely to enable the Eishap- to ho
| lands

d those
In the Northern part of -the Province he was! not

| neither did he see

| how the Bill would possibly affect pew-
! holders; it we

nt no further than to erable the. Bishop to re-

‘Roman Catholic Church hithérto : he thought it probzlle that

| this annoyance he hoped the measure would be disposed o §
| at once.
| Mr. J. A. STREET was sorry the hon. member for Glon-

any influciace being exerted out of doors, and could only say
{that no person had attempted to influeuce him. It was

i.

| one measure niore than another ought to be discussed wit
Asto the petitions before the House

i calmmess, it was this.

alll  Well, then, did the Roman Catholic people want it ? | ceive such lands as might be conveyed to him; and for want | for and against this Lill, he did not think they should be
Yes, for here were petitions before them signed by upwards | of some Corporate body to hold lands for ‘the use of the { swayed aliogether by their number,

but by the reasons con-

{ taiued in the petitions; and in bis opinion they did wrong to-

Bill, or not. ‘Lhis appeared to hini too losely framed; but
these were matters which would come up in detuil, and
eould then be discussed. There was one thing worthy of |
consideration; namely, that uo petition hud been received | of the Cozdjutor and the vicar General, or in their absence
against the Dill from any Protestant .denomination. There | by the consent of two resident Priests. He saw that the
appeared to be a difference of opinion among, the Roman | drift of the petition was this: those who signed it were
Catholics themselves as, numerous petitions had been re- | afraid that the Bishop would pocket the proceeds of the
ceived in favour of the Bill, and one or two counter pexitiona jt‘hurch roperty and run away! 'They say they are not
from the City of St. Sohn. e did not consider it right and | afraid o[Pthe present Bishop doing thus, but his successor,
proper for Hon. Members to'question the metives of petition- ' but what right they bad to suppose that a man of this des-
€rs, or 1o take it for granted that they were got by any im- | cription would ever be appointed to this diocese he could
proper means; moreover, in the present instance the peti- | not conceive. But the Bishop could not do this, even were
tions spoke for themselves, and showed pluinly that the pe- | he so disposed, for there wa: nathing in the Bill to authorise
titioners, understood the subject. He now hcld a - petition | he Bishop to dispose of Chuiches or Pews, (Mr. Partelow—
in his hand, and found the first objection against the BHl Then why not have a clause to prevent it?) Because it
was, upon the ground that too much power would be placed | was not hecessary. The Petition goes on-to say that all the
in the hands of one man, who, perhaps would sometines be | powtr will be delegated to the Parish Priests, but that was
a stranger to the people of this Province. I'he.second ob-|impossible—the terms of the Bill would not admit of the
jection was that if the Bill passed, the power would be dele- | power being delegated at all.  He néed not proceed further,
Zated by the Bishop to the Parish priests; and would inter- ! for all the other-objections in the Bill had been already met,
ere with the duties attached to their clerical character. He { by those who had preceded him, ‘and hy the Proviso about
Mr. S.)-did not think this would be the case even if the!to be moved by the hon. Member for Gloucester. The
power were delegated; he had seen Clergymen of other de- | whole Petition was founded upon the supposition that the
nominations invested with temporal powers, and did not  Bishop would not act honestly.
know that it interfered with their dutics. The third ob-| Some hon. Members  had assumed thiat this was the Jast
j2ction, was, that the power invested by the Bill would en- | sitting of the House of Assembly that would ever take place
uble the Bishop to dispose of Church property without the |in this Province,—that the Bill; if passed, would be in force
people’s assent. This objection would stand good with res- | for ever,—that there would be no power in the Province to
pect to the Canada Bill, but the Biil before them would give |.alter it if it did not work well! Why, if the Biil did not an-
the Bishop no such power; it did not even give him the!swer the purpose, or if the powers should be abused, the
power 1o lease the property without the, conseit of the Co- | House of Assembly would have the same power to amend
adjutor and the Vicar General. The next objection he had | or repeal it as they ‘now possessed to pass it.  Ien. Mem-
alraady pointed out; namely the power of appropriating the | bers who opposed the Pill had also assumed that ihe Roman
property of one parish to the use of another. (Mr. End.— | Catholic Clergy, instead of consulting the interests and wel-
¢ | have prepared a proviso to meet that objection.)’ (Here | fure of the people f that persuasion, would endeavour to
Mr. End placed a paper i the Hon. Member’s hands.)— | cheat themn, and destroy their property. It was his bpivion
The Hon. mover of the Bill hod placed a proviso in his hand | that the petition arose ultogether out of personal feeling, for
which, if carried, would remove the shjection. . This met | none of their assertions were borne out by the facts; for in-
the fourth objection of the Petition. The fifth objection | stance, they allege that the rights of pew-holders would be
_was, that it would not secure the rizhts of Pew-holders | destroyed by the Bill, and that no provision was made for
wrue,the saw nothing to that effect in the Bill, nor did he | the appointinent of Churchwardens; but the Biil did not au-
know how far it was right or wrong in that respect; but, { thorize the Eishop in meddiing with the pews, and Church-
perhaps, when in detail-they might also add a clause to meet | wardens are appointed at present merely by permission of
. this objection. If this were done all the objections in this  the Bishop. Fo that in both these Phses the people will have
- petition would be gﬁvizlled. {the sume powers after the Bill prss that they enjoy at pre-
« There was auotfer petition aguinst the Bill, in which the | sent. The Bill would make no alteration whatever, but
petitioners prayed that it may not apply to St. John; but he | placing matters under the regulutions of a statute. (Mr.
did not think they could take a local view of it,—it should Partelow,— Legaiizing persuasive powers!) Not at all;
pass as a general measure. This petition also goes en to | he could not took at it in that light. The petiidoners allege
state that in the United States the Roman Catholic Bishops | that the Bill demands an absolute transfer of all ehurch pro-
" are incorporated with the Laymen; and that they never |perty; but thit was not the case. By this Bill the Bishop
heard —except in the case of the Canada Eill—of a Bishop | would acquire no title whatever to hald any property but
being incorporated alone. This, he theught, was worthy of ' such as would be voluntarily placed in his hands. The pe-
consideration. The petition also goes on to state that the | titioners suppose that their Bishop will not be disposed to do
temporalities of the Roman Catholic Church are at present | what is fight, and the only objection not founded upon that

given; why, the utinost power he wouid have over Church
property would~be to lease it for 21 years, or during three

lives, and even that lfe could not do without the approbation

even if this Eill pissed, they would yet be called upon for | impute imiproper motives to any of the petitioners. He did
special acts to convey to the Bishop proper titles to Church | not wish the Eill to be hurried through, for it would not be
lands where the Trustees afe dead. A great ditficulty about | injured by discussion; he for one was willing to mect dis-
vesting the title of those laris had heretofore been experi-, cussion, bécause he believed the measure to be a correct one.
enced, and this Lill was forthe purpose of remedying the | Ilon. Mr. Haze~ thought the Hon. Speaker was entitled
evil.  With respect to the petition; this Bill -had not been | to-the thanks of the Ilouss for the dignified and well-merit-
printed; it had been on the file a few duys, but it was pro- | ed rebuke he had bestowed vpon the hon. member for
bable the petitioners had not seen it. It merely gave the | Gloucester.. If the implication had been levelled at him
power to the Bishop to receive lands, and he shouid give it | alone, he would have treated it with silent contempt; but it
his supportey The people were poor, arid he knew of no | implicated the whole House, and His Honour the Speaker
valuable lands they could convey, with the exception of their | had very properly rebuked bfm for it. IHe could not deny
Church lands, but the Rill could not deprive any person of | but he had heard a great deal about this bill in St. Johu, be-
his property without his consent. fore the session commenced, and had been importuned a'bout
Mr. HiLL suid there was one importnat considerrtion the |it, but thit every member of that House must sometimes
advocates of the Bill Lad oveilooked: they must keep within | submit to, and instead of being influenced by it, they should
the bounds of the Conunon Law. He was as willing as any | apply theroselves rore .assiduously to get at the facts, and
person could be to do justice to Roman Catholics, and he | be governéd by them. He was prepared to vote that eve-
thought that body of people must know that the Legislature | ning, or the next day, just as it suited the views of the Com<
wasat all times willing to do them justice; but this Bill con- | mittee, but thought that when hon. mewmbers wished it to be
ferred a power never before granted in this Province, and he | postponed to another day, it should not be hurried. ; T he
believed was contrary to the laws of Englind,—it authoriz- | hon. member for York (Mr. Wilmot) had, in his opinion
ed the R. C. Bishop to reccive lands, and ulso made it legal | been mucli too severe upon the petitioners; it was quite evie
to convey lands to him. ’I'his was worthy of consideration, | dent that they had at first heen mistaken in consequence of
because it authorized him to receive lunds to any amount. | the Canada Bill having been printed. :
This was contrary to the principle of all the laws ¢f the land, ! Mr. END said the hon. member for the city might treaf
for it should be lin:ited ton certain aifjount.  Under the pro- | his words with contempt whenever he said any thing de-
visions of the Bill it was also possible for the Pishop to re- | serving of it: but in this instance he hnd merely alluded to
side out of jhe Province, and there was nothing in"that case | the annoyance hon. members would meet with out of doors
to prevent him from also withdiawing from the country the |if they did not dispose of the Pill that evening, and he could
funds arising f.rom the lunds conveyed to him.  This was not | not. conceive that this was jluproper. However, if hon.
probable, but it was a possible contingency, which it was!members wished it the was quite willing to report progress.
their duty as legislators to guard against. These were his | The quéstion for reporting progress was then put and car-
objections tothe Bill,and they were so apparent that he won- | ried, and the Commiittee arose. :
dered tbey had not been noticed by hon. Menibers who had |
preceded him; os they were of the utinost in portance, el 5 TuurspAy, February 26.
considered it hisduty to make the remarks, and he had done so | The House after transacting some routine businéss, re-
it in as few words as possible. He was willing to give the |sumed the! consideration of the il for !ncorpomtiné the
same power as other denoiLinations possessed, but none of | Romuh Cutholic Bishop of New DBrunswizk.—Mr. Taylor in
them had power to accumulate aud hold Church propeity to | the Chair, :
an unlinited amount. Mr. HaAN1NGTON said he hoped the Eill would be allowed
Mr. PAy~E thought the expressions which had fullen from | to pass without apposition, considering as he did, thut the
tl}c hon. Member for York, (Mr. Wilot) severe and ancalled | subject was exhausted, and also, taking into consideration the
for; the petition applicd to the printed Lill. He thought | greut nuuiber of Petitions which had been forwarded. in its
it was their duty to Legislate vpon the sabject, but they | fivour. Itwas true that counter clains had been urged, and -
should endeavour to pass a proper Bill. The Eill before it could not be denied that they were of a highly respectable
them gave power to the Trusteesto convey the Church pro- | character, .and this made the énl:jr'ct a most dclicate one to
perty to the Bishop; this, he thought might be somewhat wodi- | deal with; but still, it must be met and disposed’of, however
fied as to satisfiy all parties; and as some of his constiiutents | unpieasant might be the duty. » He (Mr. H.) fe't extremely
had petitioned against it, he was particalarly anxious to give |reluctant to institute ony parallel between -the polity of the

sutisfaction to them. A clause might be introdueed giving
theu: power to hold their pews, and if any steps were taken
to convey the Church property to the Eishop, that they
might be present and have a voice in it; otherwise the pews
wight be taken from them and let to those who wert willng
to pay higher rent. A clause should be‘inserted to prevent

| Church ¢f Rome und that of any of the other Churclies, be-
jeause it was a subject which be did not well understand :
{and between the Bishop who said that the present Bill em-
I braced their usual way of doing business, and the Petitioners
| who insisted npon their vested rights, it was not easy to de-
termine. It might he thonght, stit the City of St. John, to

managed by five ‘vestrymen, who are elected. Now as

there we'tl;le petitions from St. John much more uumerous'y |
signed thin this, in favour of the Bill. and as all the Roman |
Catholics in other sections of the Province seemed to be |
wnanimous in favour of it, it was his opinion that they should

go on with the Biil, remove all the objections in their pow-

er, and pass the Bill as a general measuge. But if the ma-
jority of the Committee were opposed to this, le thent intro-
duce a clause exempting St. John' from iis operation. He
was m favour of the Bill, but would not pledge himself
against amendment; as he considered it the duty of that

House to make it as perfect as possible before they pass it.

«Dr. EARLE spoke in reply to Mr. End; the Hon. Member
thought he (Dr. Earle) did not understand the Bill, but
he contended that he di4 understand it. The Bill was for
the purpose of giving the Roman Catholic Bishop power to
hold the temporalities of that Church; but there wus a peti-
tion before them that Lay Members of that Church might
also be incorporated with him. Let the Committee do this
and his objections would be remnoved. Ile had nothing to
say against the Bill, provided it did not meddle with the pre-

nt constitution of the Roman Catholic Church,—he did
mot wish to mterfere witlr this, and if there was a proviso in
the Bill to that effect he would withdraw his opposition.

Mr. Exp,—The Hon. Member does not understand the
Bill yet; there is nothing about the temporalities of the
Charch in the Biil. : £

Mt. SimoxDs would endeavour to set Hon. ' Members
right. e thought the Biil had been so well discussed last
year that it was unnecessary to go. over the same ground
again. The hon. Member from Charlotte (Mr. Boyd) hud
accused him with want of candour last session, but surely
the hon. Member must have been mistaken, or have con-
fusedly mixed one thing with another. He (Mr. £.) had
brought in the Biil lust year on the 31st of March—quite
lute in the session—and the reason it had not been brought
in-before was in donssquence of Government having waited
until they could obtiin a copy of the Canada Bill, in order
that this might be framed somewhat similar. The Bill had
been drafted by the Law Offizers of the Crown, and the rule
confining the adinission of Lills within the certain date was
suspended to enable him to bring in the Bill. On the first
day of April it wus rexd a first time, on the sécond it was
cowmmitted and passed, and on the third it was engrossed
and sent to the Council. 'I'he Bill passed unanimously,—
there was 1io division upon it. He had brought the Bill in
avowedly as a Government measure, and: observed that it
was singular that after the vote of want of confidence, a
Government sapported by such a small minority should have
carried their 02/y measure unanimously. The hon. Mem-
ber must have confused this question with another, for the
"question he #0w says he then usked, would have been per-

ectly 1idiculous. Last year it was a Government measure,
but he was not aware what was the opinion of the present
Administration upon the subject. As to the Bill now before
them, he approved of it, and must hear stronger reasons
urged against it than any he had yet heard, to induce hinto
withihold his support. He would like to hear, however,—if
any hon. “Tember could inform him—if the Bill was consis-
tent with the organization of the Roman Catholic Charch in
Jreland. £
Mr. GiLBERT said the Bill introduced last year had pass-
ed through and he had started no objection to it, but it was
because he supposed the Roman Catholics themselves were
unaninously in favour of it; neithcr should he object to the
Bill this year were they unanimous. Last year, however,
the Bill was lost in another quarter, and hon. members had
been placed under the necessity of framing another. The
principal objectidn in his win1 to the present Bill was this:
if any thing went wrong with the Bishop’s affairs the Sheriff
might seize the Church property placed In his hands, and
take it away. There were petitions in favour of this Bill,
and there were also counter petitions; ia the latter they com-
plain that the Bill, if passed, will deprive them of certain

| supposition would be met by the proviso which had been

read. "T'hat proviso could be inserted -when the section to
which it appiied came under consideration, and with that
alteration he was prepared to support the Bill; and if the
Biil passed he hoped those who petitioned against it would
receive it in a proper spirit, and instead of cavilling at 1t, or
quarrelling with their Clergy, that they would lend their aid
to the proper working of the Bill. He was certain that the
measure wis conceived for their benefit, and that the idea

of injuring or oppressing them had never entered the Rev.

Dr. Dollard’s head ; neither did he think they had a right to
assume that the Bishop’s successor would entertain any such

desires or intentions.

Mr. BrRowx~ said .he House were placed in a different

position from that in which they stood last year, and he must

confess that he arose to speak on the subject with much emn-

barrassment,—he felt niuch more embarrassed than any

Member of that House ought to be upon any question which

could possibly come before them. He was unacquainted

with the Church government of the Roman Catholics, and as

there was no Mewber of the House of that persuasion, they

bad no opportenity of making enquiries, and of course were

necessarily ignorant. He had held vo direct communication

with his constituents upon this subjeet, but one of his col-

leagues had, and found that conflictifig opinions cxisted

“amoag-prople of the Roman Catholic persuasion; and it was |
this which embarrassed him. If the Roman Catholics had

been all in favour of the Bill, he was certain it would have

passed unanimously, because he believed every hon. Mem-

ber of that ITouse was willing to do-thein justice; but in

the absence of necessary information and finding a difference

in opinion among themselves, how should they know wko

were right and who were, wrong? He counsidered the re-

marks of the hon. Mewber for York, (Mr. Wilmot) reflect-

ing upon the conduct of the partics who petitioned »gainst

the Bill, iw:properly and unnecessarily severe. The Biil

now before the House had neyer been published, but there

had been a Biil published, in "the Roya! Gazette, and the

( people of course supposdd that: Bill would be brought for-

ward, and therefore their objections applied to it. (Mr.
Wilmét,—I did net know that.): The hon. Member had
accused petitioners of being bad Catholics; but perhaps that
arose from his own prejudices. In the Episcopal and Pres-
byteriun Churches the laity were entrusted with the manage-
ment of the temporalities belonging to their respective
Churches, but in the Church to whichthe hon. Member be-
longed all the power was vested in the hands of-the Clergy,
and the laity must do just as they sag{,p/lf théy have a
Preacher who becomes’ very popular, they can only keep
him a certain peiiod, and in spite of all their remonstrances
he is tiken away and another sent whom, perhaps, they
care nothing about. In fact the Clergy of that Church take
their own way in every thing, and the people have nothing
to do with it. (Mr. Wilmbt—That is wrbng.) ¢ No, I
am right.”  (Mr. Wilmot—It is wrong.) ‘1 maintain I
am right. I 'think the laity should have some powers in the
management of the temporalities. The hon. member says
I am wrong—he should know better than I do—but at all
events I know that in ‘my County a Methodist Preacher
whom the people liked, was taken away .in opposition to
their wishes, end another sent wkom they did not like,”’—
(Laughter.) The hon. Member, in this instance, had de-
parted from the doctrines of which he had so long been an
advocate; to give no power where there is no responsibility.
He (Mr. Brown) felt uncertain as yet whether he ought to
support the Bill or not, fsom the reasons he had already
iven.
y Mr. WirmoTr,— Then the hon. Member is on the
fence !, It is not the first time that he has been there. But
he is mistaken about the temporalities of the 'Methedist
Church; they are managed by Trustees, and I am quite sa-
tisfied they should be sp managed; we have no desire to give
more power to our Clérgy; and having a share in the man-
agement of out temporalities, are determined to hang on to

privileges they now enjoy in the management of the affairs
connected with their Church. This was an important poini.
(Here the hoin. Member read extracts from oue of the peti-
tions.) Ifthe Bill were amended so as to include Lay
Members to act in concert with the Bishop, he would sup-
-port it, otherwise he would go for its postponement until
uext session. He was willing to do whate.er he thought
would be most agreeable tothe Roman Catholics themselves.
- Hon, Mr. HazEN, in reply to the hon. Member of the
Iate Government (Mr. Simonds) wished to inforin him that
Government had nothing to do with the Bill before them, it
never having been disc ‘at the Council Board.

Mr. Wirscor bad paid particular attention to the debate

what we’ve got. 1 was not aware that the petition upon
| which T commented had reference to another Eill; but peti-
| tioners shoald know whaat is the nature of a Bill before they
| petition against; they cannot be too cautious in this res-
| pect.”?
E Ion. SPEAKER said the petitiap before them, which had
- been so much referred to, did not apply to the Bill before
them, but to the Canada Bill, which had been published in
thé Royal Gazette. He could not see any just canse of
alarm, for the Bishop could not touch the temporalities of St.
Malachi’s Church, nor any other, unless transferred to him
;:{“the Churchwardens; and as the Churchwardens are
elected by the pew-holders, such a transfer was not likely

this, and if the Bill were amended to that effect he hoped it | grent the Prayer of the Petition agninst the Bill; but all the
would pass. jrest of the Province was unanimous in the desire to get the
Mr. JornAN would make a few observations on the Bill, ! Church pyoperty disposed of in the manner conpemplated;
as it was a measure of much importance to a portion of his | and this was not to be wondered at, when the
constituents. There were, perhaps, some objections to the |in which the Church property was held, cam¢to be consi-
Bill as originall¥ framed, but those had been met in a man- | dered. This then was the conclusion at which he (Mr. H.)
ner quite satisfactory ; the proviso prepared by the hon. Mem | had arrived, that in Legislating on this subject} regard should
ber for Gloucester (Mr. End) he considered quite sufficient. | be Lad, especially to the wishes of the greaf majority. He
The Bill when thus amended would not give the Roman | believed th:t Church Wardens were only allowed by suf-
CatholicBishop more power than wus possessed by . the | ference in the Church of Rome; avd it would therefore be
Church of England; he would have no power over such pro- | inipracticable to make any new Law which would have re-
perty as was not conveyed to hin by the Trustees, and could il fc;gpce to an Officer not authorised in that Church. Besides
only hold such as might be placed iu his hands. - It was an | this, the discussion on this subject would, he feared, do harm,
important matter, but his mind was fully made up upon it, | and in fact widen those conflicting claims which ought rather
and ¢onld not be altereéd; even if he knew he should loose | be softened down and reconciled. Once more, he would
his election by it, it would not alter his nrind one jota.’ confess his relnctance to decide, and liis willingness to esca
(At this stage of the proceedings, as it was gettig late, ! from the subject; but however he mizght wish to do so, K:
Mr, Partelow moyed that the Committee rise and report | saw that it would not be the least use to attempt amending,
progress.) for 1t would only be passing a Bill which would he disagree-
Mr. HAN1NGTON hoped the motion would not prev able to the great Body of the people for whose use it had

ail; ‘ g
the Liil had been pretty thoroughly discussed, and he hoped | been intended. Further, such a model of proceeding, wéuld
they would get through with it that day; for there were so | only leave the questien stili open, and liable to the same up-

many Bills on hand that they mast hurry tnrough with theu | pleasant objeetions year ufter year. He deeply regretted

without any unnecessary delay. He was surprised to hear|
a comparison 1nstituted betwixt the power this Bill would |
convey; and the power posseéssed by the Chnrch of England |
Bishop, and would endeavour to set the hon. inover of the |
Bill right in this respect. There was no comparison be- |
tween their power, for the English Bishop could not dispose |
of any Church property whatsoever without a speci:l act of |
Parliament being first passed to authorize him so to do. He |
thought hon. Members were ready for the question, and be-
lieved that a majority of them were in favour of doing justice
to the petitioners of St. John.

Mr. ParTeLow hoped the Committee would consent to
report progress, notwithstanding all that had been swid by!
the hon. member who had just sat down. Although the ob-
jections of the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. J. A.
Street) were removed by the proviso drawn up by the hon.
mover of the bill, every meniher of the House was not yet
satisfied. "There were two amendments in existence, to. his
knowledgze, which would be proposed when théy came to
the details of the Bill, one by himnself, and tie other by his
hon. friend from the city; (Mr. Hazen.) = The parties who |
had urged the petitions against the bill were very respecta-
ble, Pewholders and Churchwardens of St. Malachi’s Church,
and their representations were worthy of more serious con-
sideration than to be hurried through at this time of the eve-
ning. If the advocates of the Bill in its present shape were
so confident of success, why did they wish to hurry it ?

Mr. E~p said the petitioners had falsely alleged that they
were Churchwardens, &ec., as set forth in the petition. He
was authorized to contradict their statcment upon the au-
thority of the Bishop. - The petitioners, in his opinion, de-
served all the censure bestowed wpon théwm by the hon.
member for York, for although they were n¥staken about
the bill in their first petition, yet had they endprsed the al-
legations there set forth by the second petiti Now al
though it was natural enough for them to err at first, in con-
sequence of the Canada Bi'l having been published, yet they
should have acknowledgod their errors in the second peti-
tion, instead of perpetuating them. He hoped they would
go through with the Bill that evening, and not defer it to
occupy another day in debate upon it. DBesides, there were
certain influences abroad, and perhaps hon. members would
be so wrought upon héfore the next morning that the fate ot
the Bill. if ﬁeferr’ed, could not be depended on.

Hon. SpeAkER thought it not proper for the advocates

the state of feeling, divided s it was, in St. John; but as
that could not be helped, thes only resource in the power of
the Conunittee wus, to act towards the Roman Catholics g3
they (the Comniittee) wculd act in their own case, and that
was to allaw them to manage their own affeirs as they might
Judge most;, proper. The bill was, he beliewgd, similar to
that in force in Jreland, where a vast amount of property
was in the possession of the Church, and surely it could not
be thought dangerous in New’Brunswick where the people
were genefally so poor.
[To le continued in Reporter of Friday mext.}

LEGISLATIVE SUMTARY.

On Friday last the subject of ‘he Canadian Boundary
was again introduced by Mr. End,. who advocated most
warmly the necessity of sending a delegation to Graat
Britain, In the course of his observations, the hen.
member varmly eulngized the substance of the Address
home on Lhat subject, which was, he said, all that an
Address could be; but still he thought that the paltry
consideralion of a few hundreds, in opposition to the
ereat intsrests involved should have no weight Mr.
Find was s2conded in his views by Mr. Brown, and op-
posed by"Mr. Partelow and seyeral others, and the sub-
ject was for the present suspended. We will shottly
publish this debate. - The House afterwards at a late
hour went in- Committee on ways and means to raise a
Revenue : when Mr. Partelow congratulaied the House
on the Revenue Bill of last year, which he said was upon
the whole the very best which could have been adopted
for the enuntry; and recommended its continuenece for
the present year, with the exceptions of Bread Staffs,
which he recommended to be imported Duty free. A
short Debate followed on this subject; some of the.mem-
bers wishing for higher protection upon Leather, &nd
one or tvio other articles; but the Bill upon the whale
was deemed the best that could be introduced ; and Mr.
Partelow’s motion prevailed.

This transaction will shorten the Session as much asa
week or zight days, and will at least materially cheapen
the great article of consumption—Bread. _

On Saturday the Road Committee sat, and nothing
bevond Routine business was transacted in the House.

Yesterday the Honse was occupied daring the greatér-

of a Bill of this importance to attempt to push it through be-
fore it had been fully discussed. And he was quite sur-
prised fo hear the hon. member allude to certam influences
abroad. 'What did the hon member mean ? or what influ-
ences did he imagine cauld be brought to bear upon that
House ?
that House would be governed by conscientious motives,
and it was highly improper for the hon. member to impute
any thing else to them. The measure should be discussed
freely, and should not be hurried; they went into Committee
on purpose to haveg free discusa'ion, and they should go on
coally, and not atfempt to hurry those who declare them-
selves not satisfied. ; :
Mr. Exp explained; ‘he did not mean to impute auy im-
proper motives to hon. members, but merely alluded to. the
excitement existing out of doors with respect: to the measure.

would be laid hold of ¢hat evening,
influence them one way or the

and every effort made to
; and in order ta escape

They had a right to assume that every member of |

He well knew that if they reported progress, hon. members -

part of the day with Local business; the two prncipat
{ topics brought up in the afternoon being that of the
| Post Offce : and a Bill sent down from the council for
| rezulating the holding of special’Sessions .in the differ.
|ent Counties. On the former subject some warm lan-
' guage wis used—not applied by one Member to ancther,
but in reference to the general management of the Post
Qffice, and the apparent neglect with which New Brans-.
wick 1s particularly treated ; and all agreed that it was
high tim« some more efficient method should be adopted
than that which prevails at present. :
The special sessions’ Bill which e'icited & short dew
bate, caused some remarks as to its singular constrae-
tion ; which it was said went no farther than to lega«
lize an net already in force in the province.—<It wak
;suzcested that if a law were at 8!l required on the sui g
the beét way to frame 1t would be to retain the title of the
Bill sent down, and only the title, with a new Bill sdb-
foined. Te-dey the Committer on Resds sltsaguin.




