< this country to that of England. [In the English
Parliament there was a standing order a‘:iw
action upon such prayers; and whenever they
were presented the Speaker interfered. It would
!h 1] ifb»unia!uoﬂho Hunvwl:h_goiniﬂ
such a ru'e upon its jouraals, whea al
t discussions would be avoided. The amend-
ment was then put and carried— Yeas 33, Nays
18,

The House went into a committee of the
whole wpon Mr. Laurin’s Bill to annex the Par.
ish of St. Sylvester to the County of Dorchester
Mr. DeBieury in the chasir. The Committee
rose and reported the Bill with an amendment.

Second reading of Mr. 'Tuomrs.'s Bill to
ereate two new Districis from the Conaties of
Haldimand and Kent,

Mr. Solicitor General Saerwoop opposed the
Bill. There were a'realdy in Upper Canada 22
Districts, requiring 44 Circuits annually and 88
Courts of Quarter Session. If two new Districte
were erected they would require Conrt Houses
to be built at the expense of thousaads of pounds,
Sheriffs o be appointed,~and other officers to |
be sustaived, with all the expensive machinery i
of separate Districts. 1 a measure whieh would
be brought before the House to-morrow night,
all. the advantages of separate Districts were
conferred upon these plices without the ‘ex-
pense ; it provided to attach the townships which
were now sought to be ereeted into two Districts,
to those upon which theg bordered, for all purpo-
ses excepting that of Parliamentary Election.

Mr. Tnomzsox objected to the apportioning of
the townships in the way proposed by the Solici-
tor General ; he held in his hand a petition from
the inhabitants, praging that they might not be

ioned off in this manner. In point of ac-

tual size the districts sought to be erected were

rthan some in the neighbourhood. He pro-

posed that the Bill should be read a second time,

and then allowed to lie over until the next ses-

sion in order to obtain the opinion of the inhab-
itants upon the subject.

Mr. Barow1N was opposed to the partiening
off of Counties in the manner proposed by the
Solicitor General, so that the inhabitants should
vote for Municipal purposes in cne Distriet, and
for Parliamentary in another; he thought it was
more convenient, and would more advance the
interests of the people to allow them to constitute
one District, or to be permanently attached to one.
He could not approve of this partitioning of Po-
land sort of legislation.

Messrs. Dickson and PoweLL opposed the Bill
at some length.

Col. Prixce considered that it ought to be post-
poned, as he wished to get the opinion of the
people of Essex upon the subject, they being in-
terested in the matter; and also because the re-
presentative of the County of Ke:t, :ihicb was
to be dis d o1, Was not yet in that House.

Dr. Dup:.:or and Mr, M'Doxarp of Corgwall
opposed the Bill.

Upon the motion of Mr. Suerwoon it was or-
dered to be read a sccond time, this day 6 months.
Ayes 28. Nays 17.

Mr. WitLrams’s Bill relative to Religious So-
cieties in Upper Canada was read a second time,
and referred to a Committee of the whole on
Tharsday next

The House went into Committee of the whole

upon the Bill to enable the Municipal Couneil
of Toronto to tax dogs and regulate Temperance
Houses.
- Mr. M'Doxatp; of Dundas, was opposed to the
Bill, because it linked dogs and Temperance
Houses together, and moreover gave an irrever-
ent preference to dogs.

r. HaLe was of opinion that it was bad poli-
cy to levy a tax upon Temperance' Houses ; they
ought rather to be encouraged by an exemption
from taxation.

The Committee rose and reported the Bilk

Mr. JomnsTon’s Bill to compel Distriet Treas-
urers to make payment in cash, was read a se-
cond time, and referred to a Committee of the
whole.

Mr. Bourrox opposed the measure as altogeth-
er unnecessary, and as one which would disgrace
the Statute Book.
man who brought it forward was influenced by
some personal pique ; for his own part, he had
never heard any complaints wkich justified the
passage of this Bill. No doubt there were cases
in which District Treasurers had paid in goods,
but they had been for the accommodation of the
party paid, at a time when the Treasurer was not
in funds. The Bill, instead of acting against the
Treasurer, would be prejudicial to those it was
intended to benefit, by depriving them of tem-

or.ry assi:tance, which the Treisurer before

d it in hie power to give them.

Mr. Jonxston insisted upon the necessity of
the Bill; and as for it being disgracefu), he hoped
the hon. member would never introduce one
which would disgrace him or the Statute Book
meore than this. He would call to his mind that
the Treasurer of a District near Toronto had

e off with £400 ; the Treasurer of his own,

r. F's., District was not so bad as that, he mere-
leaid his own notes with the public money, and
the people who ought to have received it, with
goods out of his store.

Dr. Dewror supported the Bill ; the hon. gen-
tleman who saw no necessity for it, was a Tor-
onto cockney, who had no idea of anything which
occurred out of the Main Sireet of Toronto.—
There was the greatest necessity for the passage
of the Bill.

Mr. Barowx was opposed to the Bill as un-
necessary, and moved that the Committee should
rise, which motion was lost.

Mr. M’Doxarp, of Cornwall, advocated the pe-
cessity of the Bill, the practiee of District Treas.
urers making payment iu goods was so generzl,
that he himse!fknew an instance in which an in-
dividual having no kaowledge of Mercantile mat-
tere, being appointed District Treasurer, imme-
diately stasted storekeeper, for the very purpose
of doing that which this' Bill' sought to prevent.

Mr. Gowanx spoke in favor of the' Bill. Upon
a division it was passed.—Ayes, 24. Nays, 3.

Mr. Caristie's Bills “to exempt certain arti-
cles in Gaspe from Duty,” and “for the relief
of Iandholders in the District of Gaspe,” were

ed.

The Bill to ineorporate La Commugaute des
Swcurs de Sains Noms de Jesus et Marie was
read a second time, and referred te a Committee
of the whole, which rese and reported the Bill
with amendmenta, .

At this time it was half-past 12 o’clock and
there were 13 members present.

The House then adjourned.

Trursoay, Jan. 30.

The first order of the day was Mr. Roblin's
bill providing for the equal distribution of intes-
tate estates in Upper Canada.

Mr. Rosrix moved the second reading.

Mr. Rosrix said, he was fully aware of the
prejudices that existed in the minds of many hon.
mwembers, and in fact in the minds of many indi-
vidaals out of the House, in favor of ancient and |
antiquated customs, notwithstanding those cus-
toms or usages might be in themselves unjust,
and contrary to the principles of equity. But
still he hoped that it was not too late to inguire
whether the law of primogeniture was just in its
operation even in England, though we were not
legislating for that favored country. It must be
remembered that even in England the law of Ga.
vel-kind, as it is called, prevails in the County
of Kent, by which the children of the intestate
inherit in equal proportions. That, it appears,
was the law throughout England before the Con-
quest, and why w as it done away with ! Because
knight service was introduced and became ne-
cessary for the support of the authority of the
King that he should have those knigl:u sustain-
ed l“l“lmr vaseals, whom they could bring into

the at any time. But at the time of the
Conquest, the inhabitants of Kent demanded and

ebtained from the Couqueror the privilege of re.
i in this icul

e n par
and to this day much of the landed property in
that county stil} descends to the several children
of the intestate. But 1o come closer home, in
Sur own country, I maistain that the law of pri-
a“:"’l"huhh; ot al] events,

™ mind that the euu-“'-“ It must be borne

He thoufbt the hon. gentle-
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of the family as they grow up,and in almost eve-
1y instance the younger som is the one who re-
mains on the homestead. Lands being abund-
ant, the great majority of farmers provide for
each son as he grows up, and scttles hisa on a
comfortable farm, with the title in his chest,
While the youugest remains at home, with o ti-
te bus the father's will, and that perhaps pet
comaiitled to writing, Again, the helplessoess
“‘Pﬂ‘mm branches is a strong argument ia
their favor. Let any gentieman call to his mind
the scenc arcund the dying bed of the fatherof a
family, and recolleet which are the members of
the family who, in that critical moment occupy
bis anxious care: is it not those little innocents,
who are unable not only to provide for themselves
a liveliood, but in fact are upable to take care
of themselves in any way, but are solely depend-
ant upoa the superintendence of others? [ defy
any hon. gentleman to show a sipgle instance
where any porson, under such circumstances, in
his right mind, and in full pessession of his men-
tal powers, will allow his property to descend
according to the law of primogeniture. This
brings me te another strong objection to the pre-
sent law, and it is this: the laws of our country
are said 10 be founded on principles of equity and
justice, and I am not disposed, iu the generality
of cases, to dispute it, but I depy that it is so in
this case, and public opinion tully bears me out
in making the assertion. If the law is founded
upon equity and justice, any person acting up to
the spirit and Jetter of that law, should certainly
be free from the imputation of dishonesty ; but
can there be an individual found bardy enough
to stand up (in the nineteenth century,) and say
that a man who has been settled by his father on
a good farm, with the title deed in his chest,
would be an honest man, if his father should die
without making a will, leaving some four or five
others with a farm provided fr each, but the ti-
tle in himself, and this eldest son should turn
them all houseless updn the world, and e enjoy
the property which his father had labored bard
to provide for others; then the carying out of a
law which subjeets a man to the censure of the
world for a rogue and a dishonest man, is one
which certainly should be repealed. But it is
said that any person who does not wish to lave
his property descended agreeably to the present
law, can make a will; thisis very true, byt
there are many persons who have prejudics
against making wills—wlether justly or not isa
matter of no consequence, the fact exists ; then
is to them something forbidding in it, they ap-
pear to think it will shcrten their days; these
prejudices exist mostly among that class of the
community who are moat affected by the law,
nainely, the yeomanry of the country. The hon-
est scruples and prejudices of the people, should
not be disregarded by the Legislature, especially
where they are not eonfrary to the principles of
equity and justice. But suppose none of these
prejudices to exist, it is not contemplated by the
present bill to prevent any person from making a
will who wishes to do so, and give all to any
one or more of his children ; but who is it that
is best able to make a will, not the farmer in the
country, who has not the means ¢f #alling in the
services of a legal gentleman at any moment,
but is generally obliged to employ some eountry
school-master, or some of bis more favored peigh-
bors who may be able to do it for him, and in
many cases these wills are torn to pieces by the
lawyers, and thus the honest iutentions of the
devizee frustrated, whereas, on the other hand,
those who are rich always have the means of
making wills which will stand investigation.
But it is objected that should this bill pass it will
prevent persons from making wills ; no stronger
argument than this can be adduced in favor of
the bill, it being so much in accordance with the
views and feelings of the people, that they will
give themselves no trouble to make a different
disposition of their property. The great objec.
ption raised is, that it will cut up property into
‘small pieces; this will seldom occur, and the
evil m that ease, should it occur in a few instan-
ces, would not be equal to the opposite effect,
namely, of placing all the lands in the country in
the hands of afew. Whatis it, I would ask,
that constitutes the wealth of a country? Isit
not its productiveness? And whieh, I would ask,
will be the more productive—the small farm or
the large one? It is bad policy to legislate for
the aggrandisement of the few, to the prejudice
of the many, in any cage, but more especially
when, by doing so, you injure the general com-
munity.” The man who is rich, and owns an im-
mense tract of Jand, becomes proud, and will
spend much of his wealth in ornamenting his es-
tates, indifferent whether they produce much or
not; while the man who owns a farm of mode-
rate size will make it produce all that it is capa-
ble of doing ; and it must be admitted on all
hands that a thousand acres of laird cwned by
five persons will preduce much mo-e than the
same number of acres in the hands of one man.
These, and many other reasons which might be
adduced, have induced me to bring forward this
measure.

Mr. JonxsToN meved in amendment, that all
after the word * now” in the original motion, be
struck out, and the words “ this day six maonths”
be added thereto.

Mr. 8miTn, of Frontenac, said he would sup-
port Mr. Johnston’s ameadwent ; there had been
no petition presented to that House, praying for
an alteration in the law of primogeniture as noew
existing in the Upper Province; and therefore
this bill was uncalled for. It struck the first
blow at the root of British institutions in this
Colony. The law had existed for centuries, and
no good reason had ever been found against it,
neither had it ever been successfully attacked.
No person in Upper Canada had ever complained
of the law, but the introducer of this measure,
and an alteration in it had been a pet scheme
with him, like that of vote by ballot was with an
hon. gentleman opposite, and both measures had
been introduced.every session that he had had a
seat in Parliament. This bill had been upon a
former occasion opposed by Mr. Baldwin, when
Attorney General for Upper Canada, aud he hop-
ed to see him oppose it now. The votes of the
members for Lower Canada ought not to be giv-
en upon this question, as it was oue affecting Up-
per Canada alone.

Mr. Pricespoke at some length in favor of the
measure, and called upon the members for Up-
per Carada to express their opinions upon it.
We regret that we cannot give the hon. gentle-
man’s speech, but he uafortunately stands at the
extreme left of the Speaker, and the Throne be-
ing between him and the Reporter’s Box, and,
moreover, speaking in a low tone, he is heard
very indistinctly.

Col. Prixce hoped that this Bill would not be
tomahawked upon the second reading, but that
the House would acknowledge the prirciple, and
aliow it to go to & Committee of the whale, there
to be fairly discussed. For his own part, he was
in favour of the Bill. He saw nothing in the ar-
ument that no petitions had been presented in
avour of the measure. It was one which had
been frequently di d in Parliament, and
therefore one to which public attention had been
called ; and the fact that there had not been any
petitions against it was as strong an argument
as the other. He did not consider it a bad Bill.
He knew no fm.r eurse to a country hke Ca-
nada than a large landed aristocracy. It was
the absence of this inequality which constituted
the happivess of the kabitants in Lower Canada;
who were the happiest and most-cantented peo-
ple in the world. ~ He drew a distinction between
Canada and England. There the law of primo-
geniture ought teo exist, though even there it led
to great abuses. But in Canada they did not ad-
here to English practice in every rospect. In

bof Upper Canada are fond of this law of prisno.

of the pri

in Iroland. fe would refefo what Lady Mor. !
gan said in her work upon-Fafce, tiat its farm- |
1 ish peasants, and |

h. In that eonn<
y o answered to the
middle class of farmers in bzland. There was !
nothing but an ignorant, wjoverished peasantry, g
'and a high, baughty nobilis, without any of the |
real s of an aristoeracy e would ask his
friend, Col. Prince, who b3 got a nice farm m '
Sandwich, whether he wola like to have it di- |
vided into ten or twelve petions, and settle his |
sons and daughters upon it He appealed against |
the intreduction of this m4sure, as an aaneces- |
sary interference with a s¢tled law, and would
vole against any innovatio, attempted to be in- |
troduced for the mere sak of change.

Mr. MerziTT said he hid voted in favour of
this measure in former Paliaments, in deferesce i
to public opinion. When he Bill had been moot-
ed in the Parliament of Uper Canada, it had al- |
ways passed with large majorities, which shew- |
ed that public bpinion wa. in its favour ; bat it |
had been rejected by the Jegislative Council.— |
He would beg the House 1. call to mind the'case |
of Cel. Turner, whose whok property had gone to |
his eldest son, who was a profligate person, and |
who had squandered it awy, and it was now in |
the hands of innkeepers. When be considered |
the effects of the law of prmogeniture in Eng-
land, it made him thank Gal that he had been
born in a country where a different manmer of
disposing of property existed. It was self-evi-
dent that five men could cultivate 100 acres of
land each, better than one man could cultivate
500, and, therefore, the division of property
would lead to a greater amount of produetion.—
The state of things which existed in France, and
which had been alluded to by the Member for
Huron, did not arise from the division of land,
but from the want of capital. In Lewer Cana.
nada and the United States the system of the
division of property had existed for a great
length of time, and had been found to work well.
Aad although it might be said that the law of
primogeniture worked equally well in Upper Ca-
nada, it was only because it was a young coun-
try, and had not yet had time to experience the
ovil effects of the systern. He trusted that the
House would go into commitiee upon the Bill,
when he woula support it.

Mr. M’CoNxELL said, that the law of primo-
geniture was not in existence in the Eastern
Townships, and the people were opposed to it.—
The people of that district were fond of what
they considered a goed law, no matter whether
it were French or English. If the majority of
the people of Upper Canada were satisfied with
ihe law as it stood at present, it was unjust to
compel them to ehange it ; and he would on that
aceount vote againsi the measure.

Mr. BaLDWIN said, that when, upor a former
oceasion, he had solicited Mr. Roblin to with-
draw his bill, it was because, being in office, he
desired time to ascertain whether a similar mea-
sure, but net liable to the same objections, eould
be introduged by the Goverament. With regard
to the Bill itself, he saw great danger in salit
ting farms up into small pieces, which would be
its effect. And on the other hand, he saw no
danger of the vast aceumulation of property in a
few hands arising from the existence of the pre-
sent law ; it would never befelt, or at any rate
not for wany years, in such z manner as to call
for legislation upon the subject. But the opin-
ion of nine tenths of the people of Upper Cana-
da was in favour of a change; that opinion had
been growing for years, and, instead of retrogra-
ding, was still advancing. When he considered
this, and looked upon the United States, that
great country whose institutions must exercise a
great influence upon those of this eoluny, and
where the Jands were divided in the manner pro-
posed by this Bill, and saw no probability of that
opinion in favour of a change diminishing—then
it became a question with him, whether, sooner
or later, it would nat be necessary to introduce
that measure ; and if, soorer or later, it must be
done, then let it be done at once, for the sooner
the great principles of the social system were
settled, the bettor. This opinion he had held
for a number of years ; he had been prepared to
act upon it then, and he was prepared to act
upon it now. Whether there might not be
some provision introduced into the Bill to pre-
vent the evil of subdivision of preperties, was a
question, for the consideration of which the Bili
had better lie over until next session. He had
no doubt upon the prineiple, but there was room
for improvement in the method of the Bill. He
should support the second reading.

Mr. MEvegs said this was a Bill of great im-
portance to Upper Canada, whose people had
been born, and lived under the law of primogeni-
ture; their parents settled Camada under that
law, it was the law of the Mother Country, un-
der which that country had prospered, and there
had not been any sufficient reason brought for.
ward to testify a change. If the people of Upper
Canada required an alteration in a law, they
were prone te petition for it, but there was no
petition ealling for this alteration. This Bill had
been introduced into the Parliament of Upper
Canada by a man who was a Republican by
birth, a Republican in feeling, and who was now
a Republican. No person who had espoused
the principles supported by the Conservative
side of the House, bad ever been desirous of the
Bill passing, If the people of Upper Canada de-
sired it, let it pass ; but if they did not, let it fall
to the ground. In the first place, this question
was ao Upper Canada one, in which it was alone
concerned, and he hoped that the Members for
Lower Canada would not vote upon it, for if they
did, they would find that it was quite as casy
for the Members for Upper Canada to change
their institutions, as it was for them to alter
theirs. This Bill struck at a vital and favourite
jnstitution of the people of Upper Canada. He
(Mr, Mayers) disavowed the principles expressed
by the hon. member for the Fourth Riding of
York ; he denied that the institutions of the Uni-
ted States ought to have any influence over
those of this Coleny ; the people of Upper Cana-
da recognized no influence but that of the Moth-
er Country ; they were born under, and have
been supported by, British Institutions, and they
were determined tosuppert them. (Tremendous
cheering.) With regard to what had been said
relative to the law in England, it was usual in
that country, in cases where wills were not made,
for the eldest son te regeive the freeholds, but
the personal property was divided among the
children ; and such also was the custom of Up-
per Canada. Asto what had been said by the
Member for Prince Edward concerning the feel-
ing in Upper Canada, there was a case occuired
not long ago, in which that gentleman had been
called upon ta make the will, in which the tes-
tator bequeathed his property to his oldest son.—
He (Mr. M.) had alse known many instances in
whieh the heir at Jaw to an intestate estate had
refused to assert his rights, but had divided the
property among his brothers and sisters. And
nlthou;—;b the parents have a petfect right to dis-
pose of their property as they think fit, in nine
cases out of ten, no will is wade. The people

geniture, and Members for Lower
to allow them to enjoy it, if they expected the
same course to be pursued towards them, when
some prineiple relative to Lower Canada is
ht to be altered.

r. RoBLiN replied at some length, ridiculing
the pretensions of gent'emen upon the Minister.
ial-Benches to the character of Liberals, when
they rejected a measure of such liberal charac.
ter.

Canada ought

Mr. LaroxTaINE said, that he wae jn favour

Canada real estate was suhject to simple cont
debts, which was not the case in d. On
the whele, h«a‘wu of opinien that the division of
property ought to exist in this country, and hop- |
ed that the Bill would be referred 102 Commit-
tee of the whole.

Dr. Duxror said he had ut when
the discussion arose, but it l‘f:‘lm-—be had
heard it over and' over again, at least eleven
times. He would refer to what was the case in

Scetland, where h:f' farms existed, and where

k2 country is to provide for \h&m

the proprigtors lived in comfort and luxury, and

neiple of this Bill, but he had no wish
to thrust it upon the people of Upper Canada, and
if he saw that the majority of the Upper Canada
Members was opposed to any alteration in the
existing law, he would oppose any change.

diving his wife and ' considered this Bill altogether uncalied for.

e —

i the first place, and he had never heard the
the fact of his having introduced that Bill urged
as a reason why ho should be supported. ;;e

e
had known heirs to intestate estates, to divide
the property of their own accord, in many cases ;
he kne¥ oue instance in which the eldest son,—
where there was a family of six children, sold
the property which was small, and went into
another business, and was thus enabled to pro-
vide handsomely for the rest, which could not
have been tiie case had the law now proposed,
been in force.

Mr. Macpoxarp, of Kingston, had heard, with
surprise and regret, the hon. member for the
Fourth Riding of York, after declaring that the
system, now attempted to be introduced, was
liable to great objections which were not appli-
cable to the old one, state his inteation to sup-
portit. He had thought that his motto was
« Fial justitia, ruat celum.” And afler this ac-
knowledgment he would vote tor a measure he
knew to be a bad one, because he had taken it
into his head that the people of Upper Canada
required it. In what maoper had he obtained
the opinion of which he had spoken ! Had any
pledge in favour of this measure been enacted
by any constituency in Upper Canada?! There
were but two lezal and Parliamentary means of
learning what were the opiniops of the people—
petitions and public meetings, and there had
been neither of these in its favour. The great
majority of the people were against this mea-
sure as anti-British anl anti-Monarchical; it
ought not to be introduced here, for the very
reason that it had been introduced into the Uni-
ted States ; it was folly to raise a Monarchical
structure upon a Republican foundation. The
law of primogeniture was the great bulwark be-
tween the people and the Crown, and the Crown
and the people. The measure intended to be
introduced was against the first principles of po-
litical economy, it was calculated to make the
poor poorer, that which was a comfortable farm-
house in cne genecration, a cottage in the second,
and a hovel in the third ; and under it, agricul-
ture, instead of becoming a science, would be
degraded, as it was in Ireland and I'rance, toa
mere m-ans of life. He would refer hon. gentle-
men opposite to an article contained in Black-
wood's Magazine, a publication not mueh given
to Tory principles [Blackwood is Ultra Tory,]
upon this very subject. Tt quotes the opinious of
three travellers ; Birkbeck, in speaking of France,
saye, “ The partition of farms goes on from gen-
eration to generation, asthe people increase in
numbers, society is constantly retrograding,—
there is no improvement, and no hope of it.”"—
Arthur Young, whose travels through France
became the means of improving the agriculture
of England, and raising it to its present position,
gives as strong testimony upon the subject ; and
the son of William Cobbett writing from France
in 1823, says—** 1 hear on all sides the greatest
complaints of this Revolutionary Law, by its ac-
tion society is disgraced in the estreme, and
some persons, iu spite of the Act, are returning
to their ancient custom.” Cliancellor Kent, of
tha Tlaited Statas savs—* Large propetties cou-
tinuing in the sgame hands, tend to the advance.
ment and improvement of the people.” The evil
of the partition law in the United States has not
been generally felt, becanse of the safety valve
of the West ; but in some of the older States it
had been felt already, and the Legislatures of
Maryland and Connecticut had been compelled
to alter it, and assimilate it to the law of Scot-
land, giving the estate to the oldest, eubject to
the charge of annuitics to the younger. The
greatness of England was owing to ‘its younger
sons, 1t was they who had spread the name, the
fame, and the glory of England over the world—
they formed its eolonies, led its armies and wa-
vies,—they were its statesmen and its scholars.
Yes it was the younger sons of England, that
had made her great in peace and war. What
would have been the younger Pitt or Fox, if;-—
instead of being sent forth to seek their fortunes,
the estate of their father had been divided 7—
They would have been mere country squircs, in-
stead of becoming, as they did, the light of the
world. What would the Duke of Wellington
bave been, if the paternal estate had been divid-
ed?! It was fortunate for him, for his country,—
and the world, that he was left with his sword in
his hand, and that sword all he had, The mem.
bers of Upper Canada would be madmen, to sup-
port an alteration in the law of primogeniture,—
an alteration which was ackpowledged by its
supporters to be contrary to justice and equity,—
but expedient because it pleazed the people.

Mr. M’Doxarp, of Cornwall, spoke at some
leagth against the Bill. He conecluded by ask-
ing the members for Lower Canada what they
would think if some Lower Canada Roblin were
to arise and seek, by the votes of the Upper-Ca-
nada members, to make some vital alteration in
the institutions of Lower Canada? Would not
the “ Quebec Debating Club”. pour forth the
volomes of its burning indignation? would not
that Hoase resound with cries of “Notre Langue,
nos Institutions, et nos Lois !"

Mr. Aviwin said that this question had drawn
forth a good deal of political feeling, but to his
mind seemed very like the dispute between the
Bigendians and the Littleendians. The measure
of the Member for Prince Edward, was one which
could be of no service to the country. In Low-
er Canada, the law of division was avoided thus,
The parents made a deed of gift of their proper-
Ly toone or more children, and it was lened with
the payment of a certain amount to the others j—
and under the same law, the same would be
done in Upper Canada. The people of Upper
Canada had a respectable prejudice in favour of
their old law, and the members from Lower Ca-
nada were bound to respect that prejudice. But
he thought Mr. Duggan had not received the
overtures of the member for Terrebonne in a
proper spirit, the language he made use of might
have had the effect of inducing gentlemen on that
side to vote in favour of the Bill. The remarks
which had been made by ibe Member from King-
ston, relative to France, the Mother Country of
gentlemen on that side were not such as he
should have used, they were not caleulated to
conciliate. - The member for Cornwall should te
cereful not to throw ridicule upen geotlemen
who were highly esteemed on that eide, by call-
ing them the * Quebec Debating. Club,” ‘or be
might find on another occasien that he was sharp.
ening a sward against himself. He trusted that
the consideration shown on this oceasion would
not be lost upon the members for Upper Canada,
and that they would rot interfere in such ques~
tions as the Municipal Law of Lower Canada, at
least for some years to come.

After a few words from: Mr. Williams the ques.
tion was put upon Mr. Jchason's amendment.—
Ayes, 28; Nays, 28.

The Speaxzr then gave the casting vote in
favour of the amendment.

The question was then put upon the original
motivn as amended. Ayes, 43 ; Nays, 10.
The House then adjourned.«
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The ArTorxEvy GENERAL rose to give notice
of his intention to bring in a bifl on’Monday next,
to provide some means for the preservation of
the lives and properties of her Majesty’s sub-
jects on the lines of public works.

The House then went inio committee on a
motion made by Mr. Suerwoon, of Brockville,
for eousidering the propriety of establishing ta-
bles of fees to be paid 10 clerks of the peace and
other officers connected with the Courts of Jus-
tice, for services for which :l;y receive no re.
muneration at present, and for establishing
tables of costs in cases of assault and battery.
A very long and dull discussion took place on'
this motion, and the | i dopted,
the committee rose. " f
Mr. Attorney General Syrra bronght ina bill
to amend and consolidate the laws and ordinanc-

Mr. Seymovr eaid, that it had been asserted |
that nine tenths of the inhabitants of Upper Ca- |
:gda, rrrere xl:l favour of the measure. He had
imself mixed much with the yeomanry of Upper |
Canads, and he could say that he had Zverhmri t

bad been actively in carvassing

paid rents that wounld be considered exorbitant |

againet Mr. Bidwell, who matreduced this Bifl +

;;z desire expressed for a change of the law.—— better

es by which the Trinity Board of Montreal is re-

gulated, which was read a first time, as aieo 2

similar bill' for regulating the same establish-

ment at Quebee.

Mr. Pirineas moved to bring in a bill to make
ision for el Iustroetion in

The bill wae

P r
the Province of Lower Cmda{
read @ first time.

lowing them to vote. For himself he would say

;:.vo waggon loads uf Clergymen had voted against

“be miore proper
for fixing the electoral qualifications cawe before
House.

bill to establish a Recorder’s Court in Toronto.
He stated, by the provisions of the bill the salary
of the Recorder shoald be fixed at £500 a year.

The Act of Incorporation of the Roman Catho. |
lic Bishops of Kingston and Toronto was read a |
second time, and referred to a committee of the
whole [House on Wednesday- next.

The next order of the day was the considera-
tion of Mr. Papinean’s motion for an Address o
her Majesty praying for an amendment to the
Unign Act, which would provide for the use of
the French language in all public documents.

M:. Parineavw, on spetkiug to the motion, was
understood to say, that he could not suppose the
Home Government would have any objection to
this amendment in the Union Bill, and in proof
of this, he read in French, from a despatch from
the Colonial Secretary, addressed to Lord Gos.
ford, which stated that the Home Government
conceived that no interference should be made
with the language of the Franco-Canadians ;
likewise stated that it was satisfactory to not
that the English part of the commuuity and
that House had no objection to this am
this was the best proof of their good will towards
his Mr. Papineau’s compatriots.

Mr. Attorney General Sxura was sure that
the motion would be received with the greatest
satisfaction by the whole House ; and thatin this
instance there could be no difference of opinion
between members on either side of the House,
and that the motion would be received with
equal favor by both sides of the House.

Dr. Duxvor said, the motion was so reasona-
ble and just, that he hoped it would be carried by
acclamation.

The motion was then put and carried by acela-
mation, every member rising, and with a good
deal of clapping and cheering.

The House then went into committee, Dr.
Duglop in the chair, on the bill to allow Clergy-
men and Ministers of Religion to vote for the
election of Members of Parliament.

fect, that no Clergyman who received a salary
from Government should be permitted to yote.

Mr. McDoxavLp, of Glengarry, objected to this
in a very energetic manner, and stigmatized it as
being an unfair and iniquitous proceeding ; that
it would have the effeet of excluding nearly the
whoile of the Clergy in Upper Canada from the
elective franchise, as it was well known that
most of the Clergy, particularly those of the
Churches of England and Scotland, were paid by
Government, whereas the Roman Catholic Cler-
gy, not being so paid, would be all entitled to
vote,

was to remove any obstacle to their wvoting,
whereas, as he had already said it would, as
far as Upper Canada goes, have a contrary ef-
fect. Should such a measure pass, it would
cause more bad feeling and heart-burning than

Hayse.

Mr. Barpwiy said, that if the amendment had
the effect of excluding those Clergy just spoken
of, he could not agree toit; but he conceived
that his hon, friend, Mr. Laurin, merely intended
to exclude persons directly paid by Governmeunt,
such as Chaplaine, &c., who might properly be
considered Government officers—that he, Mr.
Baldwirt, would not support the amendment if it
was meant to exclude any others; that he was
in favor of allowing the whole of the Clergy to
vote, and that although a member of the former
administration, he did not approve of that clause
in the Act of last session which disfranchised
the Clergy.

Mr. Morsy said, that if the Clergy did not
themselves desire to be excluded from the tur-
moil of politics—a thing which he should like to
have seen, be could not think it right that they
should be deprived of their rights against their
will, and for that reason he should support the
bill; but that the same reason given for exclud-
ing eertain officers under the Government from
voting, should apply to the Clergy, who were
paid by the Government, and were in an exactly
siwilar position.—[ As the hoo. gentleman spoke

he was in favor of the amendment or not.

Mr. Harw spoke shortly against the motion.

Mr. CorviLE said that he did not believe it to
be the intention of the member for Lotbiniere t
make his amendment so sweeping, but if it pas
sed, it would certainly have the eflect of exelud-
ing a great number of the Clergy.

Mr. Laourmy begged leave to withdraw his mo-
tion, whieh the House allowed.

Mi. Prrce moved another amendment, to the
effect that no minister should be allowed to vote
on any property which he held or occupied as
such minister, but that he must be properly qual-
ified as a frecholder in his own right to entitle
him to a vote.

Mr. MorraTT stated that this amendment was
even more illiberal than that proposed by Mr.
Laurin, as it would have the effect of depriving
the most of the Clergy in Upper Canada of their
right of voting. He was surprised to hear from
the hon. gentleman, Mr. Baldwin, that he knew
nothing of the clause in the bill of last session |
which prevented Clergymen from voting; he
was more surprised at this from the fact of the
hon. gentieman having been a member of the
late administration, and such a great stickler for
Responsible Government.

Mr. McDoneLr (of Cornwail,) said that the
motion introduced by Mr. Price was a direct at.
tack upon the Church of England, and that he
{Mr. MeDonell) as a member of the Church of
Scotland, was more liberal towards that Church,
and that Mr. Price (who, he believed, was a
member of the Church of England,) appeared to
be much more intolerant.

Mr. Price denied that ke was intolerant, and
said that he wae an advocate for, and a subscrib- |
er to, Churches cf all denominations.

Mr. Barpwix did not-see that there could be
any objection to this amendment, and that it
would affect other Churches besides that of Eng-
land. He thought that the Methodists and oth- |
ers would suffer as much as the Church of Eng-
land by the amendment, if carried.

Mr. Jonxsron said, that it was a most illiberal |
measure, and meant as a cut at the fifty-seven |
rectories established in Upper Canada.

Mr. RoBrixn and Mr. Murxey spoke on the
eabject, the former in favor of the amendment,
as we understood him, and the latter against it.

The Solicitor General Sherwood commenced
by stating that the effect of the amendment could
not be viewed in any other light than that of pre-
venting ministers of the Chureh of England from
voting, for that unless a clergyman could swear
that he was possessed in his own right of a 40s.
freehold, he would be unable to vote. The
amendment was meint to exclude the Clergy of
that Church, and particalarly the fifty.seven Hec-
tors.

Mr. Peice—Certamly.

Mr. Suzzwoop continued ; it will not affect
any other Clergymen, and the prineiple was bad.
To prevent a Clergyman from the legitimate ex-
ercise of his right in political mattere, would on-
ly lead him to exercise his influence over his
eongregration in'some other way. To pass a
law of sueh a character as this would wake a
Clergyman a party man at once, and he would
e, g i

1

much more active in e wing his
over his neighbours than if be were permitted to
vote as he pleased. He was an advoeate for al-

e had been in several contested elections, but
that no Minister of hie own Chureh (England)
had ever voted for him, but that in one instance

im.
Mr. Williamas and Mr. Robinsen both said a

few words against the metion.

Mr. LaronTaine said, that this was not the

time to intioduce such an awendment ; it would

to bring it forward when a Bill

the .
“Mr. Boulten and Mr. Price both rose amidst

Joud eries of

question ! stion ! and all we
could hear was thzqu;:nhu eaid, it wasa

Mr. Lavnix woved in amendment, to the ef- |

Mr. McDonerL (Cornwall,) likewise stated, |
that the motion, if carried, would have the effect |
of excluding a very large number of the Clergy. | s
He believed that the bill now before the House |

any thing which had been contemplated in that |

in French, we could not exactly catch whether |

Mr. Solicitor General Susrwoop brought in a | stal
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