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drawmoney out of this Province, which must be admitted, f the
royal right io the casval revenve be admitted. Altho’, then, all
w.op id deeire to see things differently ordered, yet why desire to
see them so altered, from fear of possible effects?—Let the house
see the difficulty ofrhe case, and proceed upon the best grounds;
byt not be fearful of consequences — It was too much the case at
all times, that men were prone to argue as to principles, from
premeditation of consequences. Here, if the right of the King
was admitted. it was found that dhe consequences might be per-
nicious. It was said that they are so even now, and that they
w it be more so. Fut the house could not remedy them.—Urless
they distinctly nformed the country what the real rights of the
people are, what would they think? Why, that the house were
not taking proper sieps to obtain those Trights. 1fthey had a
right, they. need not seek it as a favor; hut the house knew they
fead not that right. Thev should therefore bumbly address his
Majesty, praying for a redress of grievances.—With regard to
Lord Godericn’s. dispatch, on this snbject, he (Ms. K.Y thought
his Lordship had been rather too short with the house. I hey

could be no doubt. The message respecting the Inspecting Field
Qfficer might be refesred to the commitiee of supply —The  hon.
meuber moved that the Chairman report progress, &c. which mo-
tion Mr Simonds seconded. =
Mr S. Humbert made a few remarks, very little of which, from
. the rap;dity and low tone of the hon, member reached our station.

We understood Mr H to differ from Mr Simonds, and to sup-
port the opinion that the casual revenues are reserved rights, and
therefore private property, of hia Majesty.—The hon member ad-
vocated the necessity of continuing to apply to the King for the
controul ofthe casual revenue, and alluded to the case of Lower
Canada, contending that this province had a right to expect some-
thiag hke the vrivileges granted there, notwithstanding s ha-
ving proceeded on erroneous grounds. He also, us we understuoc,
strongly commented on the ignorance at home of the state of this
Province, and on the misrepresentations of certain writers; par-
ticularly one who had described the inhabitants of the country as
a wandering, idle, undisciplined and dissatisfied people; and  ano-
ther -(Cobbett,] whobad elegantly asserted that the pine wees of

might err as to their information, or in other ways; but the Leg-
islature of any Co ony of the British Empire was entitled to some
respect from British Ministers. RBrevity was not respeet. Li the
explanation ofcircumstances requested by the house could not be

given, at least an explanation might be afforded of the ieasons |

why it could notoe given. Lord Goderich had not treated the
house with proper respect. His pithy way of answering their
humble address was not accordant w th the pature, with the feel-
ings, with the digaity of the houre; und it was the more grating,
when it was found, from one of the most luminous dispatches ever
peuned, that the utmost. justice had:been done . a smmilar case
to a neighboaring colony. This must gall the feelings of that
honse.—The bon. Member then at some length adverted to the
{ree trade system, the parliamentary taxation of the Province and
appropriation of the monies.so raised; and alluded to the American
revolution, coatended that the parhiament had thes infringed the
eonstitution of the country, and caused great confusion; that this
and every Colony had. the so e right of taxing itself and appro-
priating ite own revennes so raised; that the grievances ailuded
to arose (rom the 1mperial Parliament; that the Colonies had
silently passed them over until now,and that now it was difficalt
to know whatto do.—As to the casualrevenue, the hon. Member
gtated that it was the. King’s prerogative, and that he might
therefore do as he pleased with it, that the House should therefore
lay their grievances before his Majesty, and solicit redress; tbat
in this matter they conld not demard 1t as a right, but must hum-
hly and importonately sue for it aga favour, predicating their re-

resentations on tree information.—As to the free trade bill, the
F-on. member asked, what good had it.donse for the country? It
had puta few thousand pounds into the treasury, but what other
good hag, it dpae? It had almost left us without the protection. of
parliamant.  Parliament thought so litie now of the Canadas, as
they termed a Il these provinces, that bye and bye we shou!d per-

this Colony were covered with ‘¢ bed-bugs’’!—T'he hon. member
recommended the appointment of » committee of grievance, to
take into consideration the various matters ofcomplaiot; in which
idea e Simonds coincided.
Mr Partelow deelared his opposition to any such appointment;
no sueh committee having ever existed in this country, as all
grievances had always been considered by the whole House.
Mr Weldon biiefly recapitulated the history of the resolution
of last session, and swpported the opinion of Mr Speaker, &c. re-
gpecting his Majesty’s right to the crown lands and casual reve-
nues. Asto the Custom-house,the hon. member supported the
right of Parliament to impose duties, and that of the local legis-
lature to.appropriate them, and expressed his hope that they
would soon have the controul ofthem. He coincided in the pro-
pusal o0 address his Majesty, and opposed the proposition for a
committee of grievances, as unnecessary and unadviseable, as the
whole House would more properly consider them. He supported
Mr Parcelow’s motion. ;
Mr Speaker, in reply to some observations of Mr Kinnear, ob-
served that the free trade system had extended the privileges of
the Coionies. Formerly the colemal trade was confined to inter-
course with the mother country; it wasnow opened to the whole
world, and enjoyed both military and naval protection.—The hon
Speaker also detailed the history of the Custom House question,
tillits arrival at its present state: and ohserved, that the House
mustuow endeavour to. induce the gov romen’. of the Mother coun~
try te accept to proposed compensation for the present mode of
paying the custorn hovse officers, as contained in the address of
last session.—Progress. reported, and leave obtained to 5it
again.
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hips be put without the pale oftheir consideration, for the boon of

being taxed by them. ¢ We have given them all these :ights,’! was this day committed; Mr Hill in the Chair.
they will say, ¢ and uow they may doas well as they can for |

themselves.” With our littie eapital, we shall be left to compete

with, the United States, with all their resources and power, and | lute2 opposition was offered,) extended to a very great
how shall we do it? The hon, member concluded with two or|

three exhertations to constant perseverance in petitioning for ra-
dress of grievances, and for something better than ¢ short, pithy
answera.”™

Mr. Simonds briefly replied.

My, Chaodler differed. with both tha last named gentlemen.
He observed that the constitution of the empire was not a writ-
1aw charter; thete wiano book, no deed, no printea detail of it.
1.t was formed by the progression of uge, by the decigion. of courts
of law, by the actg of the national Legisiature, &e.-—As to the
rights of the Crown, and the casual revenue. He (Mr C ), had
always upderstood that the King bad ao hereditary right to all
such revenugs. I'he only revesue over which parliament had ever
exeecised any right, was that which themselves had raised. Ifthe
casi lrevenue did not belong to the Crown, who did it belong te?
Phe hoa, member after complimenting Mr Kinnear on his since~
wiy, sanlowr. and dispassionate mode of reasoning, observed that
be differed with Mr. K as to his observations respecting the lin-
perial Parliament. So (ar. from their proceedings being unconsti-
tntional, they were recognised by all the Colonies as part of the
written constitution. The American revolution had not happened
hecause duties were impo:@) on those states, but because they
weare upproprialed by Pariament without their censent. The
Parliameat had the power of imposing duties, but the appriation
ut them helopged to. the local legislature. That was the correct
distinction. The reason why they have th's power is, that they
protect the colonia! trade, - This was a regulation sancyoned ever
gince the American revoivtion.~The hon, Member disagreed. with
Mr Sinonds as to the rghts of the casual revenue, and with Mr
Kinnear as to the unconstitntional acts of Parliament.  As to the
dizpatch from Lord Godecich, he (e C.) did npt cons der it dis-
reapec tful. 10 was 1ather brief; but he could not.on that acceunt
deem 4t censuratile.

Mr Cunard briefly supported the views of Mr Speaker and. Mr
Kiunear; and contended, with respect to the dispatch, &e. that
there weve 1o greunds. for reflection op Lord Goderich or the. late
Executive of this Prov'nee

Mr End replied to his last. obsersation, and also eommented. on
Mr Kinnear’s opinions respectipg brevity apd respect, complimen-
ting thatgentlemen oo the degree. ol respect he had  shown (o-
wards the House by the length of s Speech,

Mr Slason made u few rewarks which did not clearly reach
us. :

‘Mr Partelow vbserved that in his Mujesty’s Speech at the open- |
ing of his frst Purbament it was expressly - stated, that he had
ceded his royal revesues and allthe casual revenues ofhis_foreign
porseseions.  These words admitted of no, misconsiruetion,  The
swirender was mae, and this House had a right (o assume that it
was a syrrender to the l‘mpenal Parlhiament as to the ngislagure
«f this country, ‘The house di not receive the information it de—
sired last Session f.om the Executive, in timeto be well informed
en the gubject, and it therefore prepared an address to the Throne,
which, from uptoward eircumstances, was not forwagrded. [t ap-.
peared thae his Muajesty bad a righl to those revenyes —The pro-
ptT CONiSE NOW would be, to report progress: and ask leave to sit
weain.  Tn the mean time an address (g his Alajesty might be pre—
pased, which, perlmps. moght be the means of getting some sur-

{ labyrinth; but for the teason abave mentioned, and as

jbodies or denominations, which, be apprehended, might |

Accerding to the order of the day, the abave bill
| Toe
‘d|scusmon, (or rather rotatory disquisition, as no abso-
length; the Committee baving centinued ' nearly four
bours. The major part of the observations, however,
were merely repetitions of what had been fully advan.
ced on [ormer occasions, and much of what was said
noyw would not have been offered, bad not Mr Chandler
stated that the out-of-door opposers of the bill insinua-
ted,that it had hitherto been smuggled through the
House . silence, merely because it was a popular
measurey and that members therefore yassed it sub
silentio, 1n erder to avoid ¢xpressing their candid op-
pivions. The hon. member, therefore, when be rose
to speak, commenced by calling on the members
generally to state their opwions, in refutation to this
calummy.  Our notes on this occasion consequently,
present an almost interminable extent, and 1t seems
almost impossible to get skilfully out of the sententious

|

it has the misfortune to reme mmediately after the
fatiguing report an the Common Plea Bill, the tran-
seription of which caused us mine hours labour after the
house rose, (tull 3 o’clock this morning,) we are ne-
cessitated to condeuse this day’s task as much as pos-
sible.  We shall therefore merely cull the most novel
and striking leatures in the principal speeches, and state
the remainder in a geunera! manner,

Mr S. Humbert stated the nature aud objects of the
bill, and advocated it, 10 terms similar to what the
hon. member advanced last session

M Cunard throught the bill required greater guards,
‘es to the due registry of marriages: which might so
greatly affict questions of legitimacy and property 1o
future days. T'he bon. Membrr alse objected to passs
mg the bill with a general reference to ArrL dissenting

Mr 8. Humbert explained, that the bill does pri "o
vide for the due registry of marriages, by compellin
munisters to record them aceo ding to the existugloctrinall
laws of the province; and furtber replied to Mdrom the
Cunard. Scotland
. Mr End rose to support the bill as it stood; becaustnd the
he had an unquenchable hatred of tyranny and oppres®istinst
sion, in church, in state, and in any situation Whatcver-“‘herever
It was because be hated tyranny and oppression, thalChureh
he was for giving to every denomination of His Majesdnasmuck

opep a door to very great licentiousness of doctrine and
consequent mischief, in the event of other sects here-!
after arising, less respectable and liss religious than
those of the present day. He recommended the defi-,
nition by name of such. respectable existing denomina- |
tions as might be safely entrusted with the privilege.

‘Fhe hon. gentleman also stated, that the Wesleyan

Methodists do not consider themselves dissenters, and |

that they would therefore be excluded by this bill, -,

poudey g che touse Dut sy the ¢ ghte of the Grawn, there

less specially named_in 1t,

ty’s subjects, every privilege to which they bad a ngb{l"-o of t}
Marriage was in some Churches held to be a sacra®rgued,
ment; and iu all it was considered a rite of very great®*rty, a
inportance © It was both a civil and religious riteM3Ving b
As a religious rite, it ought not to be denied to any™nation
class of his Majesty’s subjects. What bad the law to>cotek
do with the conscience of man? Why should any law®!! ethe
restrain the conscience of any man? A man’s religiont9Ually |
was a private contract between him and his God. Hef"'_" alsc
bad a right, as far as related to men, of making that*his, the
contract 1o his own way, and according to the dictates’'2¥e be
of his own conscience; beeause, in the event of t'allure,t e Ros
be himsel would be the only sufferer. The question, “"JUstly
then, merely as a rehgious rite, wassettled.  But as psted fa
to its being a civil rite.  In this hght, marriage rmust rants,
in all ‘well regulated societies; .come under the cog-!"’he“a
rizance of the law of the land; because 1t affected theJ°Y« tha
legitimacy of children, and the titie of property. For “¢n'ers
these reasons alone, 1t was, that the law of the land '°™'Me
must interfere.—The hon. member then replied to Mrd' s
Cunard, and proceeded to show the great danger and l_f’;e?t‘
mischief at present often arising, from the legal power 'r:rht e}
of Justices of the Peace to solemnize marrtage; of  ="»

which he related a striking instance, which he persone ba nde
al'y knew to be a fact.. A young couple had appoiut-y, -\
ed a day and hour for their union, and engaged s

Justice of the peace to attend accordingly to unite

them. The marriage feast was prepared, and all

duce v
marria;

things were ready. But no Justice made his appeal--":g:to_f“
ance; and after much waiting, tidings came that, haviog mmg‘r

got drunk, he had fallen into a ditch, and could eat !™¥
come.  This was a pretty sort ot a wan tc solemnize "hd‘r ':;
marriage. It bappened, however, that among the -'tljat %
party was an Adjt of Militia, who had formerly beem: " ' '
bugler to the 104th Regt. This Adjutant, findmg: ‘mlfm
how things wen( observed, that it wasa military cus— Rehe. -
tom, that when. the senior officer was. not in -the way, % 1‘:
the next in command alwaystook the lead. He, lhere—-:‘tmm".’
fore, as second n command, and in the absence ot the :Os:gd
worshipful Justice, kindly offcred to fill his place, apd 1\
te marry the young couple; observing, that m a few Mr C
days they might see the Magistrate himself, and get = .
the affair ratified by a second performance. This was __(y
proposed and seeonded; and, after a little hesitation, Sedy-
accepted. The friendly Adjutan) spheed the koot, |’
and the bappy pair were provisienally married. = All ICEES'
things weut on properly, said the hon. Member, aod
about a week afterwards, happened to see the afore-
said magistrate, the partly married folks got him to "M
peiform the ceremeny, and thus confirmed the whole. ( ipe
—The hon. member then stated his suspicions that prine
M: Cunard’s arguments were really intended te queach Justic
the voice of the people; and proceeded to reply as to ..l
the guards in the bill respecting registry.—He ob= ¢,
served also, that here the House had the cause of res: ...,
ligious liberty before them, and if they could mot get  fa(o
the whole to pass, they mast gain as much of itas they yje |
could. They must persevere, and get hitle by httle. — pedu
if they could not wholly demolish the rock of tyranny M
and oppression, they must at .all events knock off the  ¢alls
corners of it.  Uf this bill sheuld be agaic thrown out  t}e}
by the Legislative Council, they must then send up  the,
apother, comprising such part of it as would be likely suby
to share a better fate. ‘ selt
Nr. Kinnear entered at very great lengthinto the  que:
history of religious liberty in this country; quoting and  fen
referring to the various acts fur church establishments, 4 @}
jand for giving to Mimsters of the Kirk of Seotland, ~ diff:
of the Society ot Friends, or Quakers, and of the Ro-  t'm
mish Communion, the privilege of solemnizing marriege ; fore
upon which he energetieally argued, that all other de- ¥
pominatiens dissenting from the Church by law estabe  ¢ep
lished 1p this province, were entitled to. that privilege,  ¢ou
equally with those three bodies. ' The hon. member :"nl!‘
is

clearly proved, that although the Wesleyan Metbodists
do not consider themselves, and althongh they are got 1" :

the




