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Togspay ArrerxooN, March 31.

Hon. Mr. Beer presented a petition of the Sons of Tem-
perance, praying for an Act to amend the spirituous liquor
Licence Act. Laid on the table,

On motion of Hon. Mr. Beer the Bill to incorporate the

Marine Insurance Company was read the third time and ‘

:.\Sul.

lon. Mr. Yeo obtained leave of absence for one mfuk_;
Hon. Mr. Lord till Thursday next; and Hon. Mr. Goff till
Thursday the Oih of April.  Adjourned till to-morrow at 10
o'clock. )

Wepsesoay, April Ist.

On motion of the Hon. Mr. McLaren, the joint Address
to Her Msjesty the Queen, prayirg that the Acts passed last
session to give effect to the Award of the Commissioners on

the Land Question may be allowed to go into operation un- |

less cause to the countrary can be shown before a judicial
tribunal, was read the third, time and passed. y

Houn. Mr. Dingwell obtained leave of abscuce till Thurs-
day the 9:h instant.

Eouse adjourned.
Tuussoay, April 2.

A Bill to incorporate the Minister and Trustees of the |
Presbyteriau Chureff, St. Peter’s Bay, was read the second |

time, passed through Committee, and agreed to without any
amendment.

A message was brought from the House of Assembly by
the Hon. Mr. Hensley with a Bill to incorporate the Minis-
ter and Trustees of the Presbyterian Church, Bay Fortune.

On motion of the Hon. Attprney General the Bill to
authorize the Legislative Council and House of Assembly to

commit persons for contempt to the common Jail of Queen |

County, as amended, was read the third time and passed.

Heon Attorney General called the atieation of the Ilouse |
to the state of the Legislative Library, and stated that a |

large number of American and other works had been pur-
chased from time to time which were now of little value, but
were rather an incumberance.

Library should be at liberty to dispose of such books as they

thought proper, and to apply the proceeds in procuring |

others, The question having been put thereon it passed in
the affirmative. :
The House adjourned till Tuesday next, to give the coun-

try mcmbers an opportunity to visit their homes during the |

Easter holidays. A
Tuesoay, April 7.

On wotion of Hon. Mr. Henderson, the Bill to incor- |

porate the Minister and Trustees of the Presbyterian Church,
Bay Fortuze, was read the second time. The said Bill was

then ecommitted to a eommittee of the whole House, read |

clause by clause, and agreed to without any amen lment.
On motion of Hon. Mr. Beer the Bill to incorporate the

Minister and Trustees of the Presbyterian Churel, St.

Pecter’s Pay, was read the third time and passed.
Adjourned till to-morrow at 10 o'clock.

Wepsesoay, April 8.

Hon. Mr. Beer presented a petition of the Pre sident and
Directors of the Bank of Pricce Edward Island, praying
for an Act 10 contivue and amend the Act for the incorpor-
ation of the said Bank.

On motion of the Hon. Mr. Henderson, the Bill to incor-
porate the Minister and Trustees of the Presbyterian Church,
Day Portune, was read the third time and passed.

A message was brought from the House of Assembly by
the Hon. Mr. Pope, with a Bill to alter and amend the Act
for the preservation of the Alewives fisheries of this Lsland.

Adjourned till to-morrow at 10 o’clock.

Trurspay, April 9.

A message was brought from the Iouse of Asscmbly by
the Hon. Col. Sceretary, with a Bill to continue and amend
the Act to incorporate the Bank of Prince Edward Lsiand.

The Bill to alter and amend the Act for the preservation
of the Alewives fisheries was read the second time, passed
through Committee, and agreed to with one amendment.
The amendment was merely a verbal one.

His honor the PRESIDENT ecalled the attention of the
House to the circumatance that, by the *“ Act to change the
constitution of the Legislative Council, by rendering the
same elective,” six members are to go out at the end of four
years—that it was to be determined by lot during this session
who should go out at that time.
the Session was advauced, and as the members were all
present at that time, it was advisable not to delay the mat.
ter any looger.

Whereupon his honor the Attorney General proposed the
following resolution :

Resolved, That this House do now proceed to determine by

Jot the names of the six members thereof who shall be deemed
to have been elected to this House for four years, in pussuance

of the 1ith section of the Act passed in the twenty-filth year |

of Her Majesty’s reign, intituled «“ An Act to change the Con-
stitution of lgc Legislative Council, by rendering the samo
elective,’’ and that the said lot be drawn as follows, viz : The
names of the twelve members, subject by the Act to be drawn,
shall be written on separate slips of paper, and each slip
rolled up closely. The slips containing the names of the
two members representing a District shall be put together in
one ballot-box, and after being shaken, one of these slipe shall
be drawn therefrom by the Clerk of this Iouse and imme-
diately deposited in a seperate ballot-hox, conveniently placed
for the reception of the same,—the like mode to be adopted
for cach of the six Districts aforesaid. When completed, the
members whose names shall be found written on the six slips
or rolls of ﬁ:rﬂ 80 drawn and placed in the said seperate
ballot-box (beiag one for cach Districi) shall be deemed and
taken to be the members clected for four years, in conformity
with the provisions of the 18th section of the said recited Act.

Their honors then proceeded to draw. lots, and it was de-
cided that the following members should go out at the end
of four years:—Ilon. Messrs. Yco, Ramsay, Henderson,
Goff. MeDonald and Dingwell.

Adjourned till to-morrow at 10 o’clock.

Frioay, April 10.

The Committee of privileges and elections resumed.

Evideace relating to the vote of Dovald McPherson read
Alleged to be a squatter, Lot 66.

tlon. Mr. McDONALD.-—Manoah Row states that he
knows the voter, and that his name is not on the plan. It
is said that McPherson occupies the farm marked on the
plan as William Gordon’s. It bas not been shown whether
he bas a deed or not, whether he parchased from Gordor or
merely squatted on it after Gordon lefi it. The entry in
the poll book only shows that he occupied the land for G or
8 years. There is nothiug to show that he does not occupy
a part of the land which was sold for land tax.

Hon. the PRESIDENT. — If McPherson bought Gor-
don’s possession his vote is probably goqd ; but if he only
squatted after Gordon left it, be can have no vote. The
Question turns on this poiat.

Hon. Mr. BEER. — The voter says he bought the land

Gordon ; and on referring to the deed we see that it
was not sold for land tax. It is therefore a frechold.

Hon. ATTORNEY GENERAL. — The Sheniff's deed,
together with the attached plan, were takea as prima facie
evidence on the other objected votes on Lot 66. We con-
sidered the farms not colored green on the plan to have
been sold by the Sheriff for non-payment of land tax.
Douald MePherson's name does not appear on the colored
part of the plan; therefore a doubt is thrown on the vote,
aud it ix for the petitioning candidate to prove that it is
good. Tae evidence of Phillip Beers does not, in my opinion,
come vy to the required standard. He says McPherson
voted on the land marked on the plan as William Gordon's ;
but even if we adwmit that his land is colored green on the
plan, there is not sufficient evidence to show that he is either
a frecholder or leascholder. We canaot take McPherson’s
own evidence in supnort of his own yote. He says in the

Poll bool that he belieyes it to have been oceupied for 25
years, bat there is no proof that it was. We cannot take

His honor submitted a reso- |
lution to the effeet that the Committee having charge of the |

His honer thought that as |

Mr. Beers’ « I think” as evidence. We must have some- [
thing positive. MePherson could easily have shown how he
bought the land, and he could have defined it in more posi-
tive terms.

Hon Mr. BEER.—The most substantial proof we could
have is that the occupation of the land i3 traced back to
William Gordon. b

Hon. ATTORNEY GENERAM.—What witness traced
it to Gordon ?

Hon. Mr. BEER.—The voler himself says so.

Hon. ATTORNEY GENERAL.—It is necessary to re-
| mind his honor that the law says positively that no man shall |

give evidence upon his own vote.

Hon. Mr. HENDERSON.—It does not appear to me that
those two witnesses have raised a reasonable doubt on this
vote. Their evidence is as much in favour of the vote as

| against it.

lion. the PRESIDENT.—The doubt is raised by the
voters name not appearing on the plan. We want to kuow

| how he eame in possession of the land.

Ilon. Mr. BEER.—The property is deseribed in the poll
| bock as freehold, and the occupation of it ie traced back to |
i Gordon. I am therefore coufident that no reasonable doubt
| bas been raised on this vote.

Houn. ATTORNEY GENERAL.—TI think all the evi- l

| dence shows that the title is in Mr. Hcusley, not in Me- l

| Pberson, and when a doubt is raiéed upnn a vote we cananot
sustain it till it 1s substantiated by evideace.

His hosor the Attorney General thea submitted the follow-
| ing resolution.
| Resclved, That there is not sufficient evidence before this
| Committee to substantiate the vote of Donald McPherson. |

The Committee divided,

Conrents.—Ion. Messrs. Attorney General, President,
Ramsay, Walker, Dingwell and Lord—06

Nox Conrexts.— Ilon. Messrs. Yeo, Anderson, Beer, Mo-
Laren and Henderson—35

So it passed in the affirmative.

The vote of lock Nicholson, polled for Mr. MeGowan, |
was tl

then cons . The same evidence applied to this
vole as to th ling, and was fouud iusufiicicat. |
Division the e. t
The evid ¢ Hon. W. H. Pope, relating to the |

voters o nLot G0, was then read.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD.—I object to serutinizing those |
votes, on the ground that they were not marked objected by
Mr. McGowan in the poll book. It was decided by this |
| Committee in other cases that votes marked ‘ objected by
MecLaren” could mot be scrutinized by Mr. McGowan. Mr.
Pope was asked if he objected to the vote of Richard Gill on
bebalf of Mr. MeGowan, and he said he could not tell. He |
| says he ohjected to 23 or 24 votes; but a general cbjection |
‘will not do.  Till it is shown that those votes were cbjected
to by Mr. McGowan, or on his behalf, I contend that it is |
not competent for this Committee to scrutinize them. Mr. |
Pope had no authority to object to votes on behalf of Mr. |
McLaren, and his doing so would not eantitle Me. McLaren |
to serutinize them. He says he objected to the vote of one
of the Gill’s, but there is no evidence to show that he objected
to the vote of Richard Gill.

Iton. APTTORNEY GENERAL.—The examination of
Mr. Pope wasagreed to, your honors, in consequence of a |
| doubt being entertained of the legal effect of the omission of |
| the pame of the Candidate who ‘otjected t those votes. DBat
though I agreed to the examination of Mr. Pope, I did not |
agree that it was indispensably necessary that the name of |
the oljceting Candidate should be entered in the poll book.
To come to the conclusion that we had not power to examine |
evidence at the Bar of the Ilouse might be a bad precedent, |
and [ thought it was the sifcst way to bave him examined. |
The law says it is only necessary to have the vote marked |
objected. I consider that when two or three Candidates are |
| rupnuing an election in the same interest and one of them
objeets to a vote, it is competent for any of the others who |
were in the same interest to scrutinize it. Whoever seruti- |
nizes a vote renders himsell liable for the costs if the vote is
sustained. Mr. Pope says, * I object to those votes, I think ]
all of them, on the ggound that the voters had no titles, by |
reason of the lands 1 respect to which they claimed to vote |
having been sold by the Sheriff in 1850 for non-payment of |
land tax.”” Again he says, ** all the votes marked objec_ied :
were, as well as I can recollect, so marked by my direction,
and on behalf of Messrs. McGowan and MeLaren.” There |
appears to have been that understanding that when a vote |
was polled against the interest of Messrs. McGowan and |
MecLaren, and objected to by one of them it was intended for
the benefit of both. It is not likely that Mr. Pope or any
other person, when questioned, could indentify every voter
whose vote he had objected to, unless there were some re-
markable circumstances connceted with them. I therefore
consider it is reasonable to admit that the direction to mark
thosa votes objected was general. I do not sce how we can
suy that the direction to mark them objected was vot intend-
od for the benefit of both Candidates. Therefore I think it
is competent for the Committee to take those votes into con-
sideration. 1Lt would be doing a great injustice to the
petitioning Candidate to refuse to do so. 1 have taken a
gcod deal of trouble to look through all the authorities
within my reach, and I cannot find anything exactly applic-
able to this case; but I bave found enough to satisly my
mind that it was competent for this Committee to call for
evidence, and we were therefore justifiable in hearing Mr.
Pope at the Bar of the House. ;

Iion. Mr. MeDONALD.—I am not yet satisfied that it is
competent for this Committee, or for Mr. McGowan, to
serutinize those votes which were not marked objected by
him ; but if the Committee have decided otherwise it is
useless for me to say any more about it. [ may say some-
thing however respecting the qualifications of those voters.
Richard Gill voted on 100 acres of land on Lot 66—in
possession for 5 or 6 years. He obtuined his possession
from O’Holoran, whose land was cxcepted in the Sheriff’s
sale. Therefore the owncrship of the land was not
changed by the Sheriff's deed. Waile I was home a few
days ago 1 was iuformed that scveral of the men whose votes
were scrutinized and condemued by this Committee, thought
it advisable to sell their farms. Oune man sold for £150,
another for £155, anothér for £200, another is in treaty for
the sale of his farm for £240 aud avother asks £250. That
shows that their farms wore more valuable than they were
considered to ba by your honors. There would be no
difficulty in proving this vote as the man bolds legal docu-
ments, and [ would like to be allowed to bring evidence
before this Committee for that purpose. 1

lon. Mr. BEER —The description of this vote as given
in the poll book is very similar to the description of Murdock
Nicholson’s vote.

The President then resumed the chair and the House ad-
journed for 14 hour.

A¥TERNOON SITTING.

Commitiee of privileges and elections resumed—vote of
Richard Gill again under cousideration. )

Hon. Mr. McDONALD.—The land on which Jobn Gill
voted was purchosed by the Government. There has Pccn
no evidence produced by Mr. McGowan cxeept Mr. Pope. |
In other cases there was evidenee to show that those votes on
Lot GG were on the part that was colored green on the plan,
and conscquently on that part of the Lot which was sold by
the Sheriff. o this case there is no evidence to show that
the voter has not a good qualification. -
| " Hon. Mr. BEER.—It was decided this morning in the
| case of Murdock Niclolson, that the fact of his name not
| being on theplan threw a doubt upon his vote. Now this
| voter’s name is not on the plan, and I do not know how your
honors can support the vote unless you shift your grou_ni.

Hon. tie PRISSIDENT.—I am not prepared to shift my
ground. Perhaps his bouor who spoke last will do so. Lf
the vote is in the same position as the one previously under
congideration, I will vote as 1 did on that occasion.  We will
see who will shift his ground.

Hon. Mr. Y EOQ.—1 think this vote stands in exactly the
came position as the two we disposed of this morping.

Hon. Mr. DINGWELL —Well, his honor voted to sus-
tain the two votes whieh were disposed of this morning, and

| mection therewith’ be now read the third time.

as he says this vote is in the same position 1 suppose Le will
vote for it.

Hon. ATTORNEY GENERAL.—I do notsce that this
vote differs from the last we had under consideration. The

evidence of Mr. Pope shows that certain parts of Lot 66 |
| were sold for non-payment of land tax,

Then here is the
Sheriff’s deed with the plan attached and the name of the
voter does not appear on the excepted parts, It has been
gaid that he might have bought land from the Government
since Lot 66 came into their bands, but if so it was easy to
have shown such was the caso.

but there is no evideace to prove it,

The following resolution was then proposed and it passed
it the affirmative :

Resolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee that
there does not appear any evidence in support of the vote of
Richard Gill.

The vote of Jchn Gill then ecame under consideration.

Hon. Messrs, Dingwell, President, and Lord were of
opinion that as he had voted on Government land under a
conveyance from kLis father that no doubt was thrown on his
vote, either by tue Sberifl’s deed or by the evidence of Mr.
Pope.

Hon. Messrs. Yeo, Beer, aud Henderson thought a reason-
able doubt had been raised by the evidence of Mr. Pope, as
he had sworn that, to the best of his knowledge and belief,
John Gill was a squatter.

Hon. ATTORNEY GENERATL.—T must say that I
cannot distinguish between this vote and others which we
pronounced bad for want of evilence. True, Mr. Pope
qualifies bis oath by saying  to the best of his koowledge
and belief,”” but still there is prima fucie evidence whean he
says it was sold for land tax. That is sufficient to call for
evidence to prove the vote good. We have acted upon that
rule all through this scruting and I have never had the
slightest inelination to depart from it. We canunot take the
oath of the voter b as cvidence ; the law will not per-
mit it ; it is merel sriptive of his property. Neither
can we take the n of the Commissioner of the Govern-

ment lands as evidenc In somo cases we did take up that
book, but it was merely when a question arose whether the
instalments had been puid or not.  Mr. Pope swears that he

believes him to be a squatter. Now those votes were objeet-
ed toin consequence of this deed, at an ecarly day of the

| scrutiny, and the parties could have easily produced their
[ titles or their reccipts to show that they held their land

legally. They did not choosc to do so, and tha presumption

| in law is that they had none, or were afraid to produce them.

Hon. Mr. Yeo submitted the following resolution and it
passed in the afficmative.
" Resolved, That it is the opinion of this Committec that
there appears no evidence in proof of the vote of John Gill.
The votes ot Thomas Connolly, Patrick Power, Hugh
Rooney, John Evans and James Wickham, all polled for
Mr. McDeonald, were considered and found inscfiicient.
The House was then resumed and progress reported.
lon. Mr. Goff moved, scconded by the Hon. Mr. Hender- |

| som, that the *¢ Bill to incorporate the Grand Orange Lodge

of Prince Edward Island and the sabordinate Lodges in con-

Hen. Mr. Walker moved an amendment that it be read a
third time this day three months,

Hon. Mr. DINGWELL.—I second the amendment. I
am sorry that the Orangemen should have pressed this
measure. I believe it is calculated to disturb the peace and
prosperity of this community. It is calculated to do a great

| deal of barm, and I do not see any benefit that can result

from it. 1f er become law we willsoon be called upon
to repeal it, but I hope it will never go into operation. I
believe no christian man can consistently introduce anything
to give offence to his fellow men. Since this Bill was intro-
duced I have been in the country and have coaverzed with a

| pumber of Protestants and Catholics a!l of whom condemn

this Bill. I do not think -Protestants need be afraid of Ca-
tholies. They have their Presbyteries and Sessions in good
working order, and I do not think there is any necessity for
this Bill: I do not think any country can prosper uunless
there is peace, and we should pausébefore we pass a measure
that is likely to be the means of disturbing the peace.

Hon. ATTORNEY GENERAL.—I expressed my sen-
timents on this Bill at the second reading, and L do not

‘ deem it necessary to make any farther observations at the

present time.

Hon. Mr. HENDERSON.—T hope, your honors, that T
will be excused for mentioning what relates to myscif. And
it is thls, that though I bave been in the Army for nearly
22 years, I never struck a blow in my own delence except-
ing once. This fact would certainly imply that I am a lover
of peace ; but I am not troubled with timidity when the path
of duty is clear. I am one of the last that would wish to
indulge in suspicious feelings concerning the motives or
actions of iy fellow men; but when a succession of facts
compels us to trace a series of actions, on the part of a cer-
tain class or classes of cur fellow men, to principles that are
pretty clearly set forth on the pages of History, is it not
right that we should open our eyes and look the subject fully

.in the face in order to arrive at a just conclusion as to the

path of duty ? The last mail has brought us news of the

gross breaches of the peace committed in Ireland on the oc-

casion of the marriage of the Prince of Wales. Now, [

would ask, to what principles are these gross outrages to be

attributed ? The only fair answer that can be given is, that

they are to be attributed to the black principles of disloyaity

to, and hatred of, our beloved Sovereign the Queen, and our

noble British Constitution. Therefore, I am, if possible

more thoroughly prepared to support the third, than I was

the second reading of the Bill, because I believe that, in our

capacity of Legislators, we are solemnly bound to countenance

true loyalty and to frown upouw disloyalty among all classes

of our fellow subjects. And despite all that can be said to

the contrary, I am satisfied that Orangemen are the cou-

stant supporters of true liberty in all cirecamstances. It has

been szid by oue of your honors that this weasure is calcu-

lated to give great offence to the Catholics. and to lead to

sirife. That offence will be taken if this J3ill ehould become

Law is quite cvident, for it should ever be borne in mind by

Protestants, that their very existence as such is no swmall

offence to many Catholics ; and if so the differcnce of their

rights, or the earrying out of their prinviples cannot be any -
other thau offensive to the same parties. True Protestants
are always desirous to take God's word as their rule, and
that teaches them to *¢ do to their neighbours as they would
wish their neighbours to do them.” I3ut when they know
that the ueighbours in question cherish and bold the same
principles. that are beld by those who are making every
poesible effort to undermine and supersede protestantizm on
British soil, it becowes them to know who the men are that
they can depend upon—who will stand to defend the right
in any emergeney. It is worthy of remark that any little
occurrence which takes place aud affects Catholic interests in
this Island, is comwmunicated to even the humblest members
of that communion at its cxtreme points in an exceedingly
short epace of time. This is not mere hear say, but a lucid

fact. And the natural infereuce is, that they have their
organizations in sufficicnt operation for all purposes. It has
been frequently affirmed in conuection with the late elections
that orangemen bad excited no small ivfuence on their de-
tails. 1f that be true, and I am not prepared to deny it,
the results are certainly no discredit to them ; for peace,
good order, and general success have crowned their efforts.
I am wiliing to secure their just rights to every class and to
defend my own against fraad or force—I would not surrender
a fragment of my protestant rights while I have a tongue to
gpeak or an arm to defend thew.

Hon. Mr McDONALD.—Ilis honor is determined not to
give up any right. I would be sorry to ask bim, or any
other man, to give up a right which is conferred upon bim
by the British Constitution. We are not asking any man
to give up a right by opposing this Bill. I oppose it on the

good and sound principle that the Orange Society on this |

Tstand is”a secret institution got up for political purposes.
(No! No! No! from several membere). His honor says
that the peace, good order, and general success, which attend
the late clections, are to be attributed to Orangemen. That
ocs 10 show that they so far take part in elections.
Hon. Mr. GOFF.—Yes, to pre:erye the peace.

It hasalso been said that he |
| boaght his land from O’Holoran, and that may be the case |

Hop. ' Mr. McDONALD.—I cannot agree with his
hovor that they preserved the peace at the late elections for
at the polling division where I stood, there was no disposition
to break the peace shown except by one person, and he 8
said to be a leading member of an Orange Lodge. He had
a very ugly looking weapon under kis coat and down into
his boot.

Hon, Mr. GOFF.—Will big honor give tho name ?

Hon. Mr. McDONALD. —1 could give the name, but he
would probably deny being an Orangeman, though it is weli
known that he attends thetr meetings. This Act takes its
rise from the Orange Institution in Canada, which has been

| said by the last speaker to be the very essence of loyalty;
| but when the Prince of Wales was thera they showed a dis-

| Roman Catholics—we want none.

position to ride above the law. Why should we pass an
Act here to incorporate a society that is not recognised in
Englaud, or in any-of the British Colonies. His honor said
that Roman Catholies know things that happened 100 miles
away in a very short time. Well, that is a very strange
argument. I do not understand what his honor means by it.
His honor also speaks about being prepared for an ewergen-
cy, and I am at a loss to know what he mesans by that. 1
consider this Bill an insult to a large portion of the people of
this Colony. Orangemen are so well and so unfavourably
known—they have led to so many breaches ef the peace,
particularly in Ireland—igat 1 do not wish to ses them re-
cognised by law in this Colony. If they are racognised here
I fear the samo results will follow that have been produced in
other countries. I hopa this will not be the case, but it will
have that tendency. His houor thinks that Roman Catholies
are going to infringo on the rights of Protestants, but I have
not heard any proof that they are doing so.  If it were their
intention, I would be as desirous to preserve the constitu-
tional rights of Protestants as any person in the community.
I will support the amendment,

Hon. Mr. GOFF.—Some of your honors make a great
ado about this Bill, but I cannot sce why you should do so.
The most numerous part of the inbabitants are Protestants,
and this Bill is of great Importance to thewm. They have
orgunized themselves into lodges, and they have shown their
object to be good, and that no man who is uot a christian
and a good member of society, can be admitted into their
association, They are sworn to be loyal—to support the
coustitution, and to maintain the law. They ask foran Act
of incorporation to enable them to hold property. They
merely wish to be put on the same footing as other socities
which are obtaining similar Acts every day, and I caunot
see on what grounds your honors can refuse their fequest.
It is said that that the name of  Orange,” by which thie
gociety is known, is offensive to Roman Catholies, but that

| i3 no cause for altering the name, for it has, to all true Protes-

tants, a happy association with that of King William the
Third, the defender of the rights and liberties of a Protest-
ant nation, and we, as Protestants, are bound to uphold the
rights and liberties we enjoy. We ask for no favour from
It is true they are our
fellow subjeets, and they call themselves leyal, but it is a
mockery on ihe term. Taey cznuot be loyal to a Protestant
nation, or to a Protesant Queen. They have never failed to
show their disloyalty whenever an occasion offered.  What
was their conduct during the Crimeaa war ?  Did not their
press exult when Eogland was in difficulty ? Did they not
mourn when England rejoiced Had they pity or compas-
sion for the wives or children murdered in #he Indian
Muting 2 No! The British army is the Crimea was, by
onelof them oa'the floor of the House of Assembly designated
as “ midnight assassins.’’ The sympathy of the many has
been with the Russian and with the Scpoy, and why should
we be calied upon to consult their feelipgs in this respeet ?
How did the Roman Catholic party act so recently in Hyde
Park and in Berkenhead ? What has been their conduct
in Ireland on the cecasion of the marriage of His Royal
Highuess the Prince of Wales ¢ Did they not show their
disloyalty by their riots in Cork and Dublin, and in their
refusing to join with the nation in the general rejoicing ? If
they have thus shown themseclves dieloyal to the head of the

itish nation, what right bave they to our confidence as

Protestants 2 Some of your honors scem to be alarmed that

this Orange society will be the cause of discord and strife, but
I think it will bave the contrary effect, It will insure the
pe;ce of the country and the maiutenance of law and good
order.

The question was then put on the amendment, and the
House divided :

CovteNts — Hon., Messrs. Walker, Dingwell, Lord and
MeDonald—4.

Novx—coxtents—Hon. Messrs. Attorney General, Ander-
son, Yeo, Ramsey, McLaren, Goff, Beer and Henderson—38,

So it passed in the negative.

Ion. Mr. McDONALD. — His honor who spoke last
brought a general charge of disloyalty against Roman Ca-
tholics. I deny that they are disloyal. Wherever the
British arms have been carried, there Roman Catholics were
found fighting side by side with Pratesiauts for their Sove-
reign and their country. If one or two were disioyal, should
that be a ground to bring a gerveral charge of disloyalty
against the whole Catholic body? Persons professing the
Roman Catholic faith bave been as loyal and true to their
Sovereign as any others, aud it is a direct insult to say that
they are not. I am just as loyal to my Queen and country
as I could be if I were a Protestant. I have sworn as sia-
cercly to be faithful and true to my Sovercign as I could do
if I were a Protestant. 1t is unjust and ungencrous to
make such aseertions,

Hon. Mr. GOFF.—1I only stated facts which can be
proved.

Hon. Mr. McDONALDP--If one or two Roman Catholic
mewbers opposed the grant to the patriotic fund there were
other Catholics who sepported it, and should that be any
reason for bringing a general charge of disloyalty against
the whole body 2 Or should the ecircumstance of a riot
being created in Ireland on the occasion of the Prince’s
marriage be the ground for 2 charge against the whole Ca-
tholic Chureh ?  There are as many Rowan Catholies in the
Army and Navy of Great Britain, in proportion to their
nnwbers, as of any other Church. I feel furc that Roman
Catholics are just as loyal as any other body of men. No
doubt there are exeeptions among Roman Catholics, and
awong Protestants as well. I must protest against this
general charge of disloyalty.

The question wae thea put on the original motion, and the
House divided :

Coxrexts—ITon. Messrs. Attorney General, Yeo, Ander-
son, Mclaren, Ramsay, Beer, Goff and Henderson —8.

Nox-contexts—Hon, Messrs. Walker, McDonald, Ding-
well and Lord—4,

So it passed in the aflirmative.

The Bill was thea read the third time and passed.

House adjourned.

Sarurpsy, April 11,

The Committee of privileges and elections was resumed,
and the principa! part of the forenoon was occupied in sum-
ing up the votes that were scrutinized and considered by the
Committee. It was found that 43 votes polled for Mr. Me-
Douald were insufficicot in law, or otherwise illegally co-
tered on the poll books, which number eubtracted from 490,
the whole number polled for Mr. MeDonald, would leave
447. Of Mr. McGowan's votes 19 were found to be illegal,
which number substracted from 4066, the number polled for
Mr. McGowan, leaves 447 ; thus leaving the numoer for
each candidate the same.

The House was then resumed and progress reported.

Hon. Mr. Beer presented a petition of the Shareholders
of the Bank of Prince Eiward Island, praying the House to
assent to the Biil to continue and amcond the Act to iucor-
porate the said DBank.

House adjourved.

ArreexooN SrTTING.

A message was brought from the House of Assembly by
the Hon. Mr. Hensley with a Bl to incorporate the Union
Bank of Prince Blward Island.

The Bill to continue and amend the Act to incorporate
the Bink of Prince Eiward Island was read the second
time and committed to a eswrmittee of the whole Ilouse.
Hon. Mr, Beer in the chair,

|  Hon. Mr. McDONALD. — It a that the share-
' !:oldcrs of the Bank bad power um!er the former Act to
increase their stoek from £30,000 to £60,000 at any time
| within seven years from the passing of the Aet, but they
| neglected to do so. And it appears somewhat singular that
| just at the time when a new Bank is about being established
they should ask for the privilege of extending their stook.

It appears to me that their object is to prevent the othar
Bauk from going into operation. The Directors deny thet
| such is their object, and I sec a large number of the share-
holders have signed the petition to have the privilege ex-
tended.. I am a shareholder myself to a small extent, but I
do pot know that this Bill is necessary. 1 do not know that
they have ever yet used tho amount of their funds, or had
the amount of notes they were allowed to issue, in cireula-
tion at any one time. do not thiok it would be any ad-
vantago to the sharcholders to have their capital increased,
but rather a disadvantage, thongh the petitioners take a dif-
ferent view of the matter. I am of opinion that by inereas-
ing the capital, and thercby throwing & large number f
shares into the market, the profiis to the present sharoholders
will be lessened. If such a [iill shoald be reqaired at some
;utmilo time, and I have the konor of a eeat in this House,

will support it, bat I do not feeldisposed to do #0 at present.

Hon_. the PRESIDENT—I do not goc kow this Biil is to
be a disadvantage to the stockholders Iy, thongh it is
possible that by giving greater competition to the comutry it
might not be an advantage {o the small stockholders.
petition is pumerously signed by the stockholders, and surely
thoy would not ask for a Bill that would be a disadva
to them. Necither do T see how the passing of this Bill will
interfere with the establishment of ansther Bank.,

Hon. Mr. LORD.— [ do not rise to oppose the Bill,
though I must eay that I am not exactly favorable to it.
It is my belicl that we would not see this Bill, or a petition
for it, if it were not in contemplation to establish another
Bank.  And what is their reason for applying for this Aect ?
Thoy have never been straitened for want of means. Noe
pud they ever, I believe, mora than 50 per eent of the amount
in circulation which they are allowed to have by the pre-
seut Act, I have hoard a roason stated, and I believe
there is somo foundation for it, which is, that they want to
keep a monopoly, and bave the whole management of the
monetary affairs of this Colony. It is ouly a short time
sivee the Aunual meeting of the Directors took place, and
wo hoard nothing about an inereass of their stock then.
Before they conld increase their stock they mast have the
consent of a majority of the shareholders; bat here is &
petition with the names of persons who are on the othee
side of the Atlantio, and who hold a large namher of shares.
Of course it was compotent for their Proxies to sign the
petition on their behalf, but still it is not the same as if
they signed it themsolves. I am a shareholder in the pre-
sent Bank to 2 small extent, and I will also take some
shares in tho ncw Bank, for I think there is a neoessity for
another Bank in this [sland. We know that some thou-
sands of pounds worth of good paper has been refused at the
present Bank, not because the scourity wae not good, but
because they did not wish to have 2 larger amount of mone
in circelation. I do not say that they arc blamable for that,
but the public should have accommodation when they
require it.

ion. Mr. YEO.—I am a shareholder in the Bank to some
extent, and I think their business requires an extension of
their capital. Ilis honor who spoke last objected to the peti-
tion on the ground that eome of the petitionera were not here,
but what signifies that; their proxios have power to act for
them, and that is sufficient.

Hon. Mr. ANDERSON. —I am not a shareholder, and
therefore am not personally interested in the matter ; but as
those persons holding a majority of the shares have petitioned
for an Act to enable them to extend their business, I do not
know why we should refuse it.

Houn. ATTORNEY GENERAL.—The only thing we shoald
consider is, whether it is an advantage to she public. It is
the rublic interest that wo should view. No doubt Bill
would be an advantage to the shareholdors, or they would nos
ask for it. The Act of 1853 gave the Bank a oharter for 20
years, and during the first seven years they had the power of
doubling their capital. That time hasnow ohrud. and they
have not availed themselves of the privilege. It now becomes
a question whether it is politic to enabie this particular Bank
to double its capital, or stock, and extend the durationjof ite
charter, when it may interfere with other Banke. If
ncral interests of ¢he community require the establishment of
apather Bank, we should not give privileges to any one com-
pany which would prevent another Bank from going into
operation. It is true, there may not be anything in this Bill
itself to prevent another Bank from being organized ; but
still T am confident that if we grant the privi to the pre-
sent Bank which are contemplated by this Bill, it will post-
pone the operations of another for many years. At the time
the present Bunk went into operation it” was sufficient for the
requirements of the community, bat owing to the increase of
mercantile business since that time, a second Bank is required
to afford that necessary accommodation which may be called
for. And is it just or reasonable that we should all the
power in the hands of one Company ? Would it not be taki
more just and liberal views of legislation to keep the ﬁo‘:ﬁ
open for another? 'THe present Bank has been a great advan-
tage to Ih: comTunity. They have always conducted them-
selves, as far as | am aware, in a very accommodati anner
and hnv; x(:lﬂ’ordod n:lll tkho facilities th’n were in tbo?r‘. er to
give. 0 not think any person is disposed to
with them. Bat we know’tlut Banks, by a ] in::.?: tl:;
their powers, become very influential ; and if, by illiberal or
narrow-minded legislation, we provent anotborb{m coming
into cxistence, it is equal to granting & monopoly to one
which may afterwards be found to operate with great incon.
venience and prove injurious to the general interosts of the
community. I have no shares in the one Bank, nor do I in-
tend to take any in the other. I am, therefore, in & position
to give an impartial vote, and I do not feel inclined at present
to support this Bill. 1 would like to see two Banks in
ation in this Island, and when one Banking Company is call-
inf for power to double their capital it shows that thero is a
field for another, and I would be disposed to divide the privi-
leges between them. That is the only way to secure fair and
reasonable accommmodation. If the present Bank can get a
mwonopoly, and prevent others from coming into operation, is
will be likely always to romain so. Looking at the petitions
1 wee they are signed by a large proportion of the share-
holders ; but they see that it is vastly for their interest to
have power to double their eapi‘al, an tlley wish to seize the
opportunity to have a mouogo y,and that 18 the point which
we, as guardiane of the lic interests, should weigh care-
fully, seeing that we ought to liold the scales even. 'gm is
no immediate necessity for this Bill, as they are yet a
way from the end of their term granted ; and I do not fe
disposed to sanction it till 1 sce if the other Bank go into
operation.  Their capital was found saflicient for the last
year, and I presume that it will for the next. If in the
mean time tho other Bank should go into operation good and
well ; ifwot, I will be prepared to support this Bul at a fu-
ture time, if I have a scat in this Hoose.

Lion. the PRESIDENT.—I cannct see how it will interfore
with another Bank, or prevent it from going into operation.

Houn. Mr. WALKER.—It would absorbe capital which
would otherwise be taken by the new Bauk. 1 am a share-
holder toa emall cxtent, and I have some knowledge of the
accomodation aflorded by the Bank. There was a general
meeting of the shareholders last Mareh, and why was no move-
ment made then about extending their capital? We hayve o
petition before us with the nawes of persons thereto, who hold
a majority of the shares, but there is not & majority of the
names of persons who hold shares. The Bank bas done well ;
but still, if this Bill would be the means of preventing the
new Bank from going into operation I would opposa it.

Hon. Mr. DINGWELL.—I have no objection to tho work

ing of the present Bank ; but at this present time there is a
prospect of another going into operation, I d@not think it js
right to do anything that would eripple it. When to
double the capital of the present Bank is asked for, it js plain

roof that another is required. 1t is well known

gouml', requires two B:a’k-. otherwise there is an —
atiorded to movopoliss. There is a petition befors thy. o)
for this Bill, but there is also a counter petition. We cannot
be guided altogether by the wishes of the petitioners, wo must
consult the gemeral interests of the country ; and though
have nothing to say Alpinlt the present Bank, yet I think it
would be mﬁbcdpo icy to pass this Bill at the present time.

Hon. Mr. RAMSAY.ZLagree with his bonor the Attorney
Go-e-lthltnihddlo" ate for the m&
the country, and not for any ular ﬁ:'t"' B
ng regu

—

If the interests of the cou hum
eapital of the Bank, how aro we to refuse it? And
if the new banking compan- get what ask for, what
will they have to inof ? gbequlﬁ:%‘h'.'h!b.
will the increase of the capital of the present Bauk interfore
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