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THE ABOLITION BILL.

whatever to the point.
Itwas the duty of Government and its supporters to

establish their position byshowing that the failure ofsome
of the Provincial Governments arose from their inherent
defects,andnot from the action of the central Government
itself,,and byproving that their proposed substitute was
not only a remedy but the proper remedy. Provincialism
is inpossession,and in argument,as in law,possession is
nine points. But so far from succeedingindoing this,not
one on the Governmentbenches wasable to clear the Cen-
tral Government of the guiltof renderingcertainProvincial
Governments inefficient. And as to the Abolition Bill
itself,itproposed to effect nothing but destruction. The
Government seems tohave no policy as to the future, they
do notknow what is to take the place of ProvincialInsti-
tutions. The task of doing this is to be relegated to anew
Parliament. All they seemcapable of effecting atpresent,
is to reduce the institutions of the provinces to aheap of
ruins ; others may, if they can, combine these and build
them into a beautiful and harmonious political machine.
Thisis the strangest mode of proceeding imaginable. The
institutions of the country are tobe pulled topieces, and
no oneknows what is to take their place! It is the policy
ofchildren whose greatest delight is to smash their toy*
through wantonnessoridle curiosity.

He must be a comical statesman indeed,who can delude
himself so far as to imagine that the people of Otago and
Auckland will long endure Government centralised in
Wellington. So long as these provinces had local govenn-
rnent and Provincial Councils, the Central Government at
Wellington might possibly have been tolerated; thoughit
is very doubtful if their patience would not have been very
soon wearied ; but a very few yea^s of Centralism will,
most probably,cause Buch an agitation either for uepara-
tion or the removal of the seat of Government,,as New
Zealand has not yet experienced. These provinces will
not,and cannot,consistently with their own interests,long
submit to the state of things that the Abolition Bill will
bring about. ThisBill has not beenwisely drawn,nor has
itbeen well considered, and it is most unwise to proceed
further with it. Let these gentlemen who are so des-
perately enamoured of Centralism,which experience provei
has always led to despotism, mature aplan and then con-
sult the constituencies. But if they press the present
measure, and pass it into law,theconsequence will be, that
at the generalelections the cry will be the repealof thin
obnoxiousmeasure.

This Billhas been read a second time by a considerable
majority,after a yeryprolonged debate. Thelargemajority
in its favor,after the many able speeches made inopposi-
tion to it,is truly astonishing. This "Hill abolishes local
self-government, and establishes a system of centralism,
whichamounts todespotism. Thereare someeither sosilly
or so Btupid as to imagine that despotism and representa-
tive institutions cannot co-exist. But a greater delusion
there cannotbe. A majority is as capable of tyranny as
an individual or an oligarchy. The history of the past, as
well as contemporary history, affords innumerable proofs
of this. But it is unnecessary to go beyondthe precincts
of our own House of Representatives for an instance in
point. "What is the fact ? Is it not true, that a tyrant
majority there, at present, has determined to force the
AbolitionBill throughParliament indefiance of thereason-
able request of the minority of members and of tens of
thousands throughout the country, that the measureshould
be submitted to the constituencies;andin contempt of the
serious doubts that exist as to the power of theLegislature
-to pass it? Why, the veriest despot would not dare to
enact a law under such circumstances. But majorities in
Parliament care for nothing but their majority, which is
their suprema lex.

That this is strikingly, illustrated in the present
instance is patent to every reader of Hansard. On laying
down this book, which contains anauthorised report of thespeeches delivered in Parliament, we could not help ex-
claiming, " The title of the Bill is a misnomer,it should
have been intituled 'The Provinces Spoliation Bill.'" It
despoils iho people of control over their own affairs, and
transfers it to men ignorant of them, and as Mr. Reid
proved to demonstration,itplundersOtago to an enormous"

extent. We looked in vain through the argumentsof its
support::-^ for grounds to justifyits introduction,whilst on
the other- hand, the apeeches of its opponents, such for
example r.oMessrs.Eeib,Eolleston,Reeves,Macandeew,
and Stout abounded "in strong arguments against it.
These were thespeeches of practicalmenand able adminis-
trator^ ; ..'hilst that of Sir GteoegeGeet was thespeechof
a high-minded, chivalrous,able and experiencedstatesman.

The newspapers told us that Mr. Stafford delivered
an eloquent and able oration in support of the Bill;and
his previous advocacy of such a measure, united with his
undoubted ability and great experience .as a Colonial
Minister,led us to expect that such wouldbe the character
of his speech. "When we received a copy of 'Hansard' we
eagerly read his speech,but we are forced toconfess that
we experienced a great disappointment. We were unable
to find in it a single reason why this Bill should become
law. In ourmind,amongst all thebad speechesof Govern-
ment supporters,Mr. Stafford's was decidedly oneof the
worst,in an augumentative point of view. It cannot be
denied that it was eloquent,and that it gives evidence of
considerable readingand a commendable) knowledge of-the
history of Greece,but as an argument for depriving thepeople of Otago,for example,of their institutions,it is alamentable failure. la our judgment it contains nothing

PROVINCIALISM VERSUS ABOLITION.
If everan appeal to the people waa answered in amost unmis~
takeablemanner, it was at the meetingheldonTuesdayevening
last,to consider the actionof the Government inits proposedcon-
stitutionalchanges. Themeeting waaadvertised tobeheldat the
Athenaeum, but long before the time appointed, the number
assembledwasso great, thatit was -wisely determinedtheproceed-
ings should takeplacein theDrillShed. Although therequisition
to his Worship had been signed by gentlemen known to have
opinionsadverse to the Government, tlipre was a largeproportion
of thoseholdingdifferent views,not on>yihtjmij;0*- t*>a vneeting,btiti
also ontheplatform. Indeedto such, an extentdid theymuster,
and so quickly did abolitionist follow abolitionist, thatit seemed
more thanprobable that the time and opportunity tobeallowed
to those by whom the meeting was called would have beenbut
small. Muchvaluabletimewas wastedby thepersistentconductof
a coupleof well-knownopen-air spouters who, in defiance of the
Chairman continuedto hold forth to the meeting mid a torrent
of yells andhisses. Mr.RobertGillies was the firßt speakerwho
rose to defendthequestionof Abolition,and in bo doing he strove
to influence thejmeeting by quotinga passagefrom the speech of
Mr.Macandrew. Thepassage read by Mr.Gillies certainlybore.
outthe assertionthat the Superintendent of Otagoconsideredth«
existenceof Provincialismin the futureundesirable,but although.
that gentlemandidnot state anything whichwas notutteredby
the memberfor Port Chalmers,by hissuppression ofwhatqualified
theparticular portionquoted,he wasguilty of manifestunfairness
inplacing falseissuesbefore themeeting. He thenmoved"That
the thanks of thismeeting beaccorded the representativesof the
city for their supportof the Governmenton thequestionofAboli-
tion."— Mr.,FishfollowedMr. Gillies,butasheevidently was not
equalto entertaining themeeting, through the effectsof acold,htt
wiselycontented himself with seconding the motion.

—
Mr.Grant

followedsuit,and in a trenchant manner denounced thecorrup-
tionof politicians and legislators,both Provincial and General.
The otherspeakerson the same side wereMr.Thomas Birch,and
Mr.R.H.Leary,bothof whomspokeinacalm, temperatetone,and
hadthey any arguments to produce,their wordsmighthavecarried
much weight. WhenMr.Hooper attemptedto-addresathemeet-
ing,althoughhishadbeenone of the firstnamesappended to the
requisitionasking the meeting to be convened,the"friends" of
the Government, whooccupied the front rows created such am
unseemly tumult, thatindeferenceto therequestof theCaairaw»,
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