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~ the Delelegates 

whigh we believe the progress of evemts and their 
owl frue interests render necessary for their fature 
happiness and prosperity. 

What did that langasge mean? Did it refer 
to this House or to the people? Ha knows he 
meant the people of the country. Mr. Tilley in 
addressing an audience at St. John said :— 
“Tt was not the intention of the Government of 

New Brunswick #0 foroe the matter upon the people 
1t'was now bef.re them, and he askea for it a calm 
and eandid oonsideratirn. He could avsure them 

at §f there is the least que -tion as to the opinion of 
pola Fle upon il, is shasl be submitiei to them at the 

That was the language of one of the most 
enlightened statesmen of British America,—he 
went to the people with this question, and went 
down gallantly defending his principles. Let 
me read the opinion of Hon. Mr. Dickey, an=- 
offer of the delegates. 

These are surely pretty good authorities, for 
here we have three of those gentleman who are 
now pressing the matter on us indorsing the 
opinions which we hold. I have arothar quota 
tation to make on this point from an authority 
which the leader cf the Government will not 
venture to challenge. t < ; 
the Prov. Secretary at Kentville, in reply to a 
charge from me that &t Windsor he had made 
a speech ignoring the people, where he denied 
that he ever entertained such an opinion, and 
said he recognizad their fall right in relation to 
the question ; and yet we find him to-day bring 
ing forward stale arguments about the abstract 
right of tLiis House to deal with the constitution. 
‘If the people’s representatives sre ratitfind that 

the country is oppored to this Union they can yet 
reject il, or thev can obtain & dirzolution Dy asking 
wr it. No Government could prevent it. What w 
wish is, to submit the broad question on brozd 
grounds and leave i's decision to the independent 
aeotin oi the Legiztatnre. No mere groundless state- 
meni corld be muds than that lieve wonid be an at- 
temps made to force this scheme upon the people In 
the dizena~g: uf my pubiio duty ¢ have fait bound to 
#0 wherever [ would and sub. ¢ myself to the ecriti- 
cism of ever 7 mrin — to give all thy intormation in my 
power—raady to submit as a member of tha Govern- 
maat and 88 a pubiio wan of Nova Seotia, to wha’ 
1 ba fev= to ba the great fountain of suthority—that 
is the clo rly understood wishes of the people” 1 am 
uite certain that ueder ths present Government and 

Eariamont: 10 measure will be ever sed that will 
be contrary to the public sentiment ¢f the country.” 

Here. then, you I'ave the recorded opinions of 
th ruselves, recogniz ng the 

rig t of the people 1: be consulted before such a 
radical change in ih ¢)nstitution of our coun 
try. And again, tic Provincial Secretary ree 
corded his opicion, and it was a 8s un! one that 

Tt is from the speech of | 

SUPPLEMENT, 
to Mr. Atinand’s party feelings, and then using very recount perfod 1 wm a determined oppo 
the words I have already given. Whether the 
inference which he L..s drawn from these ex- 
pressions is a legitimate one, and whether he 
did or did not colour the faets in relatin 
to me, [ am not prepared to say. But I will 
fay the hon. member was disposed to make 
the most of Mr. Brown's remarks.in his con- 
versation with me. I feel bound to give this 
contradiction tothe hontmember, in justice to 
an absent man. 

Mr. ANNAND~—It is unoneeessary te say any 
thing, mors than thatthe hon. member has not 
stated correctly ;what 1 reported _as baving 
passed. 

Hon. Prov. 8eo. said he had to request, in 
accordance with a well known rule or Parlia 
ment, that the hon. member for East Halifax 
lay upon the table the letters which he read a» 
a portion of his speech. 

r. ANNAND contended that there was no 
such rule of Parliament, and that the chair 

: mand. 
i The SPEAKR reserved his decision. 

move a resolgtion compelling“Mr. Annand to 
lay the papers cn the table. 
The honse then adjourned to the following 

day a 3 o’clotk. 

SaTvrpay, April 4th 
The house opened at 5 o'clock. : 
Mr. MiLLer presented several petitions against 

Ccnfederation, which he had sent to Richmond 
previous to thessession, but which, he said, were 
meagrely signed. 
Mr. LoxGLryY, a petition for the separation of 

the sale of grooeries from liquors. 
Mr. BLANCHARD, a petition on the subject of 

Confederation. 
Mr. Tosix reported from the Railway Com- 

mittee. 
Hon. Prov. Sec. said :—I wish to call the 

attention of the house to the fact that on Friday 
the hon. member for East Halifax (Mr. Annand,) 
made a statement destructive of the character ot 
a public man in British Atmerica of high stand- 
ing, and I rose immediately to state that it was 
my intention to telegraph to Mr. Brown on the 
subject. My object at the time was to give the 
member for East Halifax an opportunity of cor- 
recting me if I misstated him. I at once tele- 
graphed to Mr. Brown these words :— 
** I'o Hon. George Brown, M. P. P., Toronto: 

Mr. Aunand said, on the floor of the House to-day: 
‘I had an interview with the Hen. George Brown re- 
cently, I could have had money if 1 had wizhed it, 
and was promi-ed preferment and pince in Canada if the time of peace ani prosperi'y is tho tine to { I would sapport Conrederation ’ ** 

consider a change :n car institutions, and not | 
when we know not at what hour our country 
may be invaded and our homes desolated : 

‘* The people cent us tcgather rot to constder tha megus of aggression on tha throne; but to enquire 

I will take my oath that this was the language 
that was used. Mr. Brown’s answer is here be- 
fore me. Hesays:— 
“It is impoesiDle Mr. Annand oould hav~ made such a statement. It is true that he called upon me how far we could advance our iuterests in connec-ion | *! Jur house, and we discussed the question of Con- with the parent stats, and thev wisely sent u=< at a 

timo. (mark now!) when we were not convulsed by 
the throes of civil strif but when we could meet tn the 
midst qf pence ard prosperity to consid:r the means of 
seeuring our ieges.”’ 

The House of Lords the other diy refused to 
cousider the stats of affiirs in Irelard because 
that country was in danger of civil war, and we 
have the authority upon this point of Barl Rus- 
sell, who, at the time of the Crimean war aban- 
doned his Reform Bill, and allowed 1t to slum 
ber unui now. These are the examples of the 
mother country, and they should challenge our 
admiration and respect. How can you ask the 
men of Shelburne and Yarmouth, knowing the 
strong opinions they hold, to rally with true 
enthusiasm and earnestness in detence of the 
country, when their most valued institutions 
are being swept away ¥ The government in 
taking this course assume a fearful responsibility. 
Members may take this step but they will do an 
act bearing no example io the history of moi- 
ern times, and they will leave tehind them a 
riven and distracted country. If they borrowed 
lessons from the past, and looked at what has . 
sccurred in other countries, they would pause 
before they consummate the unholy deed. It 
is a serious thing to deprive a people of all the 
institutious they hold dear, and I trast that 
whatever the government may do in the mat- 
ter—whatever the delegates to Quebec and their 
friends may do, I wust there will be found in 
this House a sufficient body of men, knowing as 
they must that nine-tenths of their conatiruen's 
are opposed to the sch:me, to stand by the rights 
of the country. 

Mr. MILLRE said: —I feel ita duty I owe to 
a geatiom ss occupying a high positiou in Bri. 
tish America who is not here to defend Lim- self, to give the version of the conversation 
seforred to by Mr. Ancand, as he stated it to 
me just after it took place. I do uot d-sire to 
misrepresen’ the hon. member for Bast Ha'i 
fax in a siugle_ word, and if, in what 1 am abour 
to say, I make a \pistake, it wiil be an error of 
memory and noth ore. On the occasion 
of Mr. Brown's visit to dy Mr. Auonand 
and myself were requested to call and see him, 
Being very busy at the tirne I was not able to 
have that pleasure, and I could do no more than Mave a card for him a short time be. 
fore his departure from the city. The hon. gentlewan did see him, and had, as he af es 
wards informed me, a long conversation with 
Mr. Brown. He (Mr. Annand) afterwards 
told me that they rook up the question of Con- 
federation, and that he beat Mr. Brown on every pointof the argnme.t He informed me 
that Mr. Brown having been beaten on the ar- 
gament of Confederation, and the mode ef con- 
vineimg him had used language somethin 
like this: “You and I have been persona 
friends, we have long acted together, and it is 
too bad that at this period I shou!d be obliged to throw myself into the hands of our oppon- ents to carry this measure; the liberal party to which we both belong are going to rule, if 
the provinces are united.” These remarks having no effect, be (Mr. Annand) told me that Mr. Brown then said that it the Maritime Pro- vinoes, during the present winter, failed to do anything to weet the views of the British Go- veyumeont on this question, Canada would 
sek sone other mode of settling her difficul- Hes, and leave the Maritime Provinces to their “fate. A the couclusion (f the conversation I 
uoderstood the member for East flalifax to s . that Mr. Brown used his langu ge: “ Aunand, You should not oppose union; you have npo- thing to fear; a man of your ability would al- ways have bis proper position under Confede- ration.” I wi'l no’ deny that Mr. Anpaud re- marked that he thought Mr Brown's language held out an improper inducement to influence his action, but the words money, Place or pre- ferment were never mentioned by Mr. Annand to me, as I feel confident they would have been if they had been used. He would huve been too glad te reveal anything of the kind to me if it were true. This was the extent of the conversation as the member for East Halifax detatled it 20 me. Mr. Brown first aiguing the question of Confederation, then appealing 

| federation; but money, or preferment. or any other | pe”ronal consideration was Leither promised. nor sug- gested, nor harboured in speech or thought by me.— eof however concocted, is a villain us false 

(Cheers in the galleries.) 
Mr. ANNAND.—In the first place, let me say — 

and I am in the judgment of my friends who 
heard me—that the word meney never came ont 
of my mouth. Let me state the facts. I was 
not oifered money; I was not offered preferment 
directly, but the hon. member for Richmond has 
correctly stated the substance of the conversa- 
tion. 1 was reminded by Mr. Brown that [ be- 
longed to the Old Liberal » of which he had 
beeu for very many years the er in Cemada. 
I was approached by him in this way: “I have 
always sworn by the Chronicle and the Nova 
Seotian. Weare all Liberals. They are in the 
ascendancy in Canada ; they will alse be in the 
ascendancy in Nova Scotia. Come up to Canada, 
and the Liberals will rule. It will be your inte- 
rest to come.” 
Mr. MiLLee.—Tt will be in the recollection 

of the house that the Provincial Secretary in- 
terrupted tho hon. member, and asked that his 
words be given in writing, in order that there 
might be no misconception. Now, I not only 
heard the language read by the Prov. Secy., but 
the words as they fell from the hon. member.— 
I was not allowed at the time to give the contra- 
diction of the statement, hut did so as soon as I 
could. Then I stated precisely what the hon. 
member has now said, and yet he replied : “ All 
I have to say, is, that the hon. gentleman is mis- 
takon.” Now he sa ‘itis true.” If there is 
a man fn Nova Scotia or British North America 
who, within the last ten days ocoupies a position 
that has drawn upon him the contemps and the 
pity of every one, it is the hon. member ; but if 
there is anything that could add to his d 
tion, it is the humiliating spectacle which pre- 
sents to-day. 

Mr. Axxan».—~The last person whe should 
rise on the floors of this house and im the 
veracity of any hon. gentleman is the hon. mem- 
ber for Richmond. have under my hand the 
evidence how little importancecan be attached to 
anything he says. It will be in the recollection 
of the house that the hon. member for Inverness 
asked me, the other day, how the petitions I pre- 
scuted against Confederation got down into that 
county. I replied it was through the instrumen- 
tality of a gentleman who went over to the Goy- 
emment on Confederation. The hon. member 
for Richmond rose and said that he was no 
to it. Ihald in my hand this remarkable paper to show that the hon. gentleman was in favor 
of having the question referred to the polls, but what more? He came to my office to pat into ny this paper, and as did so bo said “Idon’t want to be known in this master ; 
don’t wish to go into Inverness, as Mr, McDon- 
nell is a friend of mine; will you send these pe titions asking that the question of Confederation 
be submitted to the people at the polis ¥” These 
petitions were sent, oy as you have seen, have 
come back to the homse. The hon. member, 
with the view of stimulating the peopls, wrote 
the paper which I hold in my hand, and I had it printed from his own manuscript. This circular 
that went with the petition, was as follows + 

‘“ The necaseity for petitioning against Confeders- tion is greater this Session than ever. It is greatly | to ba feared that soms underhand scheme is matured to carry the measure. None of your sentatives have publicly themselves Coafederation, althcugh it 1s understood that two of them will oppoe the Quebec scheme, while it is a matter of notoriety that the gther is read » if oppor- tuvity offars, $0 saorif se-iviv-eomstitaents. laverness should, therefore, speak out to her re tatives. — This is a question where no man s be allowed to a] a the frog. A member has no right to play fast and } is oose with great a question. He who is not heart and soul with us, is Petition strongly and quickly.” 
Mr. MiLLer.~I think ghe hon. member will feel, before I sit down, that he has not made much eut of the wonderful revelation: he bias just given. Ii is a master of matoriesy thas up w a 

them 

{ bad previously decided against such a de-- 

- 

nent 
of the Quebee scheme, and on every occasion 1 
did all Icould to thwart it. But as respects the 
paper in question it was written weeks before | 
the house met. 

Mr. ANNAND.—No! 
Mr. MiLLER.—It was. 1 tell thoshen. gentle- 

man ; it was written at the same time the peti- 
tions were sent into my own county that 1 pre- 
sented to-day. I was prepared then as now, 
to defoat the Quebec scheme. Let me state to the 
house that a committee way appointed in the 
city to operate against the Qucbec scheme ; and 
at the last meeting, when it was wished to adopt a 

licy adverse to all union, I told them then that 
would not assist them. My o position was en- 

tirely to the Quebec scheme. It was then deter. 
mined to send these petitions over the face of the 
country. I went to Lunenburg, and assisted in 
returning the gentleman who now sits here. In 
respect to the petitiors, I said I would send them 
into Richmond, but I would not interfere with 
Mr. McDounell’s county. I was going to write 

Hon. ATTY. GEN. gave no‘ice that he would | to Mr. McDonnell, but I heard he was coming 
up to Halifax. I ther saw Mr. Annand, in his 
own office, and he suggested the very words 
that are written in the paper which he has just 
read. 

Mr. ANNAND.—Oh! Oh! 
Mr. MiLLER.—It is true; it was at his own 

table they were suggested, and they were printed 
in his office. He presented, the other day, peti- 
tions from Dr. Cameron, which he had sent with 
his own frank. 
Mr. ANNAND.—I did; at the hon. member’s 

instance. 
Mr. MirLer.—I donicd at the time having sent 

these petitions, and yet ho contradiosed mo ; 
now he acknowledges having franked them. 
Hon. FiN. S8CRETARY.—] must corroborate 

to the fullest extent the language taken down by 
the Provincial Secretary. 1 took the words 
down at the same time. The hon. member said 
~—* [ would have received money or office if I 
had wished it.” 
Mr. MoDovyeLL.—I also took the same 

words down. 
Mr. MiLLER.—The hon. momber now stands 

convicted before the house and country of having 
uttered a “ villainous falsehood.” 

Mr. Locke.—The word m never struck 
my ear. I heard preferment and place—that is 

Hon. ATTY. GENBRAL.—Then the hon. mem- 
ber must have a deaf ear for some things. 
C.J.CaupBBLL.—Was not the language read 

here in his presence, and he never contradicted 
it? 
Mr. ANNxAND.—Substantially it was the same 

statement made by the hon. member for Rich- 
mond. It differs, however, in the fact that Mr. 
Brown used the word intcrest. What is the dif. 
ference between enterest and money ? 

Hon. Arrr. Gex.—The hon. gentleman first 
referred to Canadian gold, and then said he 
himself could have had money if he had wished 
it. 
Hon. Prov. Secr.—The present question is 

one of great importance, for it involves the char- 
acter of a public man. The question came up in 
reference to a paragraph which the hon. member 
had put in lus paper concerning some remarks on 
the sale of Louisiana, by Mr. Brown. That gen- 
tleman said, even if the Union of the Provinces 
did cost Canada something for a few years i was 
bat a small matter in comparison ‘with their 
value. The hon. member for Halifax knew that 
he was guilty when he made the oharge he did against Mr. Brown of the greatest crime of 
which a public man can be guilty—that of put- 
ting & false constraction on the lan age of 
another, for the parpose of misleading the public 
mind. Mr. Brown said—suppose Canada has to 
contribute a few dollars more to the intercolonial 
union —what does it amount to? Look at the 
sale of Louisiana to the United States. The 
hon. member knows that this was a bona Side 
transaction ; there was no secret service money 
connected with it. Mr. Brown is one of the most 
sagacious statesmen in British North America; 
but a man would be an idiot if he were to come 
forward on the present occasion and sa y—Cana- 
da was going to use secret service money for 
the acquisition of those Provinces. The hon. 
member must have known that he was putting a 
false estimate on the language of Mr. Brown. 
When he was met by a derisive cheer from this 
side of the house, he said that he had an inter- 
view with Mr. Brown, and followed that up with 
the declaration that he could have had money if 
he wished it,—~that he was proffered place and 
preferment in Canada. Then 1 felt this was a 
grave charge, requiring investigation. All I 
Can say is, it any vue had attempied to bribe me, 
I would have felt that it would never do for me 
months afterwards 10 come forwsrd end mention 
it. I knew enough of Mr Brown to be aware 
that wherever he was known the charge would 
be scouted as too absurd I read the words at 
the table, and stated my intention to telegraph 
them to Mr. Brown He would not repeat the 
words, bat said the ffl sis] reporter had taken 
them down. I did au I coald to enable him to 
correct me if 1 was wrong He dud nothing of 
vhe kind, and theretore I telegraphed to Mr 
Brown, whose answer is now before you. The 
country will now understand the value of chars 

of corruption coming from such a quarter 
he he comes forward acd denies his own lap- 

6, and gives the same version of the convere 
sajion with Mr. Brown that was given by Mr. 
Miller, and which he contradicted at the time. 
Mr. Avnayp —1 will merely say to the Proe 

vinclal Becrerury that I have not backed down. 
What Mr. Brown stated to me made the impres- 
sion upon my mind—that it was for my iater- 
est that I should join him and his friends in 
carrying Confederation. 

Hon. Pro. 80 —The hon. member only en 
dorsed the statement made on Friday by the 
hon. member for Richmond, Under the cir 
cumstances not the slightest imputation can rest 
upon Mr. Brown's character. All that he said was, that & man of Mr. Annand’s position oughi to be able to make himself sone standing in the Confederation. He would have as good a 
chance as any one else. Perhaps if Mr. Brown 
understood the talents or the position of the hon. memwher he would not have said so much. What would be theught of a hon. member wbo 
was goiog about day by day, and batton-holing gentlemen, and telitng them that the best way 
to get to Ottawa is by Opposing the scheme of Confederation. Is that SxTaption T 1 do not think the hon. gentleman would like to say so? Mr. MiLLxr —The hon. member has brought 
two charges against my veracity. Firet, with 2. ary to the conversation with Mr. Brown, 
w he now admits to be substantially true. 
Secondly, with regard te the petitions which he 
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presented here on the day 1 explaited my posts 
tion on the question. He dccused me of haying 
sent these particular petitions to Inverness, and 
I denied it on the instant. I never denied thay 
[ was a party to sending petitions thenugh the 
country . He now admits that he sent and frank. 
ed these petitions himself. Where, then, is his 
charge of want of veracity on either side ? 

Mr. ANNAND.—The hon. member was one of 
an organization in the city who unfortunately 
had ten much confidence in him ; for it now ap- 
pears he was only there as a spy. On ona cc- 
casion, in the presence of some of the most ine 

ny im 

Aunential merchants of the city, so inflated was 
he that he offered to take charge of the whole 
island ot Cape Breton, and send petitions to it. 
The hon. gentlemen told you that I. with my 
own stamp, eent these petitions to De. Comeron, 
but I did so at his request, because he said he 
did not wish to come into couflict with Mr. Me- 
Donnell The hon member thought so much 
of liis own shillings and pence that he would not 
take his own stamps. The hon gentleman said 
that I dictated the paper in question; but can 
youn believe that a gentleman of Lis importance, 
who offered ‘0 take charge of the whole island 
of Cape Breton, would allow any one to dictate 
to him ? 
wrote it with his own bands. 
Mr. Tonin.—1 think we have lad about 

enough of these con'radictions, and Ido trust 
that a question of such importance as the pre- 
sent wi'l be deliberately and calmly discussed. 
Mr. MiLLex.—]t was the hon. member for 

East Halifax who biought the matter here, and 
be algo is blameable for the discussion that has 
ensued I thought, when the hon gentleman 
gotup, he was going to expose me but now I fiad 
that all he has done is to bring a charge of va- 
pity against me. 
Hon Arty. GEN.—I recollect distinctly yes- 

terday when the hon. member for Richmond 
gave the version of the conversation with Me. . 
Brown, the hon. member for East Halifax 
got up and contradicted it: now he says: it is - 
substantial!y¥ the same version. But we all 
koow the hon gentleman’s speech was not in- 
tended for this house. The object was to irritate 
the public wind of this country. 
A gocd deal of farther desultory converss- 

tion ensued, which it is impossible to give in 
extenso. 

dir. BLoAckwoop thought every gentleman 
should be only held respousible for the opinions 
he held and expressed himself. 

Mr. Locks said that the country had not pe 
titioned very larzely during the present session, 
inasmuch as the impression prevailed that the 
question of Union would not come up. 
Hon Prov. 8ec ssid that ha was prepared 

by the must conclusive evidence to pro ve that 
the whole effect of the policy of the Anti- 
Uuion party was to annex us to the American 
States le then went on to say thst they dar- 
ed pot send petitions to the countrv against ail 
Union, for they knew that the Union sentiment 
among the intelligent masses was very strong. 
All that they cou'd do was to get siguatures to 
petitions taking objections to ccriain features of 
the Quebec scheme, Yet despite the efforts 
made by the wealthy and powerful Anti-Union 
orgapization in this city, ooly about 15000 
pames of men, women aud children, could be 
got last year in the whole province. He had 
himself in a few weeks, some years ago, got 
25000 persons to petition for a matter of com- 
paratively small importance, namely a dissola=- 
tion of the Assembly. Now auother year had 
rassed, snd despite all the agitation in the press 
and otherwiss, only tour or five thousand peti- 
ticners appeared in opposition—not to Union, 
but to some details of the Quebec scheme. 
Now when the opponents of that scheme came 
torward and offered to meet the friends of Union 
balf way, it was the duty of the latter to con 
sent, in view of the prevalent sentiment ot the 
country, He had heard from Annapolis and 
the Western counties and was proud to be able 
to say that the course the government wished 
to pursue in respect to Union met with the en. 
thusiastic approval of the people. 
Mr Locks said that the government had ap- 

pealed to three constituencies since the question 
of Confederation came up, and had lost them, 
If the hon. Provincial Secretary was convinced 
that the people were not opposed to Union why 
did not he dissolve and appeal to them. 

Mr. BLANCHARD said that the house hal med 
the way the petitions against Confederation got 
into the country, and yet despite all the efforts 
that had been made, only a few hundred names 
had been received from Inverness with a popy- 
lation of 20,000 people. 
Mr KivrLaw eaid thatthe people of Yarmouth 

were against confederation. He knew thet the 
people of Digby were also opposed to Union. 
He presumed when the vote was taken, the 
members of that county would act in accordance 
with tke sentiments of their eonstiiuents. 
Hon. Arty. Gex. said that no gentleman ir 

favour of Annexation would be expected to 
tavour Confederation. 

Mr. Ross sad that it bad been understood in 
Victoria 1hat the gnestion of Confed: ration would 
not crme up this session, and therefore it was 
DOT thougut necessary to ges up pet tions. The 
best way to test the feeling of the people would 
be to appeal to them. 

Hon. ’rov. Seg. said that the election in 
Annspolis was n@f decided on the Confederation 
scheme The Dalhousie College qnestion, (he 
Piceou Rai way and the School Bid were the 
uestions that influenced the election. The 
uebec scheme had only just been propounded 

when the election was over. and was not one of 
the issues. Not one word was said about it on 
the Lhustimgs. At a public Renting subsequently 
held in that county where he bad been present, 
the Arsl Unionists could not pass a resolution 
against Union. Again in the sbiretown the only 
resolution passed was one of thanks to himself 
for being present and givin . 80 much informs - 
tion on the subject As respects Lunenburg he 
believed if it were not for the Education Mea- 
sure be could have brought in a government 
candidate pledged tw support a Union of the (ol- 
onies. As respects the other county mentioned 
the hon. member for Yarmouth (Mr Killam) 
could not get his own candidate in, and Mr. 
Townsend had been returned. He (De. T.) 
believed that Yarmouth might be cousidered 
opposed to Union, but every one knew what 
was the ruling sentiment in that county. At a 
meeting held in that county for the purpose of 
sending delegates to the Detroit Conveation, 
leading nea came forward with the hon. gentle= 
man for Yarmouth and declared that if the 
treaty were abrogated the sooner Nova Scotia 
was annexed to she United States the better 
He was inform med that the other hon. member 

All T can say is, the hon’ member 

Prac = a 
(Mr. Townsend) 
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