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pose, the members had of course taken their cue from the Assemblies
in New England, out of which most of them had come. In the
lower House of Massachusetts and in the province at large a habit
was growing of regarding political questions less on their merits
than on their supposed bearing on provincial dignities. Appeals
were constantly made to abstract rights and privileges in the decision
of matters small in themselves, and the attitude of Massachusetts
men toward the Governor was becoming one of watchful suspicion.
In May of 1761 Governor Barnard adjured the Bostonians to
“give no attention to declamations tending to promote a suspicion
of the civil rights of the people being in danger.” “Such harangues
might suit well in the reigns of Charles and James, but in the time
. of the Georges they are groundless and unjust”. The plea was in
vain; the lower House of Massachusetts, under the leadership of
Otis, was soon to furnish a conspicuous example of the conduct
so complained of by the Governor. Such was the political model
of the New Englanders in the Nova Scotian Assembly of 1758-9.

Michael Francklin, cold to the rising nationalism of New
England, probably looked on this procedure with amusement and
some contempt. In political matters he was first of all an English-
man of the conservative type, assuming the unity of the Empire
as the primary article of his creed; at the same time he possessed
an adroitness and ability to persuade others not always found in
Englishmen of that type. He took it for granted that all parties
in the Empire had interests in common which outweighed differences;
and that when they differed, they did so from a variance of light
rather than of motive. In consequence, if he did not see eye to
eye with a Governor, he put away suspicion as long as he could,
and made no appeal to supposed rights. He would try reason and
personal influence; if he failed, he would take the case to superior
authorities; if still unsuccessful, he would endure the rebuff as
gracefully as possible, trusting that the future would prove him
right. Such were the principles on which he was to conddct his
struggles with Belcher and Legge; but they were too chilly to have
lasting influence on the popular imagination of New England in
the critical decade 1760-70. In addition, Francklin took a very
practical view of government, regarding an Assembly as an instru-
ment for the accomplishment of certain work, rather than a plat-
form for the enunciation of constitutional theories. Hence he
eschewed the New England practice of his time. He, of course,
taught no lessons in political philosophy; he preferred to find
solutions for immediate difficulties by conferences and committees
in which his ready wit and his powers of persuasion might operate
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to full advantage. Here he derived great benefit from the confi-
dence he had won in business among the very New Englanders
who might be most inclined to split constitutional hairs. By these
thoroughly practical methods he contributed much toward the
harmony of Governor, Council and House during the sittings of the
second Assembly. It is not unreasonable to assume that he used
his constantly increasing influence with the members of succeeding
Assemblies to discourage abstract claims and to direct discussions
toward the purely practical. During his period of power the tone
of high constitutional claim, becoming more strident in the New
England Assemblies, disappeared from that of Nova Scotia. It
would, of course, be incorrect to attribute such a change entirely
toone man. The dependence of the official class on parliamentary
grants and their expectation or enjoyment of government po-
sitions and contracts were powerful factors. But the difference,
shortly to appear, between the conduct of the official class in Georgia,
equally dependent financially, equally interested in positions and
contracts, and that of their compeers in Nova Scotia may well be
due to the influence with the last of the practical and able young
man of Dorset.

Francklin’s political and financial positions were now assured.
In the meantime he had found in Boston interests other than those
of business. In February, 1762, he married Susanna Boutineau,
daughter of a prominent merchant of Huguenot descent and
grand-daughter of the well-known Peter Faneuil. Thereafter he
lived in a house he had built on Buckingham Street, Halifax, which
is described as ‘“not grand but well arranged, having two reception
rooms tastefully decorated in colours by New York artists”. = His
first child, born in 1763, he named after the mother’s family, James
Boutineau Francklin. In this interval of good fortune in his
private affairs, he had become involved in his first political dif-
ficulty.




