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is an iniquitous law. For my awa part, if I had my will, I could 
nit sleep another night without repealing it. The law has been 
already acted on with great reluctance. Laws should be respect- 
ed and cheerfully acted on, nor executed with reluctance. 
#r End thought the bill of great importance. Much as he had 

often admired the principles, the sentiments, and th> practice of 
the hon. member who had just sat down, he confessed he could 
not see the use of such expressions as he (Mr H.) had just utter- 

ed.—Perfection could not be expected in any person, or in any 
law. He (Mr End) theught many amendments might be made in 
the old law, and some few in the later law. But the House 
should be very cautious in making such amendments. He would 
concur ip. some things which had fallen ebserved by the hon. mem- 
ber for St. John (Mr H.) bad not in others. Iie did wot think 
this law was founded ir tyranay and oppression; though they were 
certamly some grievances init. As to the recognizances required 
te be entered into by a petitioning candidate, and the oath that he 
was worth £400, he (Mr E.): thought this law very pernicious, 
and necessary to be repealed. It restrains the liberties of the 
people. He never was an advocate for making the qualification 
of candidates so very high; for the same reassn that he advocated 
the paymeat of bers, viz.—b he thought the peeple 
=hould'not be compelled to cheose rich men to represent them— 
they should have the liberty of choosing sich men as they felt 
would be suitable, even though they were not members of the aris- 
tocracy. ‘The House certainly did de away with the rights-of the 
people, by making any law to secure election to rica men. This 
wight and should be amended.—(The hon. member, we beheve, 
alluded to the referring questions of qualifications of members to 
a select eommittee, and not termiaed by a cominittee of the whele 
house,—He did not think the mode of proceeding: under the eld 
law at all respectable or proper. A select committee esuld mot 
swear witnesses. Whe would be satisfied to have such questions 
settled by the evidence of witnesses, who would not be sworn? 
Certainly such persons should he sworn; but there was no provi- 
sion for such purpose in the old law. The Colonial Granville act 
amended that.—He did not think that act could be amended, with- 
wut throwing down the whole fabrici—As to female voters; women 
and infants in law eertainly ought not to vote. The doctrine of 
such persons being incompetent, is welllaid down in the general 
law. If, then, thisis the written Jaw, it ought to. be strietly fol- 
lowed. It is manifestly improper for wemen te interfere in such 
matters. The law also is positive on the subject. He (Mr E.) 
therefore highly approved of the principle on which the word 
¢ male’ 1s introduced into the present bill.—Auinther amendment 
requisite is, with regard te the oath to be administered to freehol- 
ders at thepoll, It is certainly a direct assault on humanity and 
common sense, to oblige a maa te swear as te his qualifications, 
without knowing what are the qualifioations required by law. 
YiH{ere the hon. member’s voice sunk a little, and a few sentences 
tell short of eur station J Another grievance to which the hon. 
isember objected, was the discretion now given the Sheriff as to 
the times and places of holding the poll. He would as quickly as 
possible have the louse relieve themselves from the operation of 
such discretion; and bave the time and place of holding polls 
throughout the Province specifically set forth. He would have a 
committee appointed, to ascertain at what parts ef every county it 
would be expedient to have polls held; and by enaeting acecording- 
ly, relieve all candidates from the tremendous power now possessed 
Ly the Sheriff. 
Mr Partelow believed the whole House was of opinion that some 

amendments of the election law were necessary. The only objec- 
tion he had to this bill, was, the inexpediency of repealing all the 
laws by this bill.—If the hon. mover would allow the expanding 
of that part which went to repeal the colonial Graurille act, he 
(dr P.) would be satisfied. He certainly approved of the gene- 
ral principlesof the bill. But if it were to effect sucha sweeping 
repeal, it might not pass ia another quarter. 
Mr 8. Uambertarrogated no merit in preparing or bringiag 

forward this bill. It was a duty he owed to his county. He had 
pledged himeelf to his eonstituents to endeavour to get the election 
laws eonsolidated and amended. He wished to have this ebject 
cifected under the dictation and direction of the House. He had 
no ohjestian to modify the repealiog clanse, if eon» hon. Mem- 
ber would appropriately amend the section.—He (Mr H.) was 
very happy that the Hon. Member for Gloneaster [Mr. E.] had so 
clearly stiows bis wisdom and discretion, in stat:ag such awend- 
meats of the law as he deemed exeedient. He [Mr. H.] hoped 
uthier hoa. embers would also candidly dy the same; and that 
the House would make the law as complete as possible. 

Mr. Canard was happy ts go with the Hon. Member for St. 
Joba [Mr. H 1, m general, because his views usually are so very 
Liberal; bot the’ the Hon, Gentleman had approved of the remarks 

uttered by the Eon. Member for Gloucester,be [Mr C.] thought 
then very futile, and were sophistical reasoning. —If the law de- 
fined the qualifications of electors, should it notals, defue those 
of candidates?-—I the whole wisdom of the country were eontain- 
ed in the heads ofthe lower classes, it might be proper to give 
them the right of sitting in that house; but when every good qua- 
lification was found in men of | roperty, men of rather better sta- 
tion in society, he [Mr C.] thought such men ought to be elected. 
Much reference had been made as to the {late decision of the 
House, with respect to a petition against an Hon. Member for 
wont of due-qualifieation. That decision was sueh as he [Mr @.] 
had wished te see. He hoped to see the guard never removed, 
which had caused that decis’on. He hoped never to see a contro- 
verted election tried at the bar of that House. The 2eleat com- 
mittee would fairly try the sanse. He felt perfectly satisfied that 
the deeision of the Committee would be equitable. Such a 
mode of trying such cases would be a great saving to the country; 
as, in the mean time the House could be proceeding with other 
business. ‘This wasone effect of the Colonial Granvilie aet. 
Another very important provision of that act he would mention. 
Before the passing of that act, a petition against a return might 
be breught it with impunity, witheut a shadow of ground for eom- 
plaint. Certainly persons aggrieved ought to have every facility 
in obtaining redress. But if a petition has ne foundation, it has 
no right to come before this House. The Granville act provides 
that were a petition is frivolous or vexatious, the petitioner shall 
pay all expenses caused by its presentation. He [Mr C.] ceuld 
never wish to see encouragement given to frivolous and vexatious 
petitions: petitions that would harass elhers, without paying their 
expeuses.—As to the conditions of the onth, which a voter is re- 
quired to take. The party is required to swear he has a free- 
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hold of a certain value, and that he is qualified to vote.— 
By the same rule which enabled him to judge the value of 
his freshold, he would be capable of judging of his qualifica~ 
tion to vote. When sworn, he is qualified te vote ascerding 
to the law. The same common sense whichjwould enabie him 
to swear to the’ one matter, would enable him to swear te the 
other. If he should happen to have the misfortune to be a 
fool, why he could do ne harm; for in his [Mr Cs] opinion, 
he certainly would not be accountable for that which be did not 
understand. He (Mr C.) did net see the propriety of doing away 
with the Graaville Act. 
Mr Weldon had -no objection to the section of the bill under 

consideration, providing she repealing clause could be modified 
as proposed. The Hon. Member then priceeded tu advocate 
the benefits of the Granville act, and to prove the necessity 
there had been for’ passing it.—ke also eontended for the evi- 
deat justice of cempelling petitioners. to pay the expenses 
caused to sitting Members, by frivolous. and vexatious pe- 
titions. % 1, 
Mr. S. Humbert | consented to the modification of the re- 

pealing clause, but contended that there had been mo need of 
passing the Granville act, and stated that Members in the 
House at the time of passing it. had been unaware of its eon- 
tents, and would have opposed it if they had been se. 

Mr. Taylor said a few words, which were almost wholly 
inaudible to us. We understood the sentiments of the Hen. 
Gentleman, on the matter in question, to be somewhat similar 

to these of Mr. Weldon. 
Mr. Chandler expressed himself. very favorable at all times 

to the conseladation of the laws. Whatever might mow. be the 
opinion of Hon. Mqubers as to the operadon of the Colonial 
Granville act, ha CB C.) helieved it was fully understoed at 
the time it was passed, that it was a necessary measure, 
Committees formerly met and decided questions as to elections, 
withous the forms and solemnlties now in force. It was then 
strenuously contended against such Committees, that they were 
vested with very large powers, adininistered no oaths, and 
observed ao solemnitigs in. their proceedings. Oa this account 
the House saw fit tg pass the Granville Act.—As to the terms, 
*“ tyranny and oppression; be (Mr C.) really did net under- 
stand the expressions. To whom, or to what, were they in- 
tended to apply? Was it to the whole body of members who 
passed the Granville Act, or to any .individwals, that theve 
expressions were intended to apply? Ta either case, he thought 
the Hon. Member for St. John, mistaken in the view which 
had caused him te-utter them: He [Mg C.] thought such obser- 
vations uncalled for and unvecessary. What had been. the 
monstrous inconveniences eccasiosed by reserting to the act in 
question, in the case lately: before the House?—A petition had 
come before the House, respecting the qualification of an Hon 
Member. A select committee had been chosen from the mem- 
bers of the Mouse. The’ names had been duly drawn, and 
properly objected to and struck off by the parties, until a 
proper convmnitted was Jegaliy ferined. That committee would 
be bound by oath, ‘to decide according te the evidence. The 

evidense wili be dely examined by them, and wo improper 
evidence will be vecewved. Was there uny thing objectionable 
ur oppressive in such a course as this? Formerly, great: pre- 
judices had egisted against Commitiees, because their pre« 
ceedings were secret, But this is not the case now. They 
are ‘publicly appointed by the House. They will sit in a place 
where the ‘public may have free access; the whole of the ovi- 
dence may be publicly heard; aud it is only when the mem- 
vers wish wo deliberate and consult among themselves, that other 
parties would be ordered to rete. He (Mr C.) could not see 
how such a proceediag could be said to be founded in tyran- 
ny and oppression; mor how it can operate to. the prejudices of 
persons asking relief under tha election laws, The present act 
cestainly operates to prevent frivolous and vexatious petitions, 
which 1s highly desirable. The aet bad been found very be- 
nefivial in England, and suhsequently in Nova Scotia; and he 
(Me C.) felt certain, that when a few years had given time 
for proof, it would bs found: equally beneficial here. As, to 
the law respecting eleations;- it wn‘ght be said by some, that 
there should be no restrietions at all ag to the right of voting. 
But it had been found nbeéssary in all countries where elec- 
tions obtained; to limit and restrain the elective franchise; to 
define what should: be ; the qualifications of voters, and to re- 
quire that representatives should be persons of respectability. 
Such regulations never ean be called an infringement on the 
liberties of the people. The Hon Member then made two or 
three brief remarks op the awendment proposed, in the oath 
adin’nistered to. voters, which. we did not clearly hear; and con— 
cluded by observing, that if the Hon mover of the bill could 
modify the repealing cliuse, sa as to leave unrepealed the Gran. 
ville Act, he would go. with him in the vemainder of 
the bili. 
Mr 3. Humbert asked, what were the privileges granted to 

the people by the old law? 1 One of them was that if any one 
candidale at an election, or nay twn electors, felt aggrieved, 
and demanded a scrutiny, they wonld immediately be allow— 
ed fit. They wanted justice. They would have it promptly. 
The road was plain before them, and it would evst them no- 
thing. But the new law says, that they shall not come to the 

House to get a scrutiny, unless they first give security to refund 
the expenses of the sitting member, 1n case the petition should 
be thrown out. Does @0t" this restriction take away the elec. 
tors’ right of petitioning? If one leak would sink a ship, one 
illegality shouid induze the House ta amend the law. Astro the ! 
eath of voters, it was in mary respects objectionable. Jt con-| 
tained three or four things quite amnecessary, and only tended to 

confuse poor men. For instance, a man most swear he has pop! 
¢ polled” before atthe same elaction. Not ene in a hundred of | 

the voters know what the werd “* Poi’ means. He canpot tell] 

whether it 1s a hep-pole, er whean-pole, or what kind of pole jt | 

Colonial copy of the Granville act.—He would recall 
Tecollestion. of those Members whe had sat in the Houose 
1827, and ask them if, at thatiime, when so many elect 
petitions came befere the: Houze, they wer!d not have foun 
such an aet a very great rele? A very grest majority 
that house:were then disposed to refer such cases to commits 
tees, altho’ there was no positive law to authorize them 
do so. Itwasa case of emergent expediency, to rejieve | 
House {rom the pressure of so many pstivens. He [ 
Speaker,] was surprised now te hear some of these formeél 
Members say that cases of contested -elestions would not b 
tried before the pubtic if referred to select committees. Th 
was no difference now in (he mode of proceeding. Com’ 
mittees then opened their doors to the public, and they wen 
do so now, He (Mr Speaker) saw no reason lor sack a& 
sertions, which would induce the world to think there was. 
difference between the proceedings of a. committee of the 
whole House, and a select commi'tee.—He felt favourabld 
to-many things in this bill; and in order to take the sense 
this Committee, he would move that that part.of the repeal 
ing elause which referred te the Colonial Granville act, bt 
struck out.— Which motion, after some few observations Ir 

some of tie members, was carried In the affitmative—whet 
the ehairman eft the chair, reported progress, and asked leav® 
to sit again, : 

PROVINCIAL AGENTS. 
Mr Weldon, pursuant to notice previously given, moved 

resolution to the effect, that the services of the Provinel 
Agents were no longer necestary, that the Speaker of Ui 
House should acquaint those gentlemen of the same, togei 
with the thanks of the House for their past serviess, aad 1 
a Committee should be appointed ta eemmunicate the resel 
tion to the Council. _ y ® | 
The resolution was opposed by Me«srs Allea,Partolow, Taj" 

Jor, Slason, Cjinch, Cunard, Dow, and End; some ot whi 
gemilemen thought the service otthe Agents very useful, 
others thsught it at all events expedient to ed 
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them at present, whea, under the present peculiar state OF 
affairs between (he Mother Country and this Province, the 
wight be enabled to render very important services, ————" 
Messra Weldon, Scott, S. Humbert, and Smith, spoke in f# 
vour of the resolution. 
The resolution was negatived,—~Nays 17. Ayes 5. 

Thursday, Feb. 24. 

DIVISION OF YORK COUNTY. 
Mr Taylor meved for leave to bring in a Billte authori 

a division of the Uounty of York, into two Counties. 
Leave given to bring in Bill; bill accordingly brought ion 

and read first time by its title. " 4 

Friday, Feb. 25. 1 
ACADIAN FRENCH. 

Committee of the whole, on the bill to authoriz8 
Justices ot the Peace in Session, to exempt the Acadi® 
an French from being assessed for Pour Rates. - The 
Bill was agreed. to. i. 

Satu-day, Feb. 86. | 
COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. | 

Mr Smith in the Chair. | 
Mr Weldon s2id, the object of the Committee was 

to arcertain what means should be devised to raise § 
revenue, He referred te the present revenue billy 
and recapitulated the various articles now subject tO! 
taxation. He thought rum sufficiently taxed alreadys 
and that it was uot advisable to alter the present 
duty... He was of the same opinion, with regard t0° 
sugar, molasses and coffee.—Brandy and Gin bein 
luxuries, used principally by the rich, would, be cons 
ceived beur an additional duty; and he was of opinion 
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that it would be necessary to. impese some other 
taxes, to mske up, in some measure, the losses anti 
cipatad by a decrease in the revemue. He thought 
tbe duty or santa, cordials, &c. should remain as 8% 
present; and that tea would bear a small duty. He 
was favourable to allowing raw. materials to be im~ 
ported free of taxation; but he was opinien that Bri* 
tish manufactares would bear a small ad valerem duty” 
Mr Partolow ohserved, that as the Chancellor of the 

Exchequer had now opened bw budget; [laughter] 
he wouid state his opinion to the committee. —He\ 
cordially agreed, (temperate msn as he was) ‘with’ 
Mr Weldon, that rum would: not. bear any acditions) 
tax, and he would be disposed even. to reduce the 
duty, if it could be done consistently with the eon” 
fidant expoctation that existed, of a lsrge falling off 
in the revenue; but this the hen. gentleman regretted 
he could not recommend, because, that the receipts’ 
under the ects of Parliament must diminish, wes # 
fact too manifest to need comment. He stated that 
two of his colleagues, (Messrs Barlow and. Ward) 
bad, with cons:dersble labour, ascertained from (he 

might be. If he were made 1a swear that he bad not * voted | Cstom-House returns, that there might be amticipat® 
before, he would understand it. The eath wught to be simpli. {8d @ decresss of at Jeast 7001. at Saint John alone; 
fied. tought to be made explicit and plain. | 
My Speaker explained that the recognizance to be enterer | 

into by 2 petitioner wae merely to provides for the payment af 
damages susiiined in consequence of & frivoleas or vexatious pe- | 
tition. The law provided that the sureties should justify, and not | 
the petitioner.~ He [Mr Speaker] was surprised to hear (he hon. | 
mover of thebill state whatbe, did. —He objected to. repealing, the 

from thro operation of the late treaty between the mo- 
ther country and ihe United States, and of the Bill 
now pending in the [amperial Parlisment, for the re 
gulation ef the foreign trade with these Colonies” 
While, however, he mentioned this deerease, he can. 
gratulated the house en the general incroass je# 

year; the 
i ceding ye 
bear a 

present d 
 ditiona) b 
‘Opinion, tl 
Away, am 
~ should co 
as if it be 
in this re 
the expor 
tax in th 
wick ve: 
thus impe 
duce of 1 
rally ben 
nue wou 

part of (b 
‘the leng 
remarks 
He wou 
‘tax of 23 
the circu 
‘he’ woul 
ses, and 
‘cessaries 
they wo 
with his 
ol increa 
these arf 
the com 
duties, 9 
only be 
‘consequ 
obolshi 
as adit 
ciently 
tained 

ported 

POIPOse 
He wou 
as Jong 
Beotia | 
wonld 

would s 
would 
was ha 
Pproprig 
free of 

have b 
articles 
been tf] 
had or 
that the 
that B 

therefc 
Duged, 

his ho 
cluded 
comme 

intend 

up, te 

ohtain 

the jw 

Me: 
dler, 
succes 
views 
collec! 
the 4} 
dents 
opin 
himse 
a sm 
dered 
and s 
Me 

porte 
oppo: 
reluc 

Re 
is ex 

a sm 
neva 
Gilbe 
Jor, 
don, 
War 

~ Re 

18 gy 
all | 

Yea: 

is 

Raq 

ol


