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NEW ZEALAND TABLET.

[Friday, September 3, 1875.

NOTICE TO SUBSCRIBERS,

SUBSGRIBERS removing from one part of the Colony to another,

will please notify tho same by letter, and thereby save them-
selves and us unnecessary trouble and expence

It is requested that any irregularity in the delivery of THE
TABLET be notified to the Manager, so that means may be taken to
rectify the mistake.

‘We must request those persons whose subscriptions are overdus,
to remit Post Office Order for amount,  All cheques and Post Office
Orders to be made payable to Joun Duxear, Manager, TABLET
Office, Dunedin. .

NOTICE TO CORRESPONDENT.
e —
, " Hmrrnicus.”—XYour letter received too late; will appear
nex$ issue.

BIRTH.

Pugron—On the 19th inat, at St. Bathan's, the wife of Mr. George
Purton, of & =on.

Pew Zealand Tablet,

Frar JusriTia,

FRIDAY, SEPTEMER 8, 1875,

THE ABOLITION BILL.

N —— e
Tuis Bill has been read a second time by a considerable
majority, after a very prolonged debate. The large majority
in its tavor, after the many able epeeches made in opposi-
tion to it, is truly astonishing. This il abolishes local
self-government, and establishes a system of ecentralism,
which amounts to despotism. There are some either so silly
or so stupid as to imagine that despotismn and representa-
tive institutions cannot co-exist. But a greater delusion
there caunot be. A majority is as capable of tyranny as
an individual or an oligarchy. Tke history of the past, as
well ag conlemporary history, affords innumerable proofs
of this. But it is unnecessary to go beyond the preéincts
of our own House of Representatives for an instance in
point. What is the fact? Is it nob true, that a tyrant
majority there, ab present, has determined to force the
Abolition Bill througb Parliament in defiance of the reason-
able request of the minorvity of members and of tens of
thousands throughout the country, that the measure should
be submitted to the constituencies; and in contempt of the
serious doubts that exist as to the power of the Legislature
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 an anthorised report of the
speeches delivered in Parliament, we could ot help ex-
claiming, “ The title of the Bill is a misnomer, it should
have been intituled ‘The Provinces Spoliation Bill'” It
despoils the people of control over their own affairs, and
transfers it to men ignorant of them, and as Mr. Rem
proved to demonstration,it plunders Otago to an enormous
“extent. We looked in vain through the arguments of its
supporicre for grounds to justify its introduetion, whilst on
the othwr hand, the speeches of its opponents, such for
example oo Messrs. Rem, Roruestor, REEvEs, Micanprew,
and Srour abounded-in slrong arguments against it.
Thesc were the speeches of practical men and able adminis-
tratore; ~hilst that of Sir GEoro: Guey was the speech of
a high-min:led, chivalrous, able and experienced statesman,

The newspapers told us that Mr. Srarronrp delivered
an eloquent and able oration in support of the Bill; and
his previous advocacy of such o measure, united with his
undoubted ability and great experience as a Colonial
Minister, led us fo expect that such would be the character
of his speech. "When we received a copy of  Hansard’ we
eagerly read his speech, but we are forced to confess that
we experienced a great disappeintment. We were unable
to find in it o single reason why this Bill should become
law. In our mind, amongstall the bad speeches of Govern-
ment supporters, Mr. STArForD's was decidedly one of the
worst, in an augumentative point of view. It cannot Le
denied that it was eloquent, and that it gives evidence of
considerable reading and a commendable knowledge of-the
history of Greece, but as an argument for depriving the
feople of Otago, for example, of their institutions, it is a
amentable fuillure. In our judgment it contains nothing

whatever to the point.

It was the duty of Government and its supporters to
establish their position by showing that the failure of some
of the Provincial Governments arose from their inherent
defects, and not from the action of the central Government
itself, and by proving that their proposed substitute was
not only a remedy but the proper remedy. Provincialism
is in possession, and in argument, 88 in law, possession is
nine points. But so far from succeeding in doing this, not
one on the Government benches was able to clear the Cen-
tral Government of the guilt of rendering certain Provincial
Governments inefficient. And as to the Abolition Bill
itself, it proposed to effect notling but destruction. The
Government seems to have no policy as to the future, they
do not know what is to take the place of Provincial Insti.
tutions. The task of doing this i3 to be relegated to a new
Parliament. All they seem capable of effecting at present,
is to reduce the institutions of the provinces to a heap of
ruins; others may, if they ean, combine these and build
them into a beautiful and harmonious political machine.
This is the strangest mode of proceeding imaginable. The
institutions of the country are to be pulled o pieces, and
no one knows what is to take their place! It i3 the poliey -
of children whose greatest delight is to smash their toys
through wantonuness or idle curlosity.

He must be a comical statesman indeed, who ean delude
himself so far as to imagine that the people of Otago and
Auckland will Jong endure Government centralised o
Wellington. So long as these provinces had local govenn-
ment and Provincial Couneils, the Central Government at
Wellington might possibly have been tolerated; though it
is very doubtful if their patience would not have been very
soon wearied ; but a very few years of Centralism will,
most probably, cause such an agitation either for separa-
tion or the removal of the ssat of Government, as New
Zealand has not yet experienced. These provinces will
not, and esunot, consistently with their own interests, long
submit to the state of things that the Abolition Bill will
bring about. Fhis Bill has not been wisely drawn, nor has
it been well considered, and it is most unwise to proceed
further with it. Let these gentlemen who are so dee-
perately enamoured of Centralism, which experience proves
has always led to despotism, mature a plan and then con-
sult the constituencies. But if they press the present
measure, and pass it into law, the consequence will be, that
at the general elections the ery will be the repeal of thiw
obnoxious measure.

PROVINCIALISM VERSUS ABOLITION.

i o S——
Ir ever an appeal to the people was answered in a most unmis.
takeable manner, it was at the meeting held on Tuesday evening
last, to consider the sction of the Government in its proposed con-
stitutional changes. The meeting wos advertised to bo held at the
Athenmumn, but long befors the time appointed, the number
assembled was so grent, Lhat it was wisely determinod the proceed-
ings should take place in the Drill Shed. Although the requisition
to his Worship had been signed by gentlemen known to have
opinions adverse to the Government, there was u lavge proportion
of those holding different views, not oniy amnngsh tha meeting, bus
also on the platform. Indeed to such an extent did they muater,
and so quickly did abolitionist follow abolitionist, that it seemed
more than probable that the time and opportunity to be allowed
to those by whom the meeting was called -would have been buf
small. Much valuable time was wasted by the persistent conduct of
a couple of well-known cpen-air spouters who, in defiance of the
Chairman continued to hold forth to the meeting mid o toxrent
of yells and hisses. Mr. Robert Gillies was the first spenker wheo
rose to defend the question of Abelition, and in so doing he strove
to influence thejmeeting by quoting a passage from the speech of
Mx. Macandrew. The passage read by Mr. Gillies cartainly bore.
out the assertion that the Superintendent of Otego considered the
existence of Provincialism in the future undesirable, but although
that gentleman did not state anything which was not uttered by
the member for Port Chalmers, by his suppression of what qualified
the particular portion quoted, he was guilty of manifest unfairness
in placing false issues hefore the meeting, ¥e then moved * Thag
the thanks of this meeting be accorded the representatives of the
city for their support of the Government on the guestion of Aboli-
tion.”’—Mr. _Fish followed My, Gillies, but as he evidently was not
equal to entertaining the meeting, through the effects of & cold, he
wisely contented himself with seconding the motion.-—Mr. Grang
followed suit, and in o frenchant manuer denounced the corrup-
tion of politicians and legislators, both Provincial and General,
The other speakers on the same sde were Mr. Thomas Birch, and
Mz, B. H. Leary, both of whom spoke in a calm, temperate tone, and
had they any arguments to produce, their words might have carried
much weight. When M. Hooper attempted to address the mest-
ing, although his had been one of the first names appended to the
requisition acking the meeting to be convened, the  frienda" of
the Government, who occupied the front rows created nu‘eh an
upseemly tumult, that in deference to the request of the Chairman,



