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the conveyance of freight between the Western States and the
interior of this continent and Europe, via Montreal, to be called the
International Transportation Company.
Mr. HALL—From Mr. Boyd and others, for an Act to
incorporate a company to open up a line of water communication
by means of canals and water courses between the Georgian Bay
and the Bay of Quinte.
Mr. IRVING—For an Act respecting the financial affairs of the
Grand Trunk Railway Company, praying that an Act may pass
relating to their financial affairs and empowering them to manage a
system of superannuation and insurance beneficial to their
employees.
Mr. ROSS (Durham East)—From Geo. Dartnell and others, for
an Act to incorporate the London and Canada Bank.
Mr. PATERSON—From Messrs. Meyn, Woodgate and others
for an Act to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating
liquors in this Dominion.

RESIGNATIONS AND APPOINTMENTS
Right Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD asked if the leader of
the Government had any statement to make with regard to any
resignation or appointment that had been received or given. He had
no doubt the House and the country would receive with great
interest any explanations or communications the hon. gentleman
might think it right to make.
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said he had no objection to making the
statement the right hon. gentleman desired, but he thought the hon.
gentleman himself always desired that this statement should be
made after the important stage of the business, the Address, had
been disposed of.
Right Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: Very well, but my
hon. friend from Châteauguay (Hon. Mr. Holton) always insisted
most pertinaciously that I was wrong. I am glad to find I was
correct at the time.
Hon. Mr. HOLTON said the right hon. gentleman during his
term of office established a long line of precedents, some of which
he thought were vicious, but which were now binding upon the
House.
Right Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: Vice cannot be
binding. (Hear, hear, and laughter.)
Hon. Mr. HOLTON said he was surprised that the right hon.
gentleman should be one of the first to call in question one of his
own precedents—(Hear, hear, arid laughter)—which, as he had
said, he had maintained very pertinaciously against his (Hon.
Mr. Holton’s) pertinacious objections. (Hear, hear.)

THE ADDRESS
On the motion for the consideration of His Excellency’s Speech
at the opening of the session,

Mr. MOSS rose to move the Address in reply thereto, and was
received with loud cheers. In opening, he said he was aware that
special indulgence was always extended to the man who was
charged with the duty of moving the resolutions before the Elouse
upon this occasion. Ele claimed that indulgence, not alone on
account of his Parliamentary inexperience. Ele would endeavour
also to establish another and a special claim upon the forbearance of
the Elouse, and that was that he would be as brief as possible.
Before referring to the subjects naturally suggested by the Speech
from the Throne, he might be permitted to make an observation or
two upon the circumstances under which the third Parliament of the
Dominion of Canada was assembled. Its predecessor was unusually
short lived. That was scarcely a fate which would have been
predicted for it, even by those political soothsayers who pretended
to discern the cloud when no bigger than a man’s hand.
Elected at a time when, the question of Confederation having
been settled and placed on a firm basis, parties might have been
supposed to be well defined; elected, too, after a severe struggle at
the polls, it might have been expected that it would continue to
perform its functions to the end of its natural term of existence. The
influences which gave its particular political complexion to that
House had been already pretty well discussed upon the floor of
Parliament, but whatever these influences might have been, certain
it was, at any rate, that a large majority of the members were
returned as supporters of the right hon. gentleman then at the head
of tire Government.
A strong government always enjoyed a great advantage in
legislation, as well as in administration, because they were not
subject to tire temptation to consult selfish and individual interests
which was apt to beset a Government dependent upon a small
majority, and could fearlessly introduce measures from which a
weak Government would shrink.
Accordingly, it was supposed by those who took an interest in
public matters that it would fall to the lot of the late Government to
deal with many subjects of the highest importance. Such subjects
were urgently demanding that solution which wise legislation
offered. They were questions closely connected with the material
advancement and prosperity of this country. Some of them might
tend to the consolidation of our great Confederation. The want of
attention to some others might tend to interfere very seriously with
the consummation of its integrity. The Parliament and the
Government which could have met those questions and settled them
would have earned the gratitude of the people of this country and a
high place in its future history.
It was not tire fortune, however, of the late Parliament to
accomplish that task. It was, indeed, called upon to consider some
questions, and, notably, one of great importance to our national
well-being, and it might be that it would yet be remembered in
history in connection with that question; but most of its work it was
obliged to leave undone, and upon this House had descended the
high responsibility and the great privilege of dealing with those
matters. He thought he could say that great incentives were not
wanting to the members of this House to exertions in the direction
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indicated, and that there were strong personal and political reasons
for their being earnest in their attention to legislative duties they
would be called upon to discharge.
Tie believed this Elouse to be the result of the free choice of the
people. {Hear, hear.) A great national crisis had occurred; popular
feeling and sentiment were keenly alive to the importance of the
present and the coming time, and he believed they had made their
choice wisely and well. {Hear, hear. ) But there were other motives
which were not wanting to induce the members of this Elouse to
earnest exertion. The questions which would come before them for
consideration were such as might well be expected to tax to the
utmost the energies of any deliberative assembly.
Tie had heard a remark—and he would not have referred to it but
for the fact that it had already obtained considerable publicity—that
this Parliament was not to have the advantages which were
generally afforded to similar legislative bodies. Tie had heard it said
that the Government were not to be favoured with any active or
vigorous opposition. {Hear, hear.) Tie for one would extremely
regret were this the case. Tie would be very sorry indeed if it should
so happen that the country would not enjoy the benefit of the
ability, experience, and energy, out of office, as well as it had in
office, of his right hon. friend the member for Kingston (Right Eton.
Sir John A. Macdonald), and his hon. friends from Cumberland
(Eton. Mr. Tupper), Cardwell (Eton. Mr. Cameron), and
Northumberland, New Brunswick (Eton. Mr. Mitchell).
It would indeed be a misfortune if the Government did not enjoy
the advantage of criticism from such fair and candid critics. Tie
trusted the rumour was not correct, but if it were, it only the more
behoved the supporters of the Government to exercise an
independent, although friendly criticism towards the measure and
acts of the Administration. Tie trusted he might be at liberty to
indulge the hope that when the members of this Elouse were called
upon to give an account of their stewardship they might be able to
claim that they had achieved what was expected of their
predecessors, but what they had not been able to do, and that they
had contributed their part to the building up and consolidating of
our young Dominion. {Cheers.)
There was another phase of this Parliament which presented itself
to his mind. A new Government was meeting a new Elouse. It was
not necessary for the Administration to ask from Parliament a fair
and generous trial. Upon that question they had appealed to the
highest and most potent tribunal, the constituencies; and upon that
question the constituencies had pronounced. Far be it for him to
assume for himself to speak the sentiments or intentions of the
members of this Elouse; yet he ventured to assure the Ministry that
if they did, as they would do, their very best to administer the
affairs of the country with a single eye to the public welfare, with a
view to promoting the best interests of the people and not alone to
the retention of their places; if they exhibited that statesmanship
and sagacity which Canada had a right to expect from her foremost
men, they would receive the earnest support, sympathy, and co
operation of the Elouse of Commons. {Load cheers. ) Nay, he would
even promise them more; if their course was to be regulated by the
principles to which he had just referred, they would also be

supported by the good sense, public spirit, intelligence, and
patriotism of their fellow countrymen. {Loud cheers.)
Referring to the resolutions which were before the Elouse, he said
he thought they approached the consideration of them with a certain
advantage. The Premier (Eton. Mr. Mackenzie) had taken the
country into his confidence already with regard to his public
measures in a maimer which, so far as he knew, was unprecedented.
It was true that sometimes when a great national question was
stirring the public mind party leaders had been obliged to inform
the country of the special views they entertained upon that
particular question; but he knew of no other instance in the history
of our country when the Premier, on the eve of a general election,
had explained the details of the policy he intended to carry out.
Upon first looking at the Speech he perceived that there was in it
abundant matter for congratulation, but closer scrutiny disclosed
what he took to be a sharp sting in its tail. The Ministry had been
under the necessity of informing the Elouse that there was a deficit
in the finances of the country but he was glad to say the
responsibility did not he at their doors. {Cheers.) Much as they
might regret having to convey such information to the Elouse, there
was no reason for shirking the task, because the fault, if fault there
was, lay upon others, whose duty it was to explain to the Elouse and
the country the origin of that fault. Tie had some idea—imperfect it
might be—of how the mischief arose. It did not require much
financial skill to tell what the result of enormous expenditure which
this country had witnessed since Confederation must at last result
in. It would have required a very great increase indeed in the
revenue to prevent the deficit which many had for years predicted.
Unhappily deficits could only be met in one way—that was by
increased taxation and he supposed that increase of taxation meant
a re-adjustment of the tariff. Tie thought he had the authority of his
right hon. friend from Kingston (Right Eton. Sir John A.
Macdonald) saying that such adjustment was necessary. What the
nature of the re-adjustment ought to be it would be premature to
discuss till the policy of the Ministry was disclosed; but he hoped
and believed that the measure they would introduce on the subject
would be of such nature as to cause no uneasiness in commercial
circles. {Hear, hear.)
It was gratifying to learn, however, from this same paragraph of
the Speech, that the estimates were to be framed with as much
regard to economy as was consistent with the efficiency of the
public service. Tie believed the phrase was a little stereotyped, but
he relied upon this Administration to make it not a mere matter of
form, but a real matter of substance. {Hear, hear.) Tie ventured to
tell them that the people of this country were deeply interested in
the question of economy, and no Government could better win a
place in the esteem and respect of the people of this country than by
introducing and carrying out a system of rigid economy in the
administration of public affairs. Parsimony was not needed; the
people were perfectly willing to give a full share of their means
when they were assured that the money would be expended for
proper purposes.
Tie could well conceive the difficulty which the Government
must have in curbing an expenditure, the foundation for which had
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already been so deeply laid; but he trusted the present Ministers
would not only be equal to the task, but willing to apply themselves
with vigour to economising where economy might be possible.
Economy meant reduction of taxation, and the people of this
country were so heavily taxed now that they were prepared to
receive with thankfulness any reduction whatever.
Referring to the question of the election law, he said that
Ministers had promised at an early date to consider the state of the
law, with a view to its improvement and perfection as far as
possible. That measure, it appeared, they were to submit during the
present session. This also was a matter in which the people were
deeply interested. It was the duty of the Legislature not only to give
the franchise to all who were worthy of it, but also to secure its free
exercise by some well-considered system of secret voting. (Cheers.)
Tie had never himself been greatly enamoured with the ballot, in the
abstract considering that every public function was best performed
in the light of publicity. (Hear, hear, and cheers from the
Opposition benches.) Upon that subject he had no doubt; yet if
gentlemen thought that this expression of opinion upon his part
involved any doubt of the efficiency of the ballot they were never
more mistaken in their lives. (Loud cheers from the Government
benches. ) It might be that the ballot was a choice between two evils,
but he preferred that alternative which secured the free, unbiased,
unpurchased expression of the popular will. (Cheers.)
A certain American writer declared that freedom depended upon
representative institutions, and that they, in turn, depended upon the
ballot. To the latter portion of that opinion he did not subscribe to
the literal extent, but he did not know of any mode that could be
devised which would more effectually secure the free exercise of
the franchise, upon which our representative institutions really
depend, than the system of vote by ballot. To a great extent the
principle had already received a recognition at the hands of the
people of this country, inasmuch as it was already in operation in
the Province of New Brunswick. A ballot law had been enacted in
Ontario during the recent session and the matter had been discussed
and carried by a large majority during the first session of the last
Parliament.
Tie could conceive of no argument which could be supplied in
favour of the ballot with respect to an individual Province which
did not apply with equal force to the whole Dominion. The
sentimental argument that the system was sneaking, unmanly, and
un-British might be dismissed without lengthened notice, and he
would simply say in reply to it that he knew of nothing which could
be more unmanly or un-British than that which tended to keep from
voters the free exercise of the franchise. (Cheers.) The argument
that the franchise was a trust to be exercised by a limited portion of
the community for the benefit of the rest, no longer held good as a
reason for open voting, for the non-voting class was so small, and
necessarily so weak in political matters that they could not exercise
the slightest influence upon the voting class. The principle might be
treated as settled and the question before the Elouse would be
mainly one of detail.
Plow they could best secure perfect secrecy he took to be the
great desideratum, and he also understood that the system in force

in the United States did not provide for this. While he did not
pretend to suggest any plan which would ensure perfect secrecy, he
ventured to hope that Government would be successful in doing so,
as well as in providing a means of scrutiny, in case such were
afterwards required.
To prove that such a desirable end should be attained, he pointed
to the British Ballot Act, which was founded upon systems and
experience in Australia, Italy, Greece, France, and the United
States, the best portions of which were retained and the
objectionable features discarded. With the example thus set before
them, he hoped the Ministry would be able to frame a good
workable measure.
Too much, however, must not be expected of the ballot as a
preventative of bribery and corruption. Ele did not, himself, look
upon it as a panacea for all political wrongs. Ele did not suppose it
would entirely put an end to bribery, but it would go a considerable
length in that direction, inasmuch as it would place great difficulty
in the way of the trafficker in votes, and leave him no assurance
that he had bribed with effect. It would be still more potent with
regard to intimidation, and would almost, if not entirely, free the
voter from the influence exercised over him by his employer, his
landlord, Iris creditors, or any of those powers and combinations
formed for other purposes, but used for political ends also. It might
even weaken tire influence of party organizations, and relieve tire
voter from an allegiance against which his conscience rebelled, but
which he feared to renounce on account of tire claim to which it
would subject him amongst old political associates. All classes
would be freed from temptation, and the poorer portion of tire
electors from coercion and intimidation.
With regard to Controverted Elections, he reverted in severe
terms to the way in which tire measure framed by the late
Government was drawn, and point to tire fact that grave doubts
were expressed by the highest authorities before the Courts as to
whether, according to the terms of the Act, such and such classes of
acts were really to be deemed corruption sufficient to make the
election void. Ele trusted this state of things would not be permitted
to remain and that a measure would be introduced which would
render it criminal either to accept or give a bribe. (Cheers.)
With regard to the establishment of a Supreme Court, he said it
was a matter of very great difficulty, and one which must be
approached very delicately; and he had never thought there was
much reason for assailing the late Minister of Justice (Right Eton.
Sir John A. Macdonald) for the deliberation with which he
proceeded in that direction. Ele referred to the Act recently passed
by the Ontario Legislature for the creation of an independent
Provincial Court of Appeal, which would no longer make it
possible for a judge who had already engaged upon a case to act
with regard to it at a subsequent stage. Although the Bench of
Ontario had hitherto laboured under that disadvantage in respect to
appeals, he was proud that, notwithstanding the imperfections of the
system, so well satisfied had the people of the Province been that
the number of appeals to the Privy Council were wonderfully few,
and the number of judgments there reversed a unit. (Cheers.)
Whatever legislation was to be made in this Elouse would in all
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probability be framed without reference to the Provincial Act to
which he had just referred. Some portion of that scheme might,
therefore, be rendered unnecessary, and he reminded the Ministry
of the facts just recapitulated, in order that they might consider any
amendment which the changed circumstances necessitated. Tie
hoped, at all events, the proposition of the Government with
reference to this matter would be worthy of the Dominion of
Canada.
Tie next referred to the promised reform in the militia system,
paying a high tribute to the gallantry, patriotism and unselfishness
of the volunteer forces of the country, and said he held it was the
duty of the Government to encourage and assist them as fully as
possible. Tie hoped they would in their measure propose an increase
of pay to the militia, which had up to this time been wretchedly
paid for the amount of work performed. Tie felt quite confident that
Canada never expected her sons to tit themselves for her service
without proper compensation. (Cheers.) Tie combated the idea that
because our neighbours across the line were not inclined to be
troublesome, therefore, there was no necessity for a trained militia.
He thought there was no security like being well prepared, and he
advocated the maintenance of an effective force, if for no other
reason than to create amongst our people a spirit of nationality and
self-reliance. He confessed that he had a very strong sympathy with
the party which had recently been formed with the avowed purpose
of fostering this national spirit, denied that it had anything in its
constitution or purposes akin to “nativism” or “know-nothingism”,
and asserted they were equally willing to embrace in their ranks the
newly arrived immigrant and the native-born Canadian.
He was strongly opposed to any disturbance of our relations with
the mother country. Our people were very far from desiring
separation; and whether as a Colony or as a part of the Consolidated
Empire, it was their wish to form a portion of the group which
clustered round the august mother of nations. (Load cheers.)
Reverting to the promised amendment of the Insolvency Law, he
recited the ineffectual attempt of Lord Westbury to make a
satisfactory law, and declared it to be his own conviction that no
law upon the subject would be so which did not give a hundred
cents in the dollar to all creditors, and a free discharge to all
debtors. Tire present law had been declared to be a perfect system
of terrorism by creditors, and as creditors were always inclined to
be reasonable where failure had been the result of misfortune, he
advocated the enactment of a law of which the debtor would not be
permitted to take advantage unless he was able to convince two or
three of his creditors that his was a proper case for such protection
as the statute afforded.
With regard to the Pacific Railway, he said the policy of the
Government had already been fully explained to the country, and
would, no doubt, be more minutely entered into at the proper time
in the House. It would be the desire of the House, as he knew it was
the desire of the people of the Dominion, to extend to those who
were interested in this project the greatest measure of justice. Tire
House would, he had no doubt, be prepared to deal very liberally
with the question. (Hear, hear. )

He referred to the prospect of canal and harbour improvement,
making particular reference to the harbour of Montreal, which he
looked upon as being a benefit to the West as well as to the East,
and expenditure upon which, he assured the House, would not
excite the slightest jealousy in the West.
He was sure the House would hear of the negotiations for
widening our commercial relations with the United States with
much pleasure. Tire Government deserved the greatest credit for the
action they had taken, be the results what they might. He did not
pretend to know what were the prevailing views of American
statesmen upon this subject but he had been informed that the great
man whose loss the American people are now deploring was
strongly in its favour. He hoped there were many others actuated by
the same sentiment and that some arrangement which would be for
the advantage of both countries would be arrived at. Tire mere
renewal of the former treaty, he contended, would not satisfy the
people of this country, as there were certain raw products now
raised in Canada and exported, which were not included in its
provisions as not subject to the high tariff. Of course the negotiators
would take such additions to the products of Canada into
consideration.
He referred to the right which the former treaty gave to
Americans to make use of the St. Lawrence and the canals leading
from the inland seas to the Atlantic for transportation purposes, and
to the necessity of deepening some of the canals in question. He
asserted that while the people had a strong desire to widen and
strengthen our commercial relations with the United States, there
was no wish to change our political connection with them. (Hear,
hear.) If reciprocity were the avenue to annexation, what Canadian
was there who would not at once reply “We do not want it.” (Loud
cheers.)
He had great faith in the future of the American Republic, but he
had greater faith in that of his own native land, Canada. (Loud
cheers.) He had no sympathy with those who would limit its history
to a short period of colonial dependence upon Great Britain and
then unite it with the Americans. (Loud cheers.) He believed that
this would yet be the home of a great people, attached to the mother
country in some way by the bonds of sympathy and affection and
while continuing in close commercial relations with the United
States, still preserving our identity, and advancing in prosperity
towards the perfect consolidation of our great Confederation.
He concluded by moving the Address in reply.
The hon. gentleman resumed his seat amidst loud cheers.
Mr. LAURIER who on rising was received with cheers,
seconded the resolution in French. Tire resolutions had been
proposed by the member for West Toronto (Mr. Moss) in an
eloquent speech, which had really expressed the feeling of the
country at large, and of the majority of the members of this House.
The position of Canada, both socially and politically, had vastly
improved. Under our Constitution we had the freedom, the
privilege, and the power of a great nation, while at the same time
we enjoyed all the advantages contingent on forming part of the
British Empire.
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Ele did not believe our Constitution could be replaced by another
as good. Some of them had been opposed to Confederation years
ago because they doubted if it could be properly worked, but the
moment they were defeated, in 1867, they set to work to make
Confederation a success. The French Canadian Liberal party were
not like the Liberals of France or the other nations of the continent
of Europe—(Hear, hear)—who were at any time ready by violence
to overturn existing Governments. They rather resembled the
Liberals of England, who for so many years worked and voted for
Reform, and by Constitutional means achieved the grand results
which they have today, From the moment the opponents of
Confederation in Canada were defeated they bowed before the
majesty of the law, and frankly and readily endeavoured to advance
the interests of the New Dominion to the best of their ability. This
was their programme; following out the principle of respect for
authority, and for the general good of the country.
Ele was happy to see that the first act of the Government which
had lately attained office was to give a portfolio to a representative
of the youngest member of the Confederation, and so carry out the
principle upon which it was established.
Our Constitution was founded upon the British Constitution—the
finest under which men ever lived. It assured to every man his
liberty, and enabled him to exercise his constitutional rights without
fear. There was nothing on this Continent to equal this great
Constitution; particularly was it fitted to unite citizens of different
races, nationalities and religions—a quality in which the United
States Constitution had signally failed. Today there was not a man
in Canada who did not support this great union, and so successful
had been the welding in one of the different Provinces that every
man of them was proud to be a Canadian—(Cheers)—while equally
proud to be a subject of the great British Empire. (Renewed cheers.)
If today there was a man among them who would seek or desire to
sever this union, he would be worthy of no place in a civilized
community.
Ele affirmed, without fear of contradiction, that we presented a
spectacle of civil and religious liberty not surpassed in the whole
world. We had none of those questions to trouble us which excited
the passions of the people and disorganized society in European
nations. By a singular coincidence, England had just passed through
a general election and witnessed the opening of a new Parliament
such as they were participating in today. There, however, a Liberal
Government had been overthrown, while here a Conservative
Administration had been defeated. In both cases the party in power
had been attempting to govern the people too much.
With these few general remarks he would set himself to discuss
the programs before the Elouse. Ele was happy to see that it was
proposed to improve our commercial facilities and increase our
industrial resources, and that amongst the measures promised, those
relating to commercial development occupied so prominent a place.
Political reform and the amendment of the Election Law, were also
promised. For a long time the Liberal party had demanded a
measure of reform, which was often refused; but the Liberal party
now in power was exerting itself to put in force those principles
which they had so long advocated in Opposition.

One of the principal reform in this direction was the
simultaneous holding of elections. According to the old system the
elections were arranged to suit political exigencies. The result was
corruption and violence. The law as it existed was very little better,
but fortunately the present Ministry had endeavoured to extract the
sting from it in this respect, and consequently he was happy to
believe that the present members were really the chosen of the
people. (Cheers.)
Tire Conservatives, both here and in England, had always
opposed the ballot, probably because they believed that the voice of
the people legitimately expressed would be adverse to them, and
also on the ground that it would result in the return of demagogues
to Parliament. Tire experience of the ballot in England, however,
had shown that demagogues had been rejected, and Conservatives
had met with greater success than they had anticipated. Tire present
contested election law was so defective that it would have to be
thoroughly overhauled. Tire constitution of the Court was so little
understood that today he believed a majority of the Judges were
uncertain whether they were acting constitutionally or not. It was
intended to define this part with greater clearness, and to enable the
provisions of the law to be carried out with greater clearness.
Ele preceded to allude to the establishment of a Supreme Court,
which, he contended, was necessary in order to pronounce on the
constitutionality of the laws which at present had to be submitted to
the law officers of the Crown in England for consideration. Another
important reform promised was in relation to the militia.
With regard to the Pacific Railway, it had been asserted the
present Liberal Government was far more liberal than the
Conservatives, but it would be found the desire to see a railway
constructed to the Pacific was quite as strong as that of their
predecessors. Our best railways had been constructed too much for
political reasons, and without due regard to the public interest or to
the necessary economy either in general expenditure or in relation
to the alignment. Tire Government, he contended, were pursuing the
proper course in relation to this matter. Ele referred to the American
Pacific Railways, in illustration of his point, and expressed the hope
that care and deliberation would be exercised in the construction of
our road.
Government also promised the enlargement of our harbours and
canals. The question had been before the country for some years,
but the work never has been vigorously prosecuted. Under the able
management of the present Minister of Public Works he had no
doubt this great work would be efficiently carried out. After paying
a tribute to the energy displayed by the Eton. Mr. Young in
connection with this matter and pointing out that in all such great
questions they must look not simply to the next few years but to the
great future, he came to the question of reciprocity, which he
strongly advocated, and which the people strongly approved of. Ele
hoped that the efforts of the Commissioner now at Washington
would meet with success.
Ele concluded by congratulating the Elouse and the country on the
character for energy, integrity and ability possessed by the present
Ministry, and by expressing his belief that the laws which they
would place upon the Statute Book would be beneficial to the
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country and satisfactory to every friend of progress. Ele concluded
with a brilliant peroration and resumed his seat amid applause.
On the motion to adopt the first paragraph of the Address,
Right Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD who was received
with cheers, offered his congratulations to the mover and seconder
on their first appearance in the House. With respect to the mover it
was only what he had expected from him. His great professional
ability and eloquence had given everyone reason to believe that, as
he widened his sphere of usefulness by entering the Legislative
Halls of the Dominion, he would exhibit the ability which he had
evinced in the Courts of Ontario. Those expectations had been
fulfilled. He could also congratulate the hon. seconder of the
Address, who, likewise, had brought with him a reputation for
eloquence, which he had fully justified.
At the same time he must compliment both gentlemen on their
performing the responsible duties, delegated to them in the able
maimer they had. With most of the remarks that had fallen from the
hon. mover of the Address he conceded, and where he happened to
have the misfortune of differing with him by and by he would find
that they were in more strict accord than they were at the present
moment.
He (Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald) cordially agreed with the
hon. gentleman’s utterances in favour of the continuance of, and a
perpetual connection between Canada and England. He had said he
did not believe in any severance of the ties existing, and took the
earliest opportunity of pronouncing against that veiled
Annexation—that—that Annexation in disguise—“Independence”
as it was commonly known.
He was glad to hear the hon. seconder of the Address say that
both our social and political bases were satisfactory, and to listen to
him compare the Liberal Party here with the Liberal Party in
England rallier than the so-named Party in France, and say that
under our present institutions we may look forward to the further
development and future prosperity of the country. He (Right Hon.
Sir John A. Macdonald) therefore most sincerely congratulated the
House, as well as the two hon. gentlemen, in the sentiments they
had enunciated so early in their political career in Canada. It looked
well for the future of Canada when they saw her young statesmen
on their first entrance into political life take a course so satisfactory
to the majority of the people of this country, satisfactory to the
majority of the representatives of the people, and certainly most
satisfactory to himself (Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald). His
hon. friend, the mover, had alluded to a rumour which he said had
reached him that there was to be no strong and vigorous Opposition
to be offered to the present Government during the present session.
That rumour, of course, had reached the hon. gentleman, but as yet
it had not reached here. (Laughter. )
Mr. MOSS: The right hon. gentleman does not read The Mail.
Right Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said well he might
perhaps sometimes read The Mail but that rumour had not yet
reached him. He had no doubt the Opposition would perform their
legitimate duty, but if the Opposition failed in their duty, if they
should be unaware of the responsibility thrown upon them, they had

great consolation in knowing that the hon. gentleman, the mover of
the Address, had thus early offered to supply their place. (Hear,
hear.) He was glad his hon. friend had given fair notice to Iris
friends on the Treasury benches that he would hold them to strict
account. Fault finding was the term that had been applied to the
duty of the Opposition, and, if they were unequal to that duty, the
onus of it would fall on the hon. member for West Toronto. He had
no doubt he (Mr. Moss) was sincere in his statement, and that he
would carry out with strict liberality that candid criticism which he
had told the Government would be exercised by him towards them.
The hon. gentleman made one remark to which he thought he
must take exception, and that was with regard to the approbation he
bestowed upon the leader of the Government, in having taken the
whole country into his confidence before the recent elections. He
(Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald) thought that was a great
political mistake, and that it was not unprecedented. It was not,
because Mr. Gladstone took the same course; and, if there was one
thing more than another for which he had received the censure of
constitutional men in England, it was for adopting that course, in
not appealing to the representatives of the people in Parliament, but
rather pleading to a plebiscite. It had been announced in England by
those who had followed Mr. Gladstone faithfully, and by
constitutional men who knew what the Constitution of England is,
that such a course is opposed to the very basis of parliamentary
legislation.
What was the consequence of such a course? Tire consequence
was this: a Minister, before he had an opportunity of consulting
Parliament—before he had an opportunity of exchanging opinion
with Parliament—before he had an opportunity of knowing what
the opinion of Parliament would be—announced his policy in
advance, and thereby tied his hands by pledging to the country that
policy without receiving any assistance, any information, or any aid
in maturing or forming the great measures which were for the
benefit of the country. This course was generally censured in
England, and he would tell his hon. friend that if he would carefully
scan the English press he would find that the Liberal press—and as
a matter of fact, the advanced Liberal press—were strongly
opposed to the course of the hon. gentleman, in having appealed to
the people directly, sowing broadcast to the people that which ought
to have been reserved for the decision of Parliament.
He (Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald) considered it was a very
grave breach of constitutional practice, and he hoped it would not
be considered a precedent to be followed in the future, but rallier as
an error to be avoided. It was Caesarism; it was Imperialism! They
all knew how anxious they were in France to divert discussion from
its legitimate channel by appealing to the people. Tire policy he had
been referring to was an attempt to overthrow the established
channel of legislation. Tire people were not prepared to discuss such
serious measures, not having the advantages for discussing them
freely as had Parliament, which was the only legitimate place where
such matters could be considered.
His hon. friend said, with regard to the paragraph respecting the
deficit, that the Government would deal with that with every
candour, inasmuch as they were not responsible for it. He (Right
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Eton. Sir John A. Macdonald) supposed they could not be
responsible for any deficit in the revenue. The expenditure that took
place during his Administration was such as could be justified, and
he thought, when the discussion came up, it would be justified. The
hon. gentleman said the only way of getting out of the difficulty
was by a re-adjustment of the tariff and increased taxation. There
were two ways which he afterwards indicated, one, was by
increased taxation, and the other by means of economy. Whether
the hon. gentleman opposite would change the deficiency into a
surplus by adopting an exclusive system of economy or a system of
increased taxation, or by an admixture of both the Elouse would
have to wait with patience to ascertain until they saw the financial
measure of the Minister of Finance.
Tie was inclined to agree with the hon. gentleman about the
Election Law. Elowever, he made one remark respecting the Ballot
Bill. Tie (Right Eton. Sir John A. Macdonald) was opposed to the
ballot on all the grounds the hon. gentleman had mentioned; but he
was opposed to it chiefly on the ground that whatever act a man
performed connected with the government of the country he should
be responsible for, and he could not be responsible if he kept his
voting secret from those whose opinions he valued—from the eyes
of his neighbours and the world.
Tie, however, thought with the hon. gentleman that the ballot was
almost certain to be adopted in this country. Tie felt, when he was
on the other side of the Elouse, and when this matter was up before
the last Parliament that, as it had been adopted by so Conservative a
country as England, they in Canada could not successfully resist
it—(Hear, hear)—and he had then stated that while he himself
reserved the right of voting against it, if the sense of the Elouse was
in favour of it, the Government would see that a clause for the
carrying out of a system of voting by ballot should be introduced in
the Election bill then before the Elouse.
Tie did not think the Ballot Bill would be successful in preventing
bribery or coercion, or violence. In England, where they had passed
a law, at the first general elections in cities, since passing there,
there had been more violence than for years and years. This law
would not be thought to put down or do away with violence. When
the blood of the people was up they will show it with the Ballot, so
long as human nature was human nature. The Ballot might,
however, do away with intimidation and undue influence.
Therefore, he thought, with the hon. mover of the address, that the
measure might be of great service. When voting was silent there
would not be that influence used by Provincial Governments and
Provincial officials over Dominion electors as had been shown to
have already taken place.
Elis hon. friend had also spoken of the Militia law, and his
sentiments agreed with his (Right Eton. Sir John A. Macdonald’s).
Tie believed they owed a debt of gratitude to the Militia as
constituted, and he was satisfied it was almost impossible, in
England or in Canada, to keep up a voluntary force at any fixed
rate. Tie believed that a number of the men who during the past few
years had been drilled, who had been members of our Militia force,
our embodied Militia force, and our volunteers had fallen out of the
ranks and were not actual members serving at this time; but they

had successfully acquired discipline, and at the call of the country
would be readily available for service. They would soon fall in to
their old companies or form new ones. Tie believed the Militia force
an effectual force, and he believed it might be improved. Tie had no
doubt, under the able administration of the present Minister of
Militia (Eton. Mr. Ross), it would readily assume new vitality and
efficiency, and become the admiration of the whole world.
The hon. gentleman had alluded to the Pacific Railway, and had
stated that the policy of the Government had been announced by the
Premier, and he presumed the same policy would be carried out.
With respect to that great undertaking, he (Right Eton. Sir John A.
Macdonald) would not anticipate what the calm deliberate policy of
the Government might be, as laid before the Elouse. Tie would not
be one to hold the hon. gentleman to the speech he had made, or to
any premature announcement of his policy on that subject. It was
one too grave to allow of a perfunctory discussion. Until they had
the advised policy of the Government laid before the Elouse, he
would deprecate any discussion in advance of the policy being laid
before them. Tire matter was one of the greatest moment. It
involved the future of Canada. It might involve the good faith of
Canada, and it might involve the disintegration of Canada; therefore
he hoped there would be no discussion upon this subject until the
hon. gentleman brought down and laid before the Elouse the
minutes and the principle of their general policy, and the maimer in
which they intended that policy should be carried out. Tie would say
for one that he would not hold the hon. gentleman to any utterances
he made at election time. Tie should hold the Government free to
lay before the Elouse their policy up to the last moment before they
would bring it down. (Hear, hear.) It was too grave a question for
them to hold the hon. gentleman to his statement to any extent. It
ought to be taken out of the run of party politics. (Hear, hear.)
With respect to the negotiations that had been opened at
Washington, he sincerely hoped they would be successful, and if
the Government succeeded in them they would deserve the
approbation of the country, and he for one would accord his
approbation and gratitude for that success. They did not yet know
exactly, and they could not yet know till the papers were sent down,
how these negotiations actually commenced. The general opinion
last Parliament was that Canada could not go so far as to ask for a
renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty without some humiliation, and it
was thought in Parliament and in the country at that time that any
renewal of the negotiations must come from the American people
themselves, a sense at the time existing that it would be for the
benefit of the United States.
Tie hoped, when the papers were brought down, they would not
show any undue eagerness or submissiveness on the part of the
Canadian Government to re-open their negotiations. The hon.
gentleman who had been sent down, they were informed and as
they knew, went there with very great advantages, and he had no
doubt he would use those advantages for the good of Canada—at
least he hoped so. Tie believed he would be earnestly anxious to
carry the negotiations to a successful issue. Tie hoped the
Government would reserve to themselves the full right of ratifying
any arrangement made by the hon. gentleman sent there. That hon.
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gentleman was a man of great power, and possessed a great deal of
earnestness, and beyond all he had a great desire for success. The
only danger he (Right Eton. Sir John A. Macdonald) anticipated
from that gentleman being deputed to negotiate with the United
States Government for a new Reciprocity Treaty was that, rallier
than he should return with his mission imperfect—rallier than return
with any want of success—he would yield too much of the interests
of Canada for the sake of gaining in some degree. Elis lion, friend
from West Toronto (Mr. Moss) had, however, thrown out a remark
which should discourage the negotiator at Washington because he
had stated that the late Reciprocity Treaty, even if they succeeded
in obtaining it, would not give satisfaction to the country, which
wanted something more—to be consulted in making any such
treaty. They could put in it whatever they thought proper, but there
were two sides to the question, and the negotiator of the
Government had not to think whether they could get all they wanted
but they were to get as much as possible.
Tie for one would be only too glad to see the old Reciprocity
Treaty restored. Tie had no hope that they would succeed in getting
the Reciprocity Treaty in its entirety. All would be agreeably
surprised if they did, and if the lion, gentleman made an
approximation to it he would be satisfied. If they could protect
certain interests and open up the market to others in any degree, it
would be so much to our benefit. They would not, however, scan
too closely the concessions that might be made, provided undue
concessions were not made on our side. To these remarks he would
simply add the hope that the negotiations might be successful, and
that the lion, gentleman might come back and mark his return to
political life by the great success of this treaty with the United
States.
Tie did not propose to discuss the various points in the Speech.
Most of the measures that were there had appeared in Speeches
from the Throne under his (Right Eton. Sir John A. Macdonald’s)
advice—the Election Bill, the Insolvency Bill, and other bills. If
any one who had been here a year ago and had just returned had
had this speech put in their hands, not knowing that the parties had
changed sides of the Elouse, he would have said, “This is the old
programme of the Government. (Hear, hear, and cheers.) This is
just the same speech I heard last year; there is nothing new in it.”
There certainly was little new in the speech, but what there was new
would have the additional novelty and charm of having the support
of both sides of the Elouse. (Cheers.)
Elis lion, friend the seconder of the reply to the Address said with
respect to the Supreme Court, that it was to be regretted that it had
not been established from the beginning of the constitution. If they
could have got such a satisfactory Court it would have been well.
That might be true if they could get a good Court, but he doubted if
it would treat constitutional questions in the sense he had indicated,
which was that the Supreme Court here should have the same
constitutional powers as the Supreme Court in the United States. Tie
believed the Supreme Court was a necessity, and that every day
showed the increasing necessity for it. It might be that late
legislation in Ontario might cause a remodelling of all that might be
prepared on that subject. They would wait with every patience for

the measure. It was a question surrounded with difficulties, and he
had never concealed that fact from the Elouse. Tie would give his
best consideration to any measure brought down and hoped that
they would have not only a good programme such as this was, but a
successful session. Tie did not intend to move any amendment.
(Hear, hear. Loud and continuous cheers.)
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said he was gratified to hear the
remarks of the leader of the Opposition, conceived as they had been
to a great extent in good taste and moderation; but some of them he
really thought were actuated by a less friendly feeling than
appeared. The right lion, gentleman referred at some length to the
plan of the Government for procuring enlarged commercial
relations with the United States, and he had seemed in this
connection to object to this mission, but especially to the
missionary.
Right Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: No, No
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the right lion, gentlemen had
warned them that they must not expect too much, and that the
gentleman who had been commissioned by Tier Majesty’s
Government at their request was one who was likely to show an
undue submissiveness in the quarter to which he had been sent.
Right Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: What I did say was
that the only danger might be that he would be too anxious for
success.
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the right lion, gentleman would
not feel angry with him, he supposed, if he said the former
negotiations at Washington were of such a nature as to lead up to
that supposition on his part. The course which he (Hon.
Mr. Mackenzie) had always taken in regard to our relations with
that Power were such as to justify him in believing that the country
would at least accept his statement when he said that nothing should
be done under this Administration which could in any way produce
any humiliation on the part of Canada or Great Britain. (Cheers.)
When this Government failed to obtain the establishment of such
relations as should be conducive at once to the honour and
prosperity of the country, they would leave the initiation and
completion of such negotiations to some other persons. He regretted
the remarks that had been made for this reason: he did not think it
wise to discuss that question at all here today.
Referring to the right lion, gentleman’s mission to Washington
some years ago, he said that he (Hon. Mr. Mackenzie) had not
ventured to discuss anything in this House in relation to it. He had
forborne even to assist an lion, gentleman who was then upon this
side of the House in making some resolutions which would have
operated as an obstruction to the right lion, gentleman in his
mission, and he asked the lion, member for Sherbrooke (Hon. Sir
A.T. Galt) to withdraw his resolution so that the right lion,
gentleman might proceed to Washington entirely unencumbered by
even a suggestion from Parliament.
That course he expected would have been followed with regard
to the action of the Government upon this occasion. They might be
successful and they might not, but whether successful or
unsuccessful when the circumstances became known to the country
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it would be seen that they had followed a course at once friendly to
their neighbours and dignified to themselves. The right hon.
gentleman had told them that there was nothing particularly new in
the programme, which he admitted to be a very good one on the
whole, and which he had promised to support.
Although he (Eton. Mr. Mackenzie) was obliged to him for the
support thus promised, and while he would accept with great
pleasure any suggestion for the improvement of any measure which
the Government might submit to the Elouse, he must say that the
right hon. gentleman was mistaken when he claimed the paternity
of the Election Bill. Tie (Eton. Mr. Mackenzie) had a very vivid
recollection of the opposition the right hon. gentleman gave this
Bill fourteen years ago in Parliament. Tie had a very strong
recollection of the opposition offered to most of the provisions of
this Bill in the Parliament before last, and although the right hon.
gentleman had introduced Election Bills, they were introduced, as
was the ballot resolution last year, in opposition to the right hon.
gentleman’s own views. In fact, he had only yielded to them
ultimately as an expression of the public opinion of the country.
That expression was chiefly promoted by hon. gentlemen now
sitting upon the Government side of the Elouse.
When the Government introduced a measure of this kind, they
did so, not as the offspring of the right hon. gentleman, but as the
fruit of their own labours, and chiefly in opposition to the right hon.
gentleman and the Government of which he was the head. (Cheers.)
Still, he accepted the statement of the right hon. gentleman as to his
ultimate conversion to the views of gentlemen upon this side of the
Elouse, and although that conversion was rallier tardy, and only
came when the measure was sure of acceptance, he was glad the
gentlemen led by the right hon. gentleman were prepared to accede
to the proposal of this side of the Elouse.
In reference to the question of representation in Parliament, he
(Eton. Mr. Mackenzie) ought first to have congratulated his hon.
friend from West Toronto (Mr. Moss) and his hon. friend from
Arthabaska (Mr. Laurier) but he would now say that during the time
he had sat in Parliament and listened to similar speeches, he did not
recollect an occasion when he had heard the gentlemen acquit
themselves so well as they had upon this occasion. (Cheers.)
Although both gentlemen sit, as a matter of course, on the
Ministerial side of the Elouse—at least, so far as the Ministerial
benches of the Elouse could hold them—everyone, he was sure,
would be pleased to welcome such an addition to the debating
power of the Elouse. (Hear, hear.) Tie was glad the remarks of both
gentlemen were of such a character as to elicit the approval of the
leader of the Opposition.
The right hon. gentleman had, however, been pleased to take
exception to the remarks of the hon. member for West Toronto on
the question of the ballot. One statement of the right hon. gentleman
was, he believed, incorrect: the rioting in England during the recent
election was not in connection with, or in consequences of, the
ballot; not at all indeed, in connection with the polling, except in
one trifling instance; but mere rioting promoted by the excitement
attending upon the election in some excitable districts. There could

be no doubt but the ballot would protect the freedom of electors,
and that was what was desired.
Tie (Eton. Mr. Mackenzie) had not hesitated to state formerly that
taking the two systems and comparing them, he would prefer open
voting, but, as he has stated last session, he believed that in a
populous country, containing large manufacturing establishments,
where there was a population which might be subjected to undue
pressure from employers, from large landed proprietors, or from
any other quarter, it was necessary that the ballot should be put into
operation in order to afford the voter the necessary protection, For
our large agricultural districts it did not matter as a general rule, he
thought, whether they had the ballot or not, and it would probably
produce in those districts no material difference. It was now an
established fact, however, and it only remained for this Elouse to
adopt such wise provisions as to make it efficacious for producing
the results which were expected of it.
Ele was glad the right hon. gentleman had not adopted any course
of opposition on the present occasion. In doing so he had followed
the course which was adopted by this side of the Elouse when in
Opposition, that was that unless there was something requiring
immediate and marked attention the Address should pass as a
matter of course. Ele thanked the right hon. gentleman for his
moderation and forbearance in taking that course, and of the
promise he had made to give all the measures of the Government a
fair dispassionate consideration when they come before the Elouse.
(Cheers.) Ele wished to say one word with regard to the first
statement of the right hon. gentleman. Ele would not say much
about the fault-finding, but the right hon. gentleman had rallier put
words into his (Eton. Mr. Mackenzie’s) mouth. It was true the right
hon. gentleman had accused him of fault-finding, and he had
replied that it was his business to find fault with the measures of the
Government, but he did not say that it was his only business, and
the Elouse knew that it was not the only business which occupied
him when leader of the Opposition.
Tire right hon. gentleman objected to his announcing the policy
of the Government before going to the people. Ele thought that in a
speech made by the right hon. gentleman he had seen objection
taken to their want of enunciation of policy. (Hear, hear. ) At any
rate he was sure that the whole Opposition press was greatly
exercised over the want of that announcement till his (Eton. Mr.
Mackenzie’s) address to the electors of Lambton was published,
and if the right hon. gentleman was really opposed to the
declaration of policy by Ministers on the eve of an election he was
opposed equally to all his supporters in this country: It had been
objected that they did not declare their policy with sufficient
distinctness or in sufficient detail. Ele might be satisfied with citing
the opinion of Mr. Gladstone upon this subject; but whether Mr.
Gladstone had done it or not, he took a different view of the policy
of such a course. Ele thought it was absolutely necessary that a new
Government going to the country without having had any
opportunity of meeting Parliament and announcing their policy, the
country would have reason to complain if they did not do so.
To be sure the right hon. gentleman wanted them to announce
their policy in this Elouse at a time when they could not appear in
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this Elouse, but they took the earliest opportunity that they could to
appear before the country and announce their policy. If they had
erred in a constitutional point of view, he thought they had done
right in a common sense point of view. All constitutional practices
in such matters must, to a great extent, be governed by what was
right in common sense. The right hon. gentleman and his friends
did not take any serious objection at the elections to the
announcement by Government of their policy to the country, and he
(Eton. Mr. Mackenzie) remained of the opinion that they did an
eminently proper tiling in acting as they did. (Cheers.)
Mr. MASSON after some preliminary remarks said tire Speech
from tire Throne was remarkable, not for what it contained but for
what it did not contain. Tie had always expected that in these
speeches reference would be made to the most important subjects
which had been brought up during the recess. Among these subjects
with reference to Manitoba, he knew that lately there had come
down from Manitoba those who wished to extend their boundaries
so as to have a seaport on Ehidson Bay and an inland portion on
Lake Superior. The Elouse would, he was sure, be glad to know
something about those negotiations. Then there was nothing—not a
word—about the excitement, the discontent in British Columbia, of
which we were told there was quite an evolution, but were told
nothing about what had been done to quell the alarm.
Another question which had exercised the public opinion of
Lower Canada, and about which there was not a word, was the
administration of justice. Tie knew the Minister of Justice had taken
a great interest in this subject, and had been almost the champion of
it; but yet we were told nothing as to what had been done. Tie did
not desire to embarrass the Government, but there was another
question on which we ought to expect something. It was the
question of our industries. Yet there was not a word about it. As to
tiie Pacific Railway, he did not wish to say much about it, but he
believed it would end in no railway at all.
One question which had agitated the country to an extent almost
unprecedented was the School question. Tie thought hon. gentlemen
on tiie oilier side would do him the justice, in view of his past
career, to say that he had a good right to expect some reference to
have been made to it in tiie Speech from tiie Throne. The Eton.
Minister of Justice (Eton. Mr. Dorion) knew that he and his friends
had not been afraid to embarrass their own friends on this question,
and he, therefore, should not be surprised at his asking those who
had worked with them last year why they had not disallowed tiie
Bill. The Minister of Justice had told us nothing about it; tiie only
tiling we knew was through tiie papers; tiie only thing that had thus
come to light was a despatch from England telling us what were the
relations between tiie Elonie authorities and Canada in regard to tiie
disallowance of tiie Bills. When he drew attention to these things it
was not to find fault, but to urge those gentlemen who had
supported himself and his friends on a former occasion to complete
tiie work they had assisted to commence. The despatch to which he
alluded said that tiie Elouse of Commons was powerless to interfere.
The intimation of this powerlessness he considered was an attack
on tiie Constitution. It was said tiie only power rested in tiie
Governor General in Council; and if this was to stand in the way the

sooner the clause was struck out of tiie Constitution tiie better. Now
was tiie time, then, to establish tiie Supreme Court which was so
much talked of.
There was another question of far greater importance, and one
which had agitated tiie country for some two or three years, which
had been forgotten in tiie Address. This was tiie question of our
relations with Manitoba. The question of an amnesty for the people
of Manitoba was one which should be approached with the greatest
prudence, and with a desire of saying nothing which should
embarrass the Government, or create ill feeling among any class in
the Dominion. It was a question of tiie greatest importance to tiie
people of Manitoba. They might rest assured that peace and
tranquillity would not reign in that province unless this question
were settled. It was a question which interested not only tiie people
of Manitoba, but tiie people of tiie whole Dominion. Our
Confederation could not extend nor take the position on this
Continent which it ought to take unless we could send the surplus
of our population to those vast regions which we have purchased in
the Northwest. Our Northwest Territories were to us what the Great
West is to the United States. They could not expect, however, to
send a numerous population there to create a Province and to
contribute to our wealth and prosperity, unless tranquillity and
peace were established in those territories. There was not a word
upon that subject in tiie Address.
The only tiling they could fall back on, tiie only expression of
opinion they had received as to tiie policy of tiie Government upon
that most important subject was tiie programme given by the Eton.
Minister of Justice to tiie electors of Napierville when he came
forward to re-election. It was not stated by any of the hon.
gentleman’s colleagues, but as tiie leader in Lower Canada, he
believed he would not have expressed that opinion, or given it as
his programme, if it had not been the policy of the Government.
The Minister of Justice (Eton. Mr. Dorion), if he was not mistaken,
said that if it were proven that tiie amnesty was promised it should
be granted. The plain meaning of that was that tiie amnesty had
been granted by tiie Administration of the hon. member for
Kingston (Right Eton. Sir John A. Macdonald). (Hear, hear.)
Hon. Mr. DORION: I merely said these words, and I was very
guarded. It is asserted that an amnesty had been promised. If it is
proved it will be a great point in favour of Mr. Riel. (Cheers.)
Mr. MASSON said that was a great deal worse. He had expected
that if an amnesty had been promised tiie pledge would have been
carried out. (Cries of “Six o 'clock”. )
It being six o’clock, The Speaker left the chair, and tiie House
took recess.

NOTICE OF MOTION
Mr. CHARLTON will, on an early day, give notice of the
following motion:—“That in the opinion of this House a
geographical and geological examination of the Northwest Territory
should be undertaken at the earliest practicable moment, with a
view to obtaining reliable information as to the extent, varieties of
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the soil, general character, and most northerly and easterly limits of
the portion of that region adapted to the successful cultivation of the
cereals; as to the mineral deposits, and the geological formation of
the same; and as to the extent, character, and commercial value of
its forests, both within and outside of the portion of the country
adapted to cultivation. That the examination include observations
for latitude and longitude, and measurement of altitude, and that the
information thus obtained be placed before the people of Canada
and Great Britain by reports printed and circulated at the public
expense, fully setting forth the information obtained; and that the
emigration to that region should be further promoted through the
translation of such reports into the French and German and
Scandinavian languages, and the free circulation of the same in
France in the German States, and in Denmark, Sweden and
Norway.”
Mr. CHARLTON will ask leave to introduce a Bill on Thursday
next entitled “An Act to prevent cruelty to animals while in transit
by railway or other means of conveyance within the Dominion of
Canada.”

AFTER RECESS
Mr. MASSON resumed his speech. Ele said he had gathered
from tire organs of tire Government that it was their intention to
appoint a Commission or a Committee of Enquiry. Ele did not see
what tire use of that would be. It could not surely be to delay this
matter, but must be to obtain information. If Iron, gentlemen had the
necessary information they ought to act upon it. If they had
neglected to use the time at their disposal, he would ask the leader
of tire Government if he had ever enquired of those who only could
have promised either to grant or to ask for the amnesty. Ele hoped
that if it was promised, or if something equivalent to a promise had
been given, tire Government would say, “Tire honour of tire country
is engaged, the pledge of the country is engaged, and we are bound
in honour to redeem the pledge that was made.”
Ele considered that Canada was, to a large extent, to blame for
the excitement which had taken place in the Northwest Territory.
Those territories were happy and contented. They did not ask for
union, but, without asking them or their Government, they were
transferred to Canada. Tire acts of the Government were tire acts of
the country, and tire present Minister of Justice (Eton. Mr. Dorion)
had agreed with him (Mr. Masson) at that time, though tire present
Minister of Public Works did not. Canada had sown the wind, and
they must not be surprised if they reaped tire crop. The Minister of
Public Works (Eton. Mr. Mackenzie) had contended that the
member for Kingston did wrong in receiving the delegates from the
Northwest, because they represented tire Provisional Government of
the Assiniboine rebels.
Ele (Mr. Masson) had agreed with the Iron, gentleman that tire
reception of these delegates was equivalent to a recognition of tire
Provisional Government. When once a Government received
delegates from rebels they were bound to forget tire acts done by
them before their reception—of which the Government was aware
when they received them Tire Minister of Public Works (Eton. Mr.

Mackenzie) having maintained that the reception of these delegates
was wrong was bound to carry out his views, or else admit that he
was wrong and apologise to the member for Kingston (Right Eton.
Sir Jolm A. Macdonald). {Hear, hear, and laughter. )
Tie proceeded to quote from the Conservative newspapers of
Toronto of a few months since, recommending an amnesty in
distinct terms. Tie said that Riel, though an outlaw, had acted with
generosity towards Canada, though he had not received that justice
from Canada to which he was entitled. Whether an amnesty was
actually promised or not, the honour of the country was engaged to
the issue of an amnesty. They remembered the anxiety caused by
the Fenian raids in Canada. Manitoba was also threatened with
invasion. Manitoba was also threatened with invasion by men who
were said to have the support of the American Government. At that
time the authorities of Manitoba wanted the assistance of Mr. Riel
and the French half-breeds; but by coming forward he placed his
liberty and even his life in danger. Ele had authority from Father
Ritchot to read the papers he was about to read.
Mr. SMITH (Selkirk): Are these original papers?
Mr. MASSON said they were papers which he copied years ago
from the original papers, and when, a short time ago, he showed
them to Riel, he said they were correct. The negotiations between
Governor Archibald and Mr. Ritchot were verbal, but they agreed
that it would be better to have them in writing. Ele then proceeded
to read a letter to the following effect, dated 4th October, 1871:—
“To Elis Excellency the Lieutenant-Governor—Your Excellency,
—In the interview I had the honour of having with you today we
became in accord that it was proper that the influence of Mr. Riel to
lead the people, Iris compatriots, in tire circumstance and to stop
them from taking a false direction should be secured. I take tire
liberty of observing to Your Excellency that, Mr. Riel being in the
difficult position that he could not act publicly as a citizen, I do not
think that he could place himself at their head unless some
guarantee is given that his action will be well considered by Your
Excellency-in-Council. In consequence I ask of you some assurance
that will protect him against any legal attaint, at least for tire
circumstance.”
This letter was from Father Ritchot, and to it a reply was given
by Governor Archibald, on paper bearing tire Government arms,
and quite air official document. It was dated “Government Elouse,
Oct. 5th, 1871,” and was to this effect:—
“Rev. Sir,—Your note has just reached me. You speak of tire
difficulties which impede any action by Mr. Riel in coming forward
to use Iris influence with his follow citizens to rally to the support of
the Crown in this emergency. Should Mr. Riel come forward, as
suggested, he need have no apprehension that his liberty will be
interfered with in airy way, to use your own words, for the actual
circumstances. {Hear, hear.) It is hardly necessary for me to say
that tire co-operation of the French Elalf-breeds and their leader in
support of tire Crown under present circumstances will be very
gratifying, and cannot be looked upon otherwise than as entitling
them to the most favourable consideration.”
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Tills was signed “A.G. Archibald, Lieutenant Governor.”
(Cheers.) Mr. Riel, as soon as he saw that disposition, came to the
front, saying. “I shall accept the honour, and then the Government
cannot treat me otherwise than as a loyal and faithful subject.” Mr.
Riel answered that he would with pleasure go at the head of the
movement, and he (Mr. Masson) had a letter written by Mr.
Archibald’s private secretary, on the 8th October, 1871, to him. It
was as follows:—
“Gentlemen—I have it in command from Elis Excellency the
Lieutenant-Governor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of
tills morning, assuring Elis Excellency of the ready response of the
Métis to tiie appeal made to them in Elis Excellency’s propositions.
You may say to the people in whose behalf you write, that Elis
Excellency is very much gratified to receive the assurances, which
are confirmatory of his expectation, and that he will take the earliest
opportunity of presenting to Elis Excellency the Governor General
tills evidence of the loyalty and good faith of the Métis of
Manitoba.”
The letter concluded with a request to be furnished with the
nominal roll of the people in each parish, and the declaration that
tiie Governor General relied upon them to come forward
immediately they received notice. It was addressed to Messrs. Louis
Riel, Lépine and Perrault. Tie appealed to tiie Elouse to say whether
tiie honour of the country was not pledged in tills matter. If they did
not think Riel was entitled to be considered as one of Tier Majesty’s
loyal subjects, they had no business in the time of need to appeal to
his patriotism for tiie defence of their common country. Tie
contended that the action of Canada in regard to tiie Northwest in
recognizing the delegates from tiie Provisional Government, and in
recognizing this act of generosity on tiie part of Mr. Riel, was
sufficient to show that the failli of tiie country was pledged to an
amnesty, whether it was actually promised or not. Tie appealed to
tiie Minister of Justice to say whether he did not think he had made
tiie case good, and concluded by declaring that he had no intention
to embarrass the Government.
Hon. Mr. DORION who was received with loud cheers, said the
lion, member for Terrebonne had gone over a great many subjects,
and upon several points found fault with tiie Government. Tie had
found fault not so much with acts of commission, but with those of
omission. Tie found fault in tiie Address the Government had taken
no notice of tiie important troubles that took place in the Province
of British Columbia, and which seemed to exercise him very much.
The first information Government received of these troubles
caused them a good deal of anxiety. A revolution appeared to be
imminent, and the anxiety was increased by the fact that the wires
for two or three days were down, he did not know by what accident,
and they naturally expected that the rebels, that is tiie
Conservatives, who seemed to be at the head of tiie rebellion—
(Laughter)—had cut them. The first news communicated was that
tiie Premier of British Columbia had fled from tiie country for fear
of the excitement in Victoria, and that tiie Speaker of the Assembly
had been driven from tiie Elouse. But tiie moment the wires were up
again they found that tiie Premier had been elected by a handsome
majority in that very city of Victoria. (Cheers.) They found it was a

little ruse of tiie Conservative party in British Columbia, and there
was no great anxiety about tiie safety or peace of the country. Tie
could now satisfy tiie lion, gentleman, and he thought his lion,
friend the Minister of Militia (Eton. Mr. Ross) would hear him out
in the statement, that the Government was at peace with every
nation on tiie earth. (Laughter. )
The lion, gentleman had asked why they did not speak on what
had taken place in regard to tiie administration of justice in Lower
Canada. Tie had no doubt his lion, friend, who had disclaimed any
idea of embarrassing tiie Government, would be gratified to hear
that at tiie last tenu of the Court of Appeal the new judges sat from
10 o’clock to 5 hearing cases, and that no less than 45 cases were
heard, whereas tiie number of cases formerly heard when tiie Court
did sit, which was not always, was from 18 to 20, or at most 22.
Then he complained that in the Speech it was announced that
there was a deficit, and that to cover it properly new taxation would
have to be resorted to. At tiie same time tiie lion, gentleman
professed to be a protectionist, and complained that while they were
going to put an additional tax upon tiie country, there was not one
man in tiie Ministry likely to protest tiie interest which Mr. Masson
himself protected. If tiie Government were putting additional taxes,
that was in tiie sense of protection, as generally understood by
protectionists.
Mr. MASSON said it did not follow that because the
Government imposed an additional tax that they would place it
upon articles of consumption.
Hon. Mr. DORION said he supposed the lion, gentleman did not
expect tiie Speech from the Throne to state that tiie Government
were going to tax whisky or any other article. (Laughter.) Elis
Parliamentary experience ought to be sufficient to lead him to
believe that tiie Government would not announce what they would
tax, a month beforehand.
Tie then complained about tiie New Brunswick School Law. Tie
had heard that the lion, gentleman had been chosen a co-leader of
the Opposition with tiie member for Kingston (Right Eton. Sir John
A. Macdonald). (Laughter.) Tie must surely know who it was in
1872 who did not want to disallow tiie New Brunswick School
Law. Last session there was one gentleman going from one side of
the Elouse to tiie other with a telegram in his hands stating that tiie
Bishops of tiie Province of Quebec, united in Council, had decided
that no further proceedings should be had in that matter. (Hear,
hear. ) Whether that was tiie member for Terrebonne or not he could
not say. (Laughter.) It might have been a neighbour of his.
(Laughter. ) Perhaps tiie lion, gentleman would tell them whether he
sat before the Privy Council was at an end or not.
Tie could not understand how it was that an lion, gentleman who
was a Programmist, who was bound by tiie authority of his bishop,
of his church, and of his clergy, came here, and in order to attack
the Government went back on his constitution of last year. That
authority of the bishops was binding. (Cheers.) Perhaps the lion,
gentleman had some privileges which others had not; perhaps he
had a dispensation (Laughter) or something which made him see
things in a different light from different sides of the Elouse. It might
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have injured his friends last year, but now he thought that instead of
injuring his friends it might injure the Government.
Mr. MASSON said all he contended was that the Elouse had a
right to know from the Government why the law was not
disallowed.
Hon. Mr. DORION said he was not sure if the time for
disallowance was not up in the winter of 1873; but it was at the
request of the hon. gentleman himself. It was not done by showing
telegrams from bishops saying it had been decided not to act.
After that the hon. gentleman came to a question which he felt, in
common with many members of this Elouse, was of great
importance to the country. It was the question of amnesty to those
who took part in the troubles in the Northwest. Again, who was in
power when those troubles took place? It was not this Government
who knew what took place with the delegates, or how it came out
that a telegram was sent to Archbishop Taché, who was in Rome, to
come at once and settle these difficulties. If it were clear to the hon.
gentleman, it ought to be equally clear to the minds of the leader of
the Opposition and the member for Blastings North (Mr. Bowell)
who, he saw, were passing papers about, and seemed in perfect
accord with the hon. gentleman.
Let the leader of the Opposition who was in constant and daily
communication with Archbishop Taché, Mr. Ritchot, Mr. Alfred
Scott, and Judge Black rise and say they promised an amnesty after
the death of Thomas Scott. When the Opposition were agreed upon
this point, it would be time enough for them to call upon the Elouse
to declare what they would do. Let the leader of the Opposition say,
“We were in communication with the actors in that drama. Tire
state of the country was such that we did promise an amnesty. We
did tell the Archbishop to go there at any price and pacify the
country.”
Let the hon. gentleman get his co-leader to say that, and the
majority of the Elouse and the country would say that if the leaders
of the Government at that time had agreed, with the sanction of
those who no doubt represented the Imperial authority, to promise
an amnesty, there was something higher and more lasting than to
have the blood of one individual, and that was to keep the faith of
the country intact; and those who guided the destinies of the
country were bound to keep its honour unsullied. When he got that,
then he might call upon this side of the Elouse to say what they
would do.
Tie admitted that there was a great deal in the documents the hon.
gentleman had read. If half of those occurrences really took place, if
the Lieutenant-Governor of Manitoba asked this man, who had the
blood of another man upon his hands, to undertake the defence of
the country, there was a great deal to cause reflection, not only to
the members of this Elouse, but to the whole country, as to whether
the representative of the Crown could put a citizen in that position
as long as his help was needed, and then put a halter round his neck
as soon as he had repelled the enemy, and hang him at the next tree.
Very few, he supposed, would be willing to put the representative
of the Crown in that ridiculous position.

The hon. gentleman said he had evidence in his hands, and if it
were produced he had no doubt it would cause many to pause as to
the steps to be taken in this unfortunate matter. Tie (Eton.
Mr. Dorion) was quite certain that the speech just delivered by the
hon. gentleman, in which the Eton. Minister of Justice came so
often, was not intended for him, but for the late occupant of that
seat. {Hear, hear, and laughter.) It might, however, have been
damaging if delivered during the last three years, and so the hon.
gentleman had kept it in his desk and brought it out to-night for the
first time. They had never heard of these documents before, nor of
the promise of an amnesty, because it might have been damaging.
Tie asked the Elouse to apply this speech to the late Minister of
Justice (Right Eton. Sir John A. Macdonald). Tire hon. gentleman
had quoted extracts from The Mail and Tire Leader declaring that
an amnesty should be granted—for the sake of the peace of the
country. The Mail and The Leader were not very great authorities in
this Elouse, at all events upon that side, but a far greater authority
would have been the late Minister of Justice. If he would only get
the views of his co-leader and tell the Elouse what he thought of an
amnesty! What were the facts of the case? What was the state of the
country when these alleged promises were made—when Governor
Archibald wrote that letter to Mr. Riel, complimenting him upon his
loyalty and faithfulness to Tier Majesty! Knowing this, perhaps they
might more intelligently be able to form an opinion as to these
matters.
On one occasion it was stated by the present leader of the
Opposition (Right Eton. Sir John A. Macdonald) that when
Governor Archibald shook hands with Riel, he did not know who
he was. {Hear, hear. ) If he was not mistaken, that statement was
made on the floor of this Elouse; but it seemed from these letters
that Gov. Archibald knew perfectly well who Riel was; that, in fact,
he had been in communication with Mr. Ritchot, who told him
about Mr. Riel—that he alone could organize the French halfbreeds, and that from the very peculiar circumstances under which
he stood towards the Government, it was impossible to repel the
invasion with which Manitoba was menaced unless he had a
conditional pardon offered him. It appeared from the letter that
Gov. Archibald, whether with the consent of the Government here
or not he did not know, guaranteed his safety for the time. The
member for Terrebonne (Mr. Masson) had not told them whether
that was done with the consent of the Dominion Government or not,
but surely the leader of the Opposition could say whether it was not
with the consent of the Government and Lord Lisgar that these
occurrences took place.
At the same time, the mere reading of these letters was no proof
at all. The hon. gentleman appeared to say that he (Eton.
Mr. Dorion) had agreed in a great many tilings with him, though
when the vote came they always parted. Perhaps he was a humble
follower of tire hon. gentleman, but tire hon. gentleman was
certainly not a follower of his. Tie supposed these tilings were
approved of by the Government, seeing that the then Governor of
Manitoba had since been promoted to a Lieut.-govemorship of a
much higher rank. Let him remember that there were parties more
intimately connected with the troubles and negotiations that took
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place, and if he had read all the letters, he might have thrown more
light on the subject—the one, for instance, which said, “The
promise which you (Eton. Sir George-É. Cartier and Right Eton. Sir
John A. Macdonald) have often made to me of an amnesty, I hope
you will give me the proof of before I leave the country.”
Mr. MASSON: Do you know of that letter?
Hon. Mr. DORION: I ask if you know of that letter?
Mr. MASSON: You think you know the amnesty had been
promised, and you won’t give it.
Hon. Mr. DORION: I know nothing of the kind, but I was
shown a copy of a letter, which I was told was a genuine letter,
from the Rev. Father Ritchot to Eton. Sir George-Étienne Cartier of
the 8th of May, 1870, in these terms: “Sir, I hope before I leave for
Manitoba you shall put me in possession of the proof of the promise
you and Sir John have so often made to me of an amnesty,” and I
know it was declared that in the answer Eton. Sir George-É. Cartier
did not deny it. Tie did not know whether these letters were genuine
or not, but the hon. gentleman knew that he had these letters in his
possession, viz.:—The letter of Mr. Ritchot to Eton. Sir George-É.
Cartier on the 18th of May, and the answer of Eton. Sir George-É.
Cartier’s on the 23rd of May, in which he did not deny the facts.
Tire hon. gentleman, in his zeal, came here as if the Government
were the only guilty parties. Why did he not ask the right hon.
gentleman to admit if these letters were genuine or not? Let them
agree first on the other side of the Elouse, and they might join and
ask the Government what they were about to do in this matter.
(Cheers. )
Mr. COSTIGAN maintained that the late Government had
shown greater consistency in dealing with the New Brunswick
School Act than the present Administration. The old Government
held that they could not advise Elis Excellency to disallow the Act
of the Local Legislature. The present Government held a different
view when in Opposition, and passed a resolution embodying their
opinion; but they had not acted upon it since their advent to power.
(Hear, hear.) Tie declared his intention to bring up this question
again this session, and ask the Elouse to pass a resolution calling
upon the Imperial Parliament to amend the constitution in such a
way as to enable the Dominion Government to remedy the injustice
under which the Catholic minority suffered.
Mr. De COSMOS said he rose to make some explanations with
regard to the recent disturbances in British Columbia. It was well
known that when the Province of British Columbia entered the
Dominion it was agreed that a railway should be built within a
certain time, and two years were allowed for the commencement of
the work. At the end of two years a commencement had not been
made. The Government of Canada sent an Order in Council out to
British Columbia stating that the terminus of the Pacific Railway
had been located at Esquimalt, and asking for the Government of
the Province to reserve for the purpose a piece of land along the
shore of the Island of Vancouver. The Government of British
Columbia made that reservation, but it turned out that no survey
had at that time been made. The construction of the railway should

have commenced twenty days after the reservation was made, but it
did not.
The people of British Columbia were consequently very much
dissatisfied, and a few days subsequent to the time when the road
had been expected to commence, they sent a protest to the
Government of Canada. They felt that the Government of the
Dominion had broken faith with them, and he (Mr. De Cosmos)
was prepared to say that, in not commencing the railway within the
time agreed upon, the Government of Canada did break faith with
them.
It might be said that the late Government did all they could by
chartering the Allan Company; but it must be understood that
British Columbia made no bargain with the Allan Company. It
made a bargain with respect to that railway only with the Dominion
of Canada. Tie used his influence with the Government, not only as
a member of the Government of British Columbia, but also as a
private member of the Elouse of Commons, to get them to make a
bona tide commencement of the road; but the reply he received on
more occasions than one was that the Government had done all it
could.
So great at length became the feeling of disappointment in
British Columbia, that he and the rest of the Local Government
concluded that something must be done. Tie was sent as a special
agent to the Dominion Government to obtain the money voted to
construct a first-class graving dock at Esquimalt, and also to borrow
a certain sum to open up the Province so that immigrants might be
induced to settle in it. When he came to communicate with the
Government of the Dominion, it was agreed that in lieu of five per
cent per year for twenty years on $100,000, they should give the
Province of British Columbia a total sum of 50,000 pounds sterling
for the construction of the graving dock; but there was no bargain
made with reference to any relaxation of the clause in the Terms of
Union relative to the Railway.
The Ministry led by the right hon. gentleman opposite resigned,
and the Ministry now led by the Eton. Mr. Mackenzie, the Minister
of Public Works, came into power. Tie (Mr. De Cosmos) saw the
leader of the Government, and that gentleman confirmed the
arrangement he had referred to, but there was no relaxation of the
Railway clause in the Terms of Union. Certain people of British
Columbia started the report that it was not true that the Local
Government had received from the Dominion Government a
promise of money for the construction of the graving dock, but by
and by the papers were sent down, and it had to be believed that
such a promise was made.
Then a report was started that the promise had been made in
consideration of the representatives of the Province, bartering away
what British Columbia was entitled to under the Railway clause.
Meetings were held with regard to the matter, and he (Mr. De
Cosmos) was informed that the parties who got them up were
leading members of the Opposition to the Local Government, and
that the people in every case asked them to support the policy of the
Government—to accept the 50,000 pounds, and a meeting was
called to protest against it, because it was stated that money was to
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be received in consideration of the relaxation of the Terms of
Union.
At the end of the meeting it was moved by a certain party, a
newspaper editor, that they should proceed in force over to the
Legislature and present certain resolutions. The crowd did pass over
to where the Assembly were sitting. There were probably a
thousand, but the large body of them were not rowdies, and did not
use violence of any kind. There were a certain number, however,
who did, and when they entered the galleries of the Legislature they
made a noise, and the Speaker thrice asked them to desist, but they
would not, and he left the chair. After a short time the crowd
dispersed, but it was deemed advisable by Government to swear in
a few special constables, and fifty, he believed, were sworn in
accordingly.
On Monday following, a deputation came to the bar of the Elouse
and presented a petition, and while the deputation was in the lobby
a day was appointed on which to take the petition into
consideration. This petition was with reference to the 50,000
pounds. Ele (Mr. De Cosmos) believed that a telegram was sent
across here as well as to England and to the United States, to the
effect that the British Government had been asked for a man-of-war
to be sent round to Victoria to protect the Legislature—and that the
British Government had refused to send her.
It was also stated that he (Mr. De Cosmos) was forced to resign.
Ele denied that he had been obliged to do this, either by the
proceedings of the mob or by the voice of the country. Ele was
supported by his colleagues in the Ministry as a unit, and when the
Bill finally passed there were, he thought, eighteen or twenty
members out of twenty-five in favour of the policy of the
Government to four or five against it.
The reason why he retired was simply this—that during the
session of 1873 the British Columbia Legislature passed a law
abolishing dual representation, and subsequently, but in the same
year, a similar law was passed by the Dominion Parliament. Ele
was, therefore, compelled to make his choice whether he would
remain in the British Columbia Government as leader, or retire and
become a candidate for the Elouse of Commons. Ele chose the latter,
and hence it was necessary for him to retire from the Local Elouse.
Tire gentlemen who were in the Government with him were in
power still, and were supported by as large a majority as ever.
(Hear, hear.) Last session the British Columbia Legislature passed
a Ballot Bill. Last election was the first occasion on which voting
by ballot took place in that Province, and he was happy to say that
his fellow citizens returned him at the head of the poll, and that
when he came away they escorted him to the steamship. (Hear,
hear.) This was the whole story of the great revolution in British
Columbia, which the newspapers had been talking about in Eastern
Canada as well as in Great Britain and the United States.
Mr. BUNSTER said those who went to the British Columbia
Legislature with the petitions went there in a business-like way, but
the people of that Province felt very much disappointed that the
Government of Canada had not carried out their part of the bargain
on which they had come into the Union. They hoped, however, that
this would yet be done, though not as soon as had been promised.

Mr. DEWDNEY said there was no doubt much dissatisfaction
existed in British Columbia at the non-commencement of the
Pacific Railway in that Province. The hon. member opposite (Mr.
De Cosmos) on one occasion met him in Victoria last summer, and
told him that the railroad was to be commenced at once, and he was
the very man who drove the first stake of the survey. Mr. Dewdney
believed the late Government did all in their power to commence
the construction of the railway and carry out the Tenus of Union.
With reference to the railway and the disturbances in the galleries
of the Local Legislature, he contended that the people of Victoria
conducted themselves in a most orderly maimer. It was true there
was a good deal of excitement at what was believed to be an
attempt to relax the Tenus of Union. This was natural enough from
the address of the Premier to the electors of Lambton.
With reference to the application for a gunboat to protect the
Local Legislature, he could say nothing on his own positive
knowledge; but he was infonned by the senior officer of the navy
that such an application had been made to him and refused.
(Cheers.) In Vancouver Mr. De Cosmos could not find a seconder
to his nomination, and he had to go to another district to be elected.
So strong was the feeling of the Province against him, that of the
four members present from the Pacific Coast, not one member
agreed with him. (Cheers. )
Mr. De COSMOS again denied that he sent a letter or any
communication asking for a gunboat to protect the Government. He
could assure the House that the hon. gentleman who had just sat
down did not represent the opinions of any large section of the
people of British Columbia.
The first three paragraphs of the Address were then successively
put and adopted. On the fourth paragraph,
Mr. MASSON acknowledged that he received a letter from the
bishops, but denied that it contained anything referring to an appeal
to the English Privy Council, or that he was aware they were
willing to wait until after that appeal had been made. He had been
asked to become a member of the late Government, but had not
consented to do so, as he was not a man to sacrifice his principles
with regard to this matter.
Right Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said that he did ask
the hon. member for Terrebonne (Mr. Masson) to become a
member of his Government, and that gentleman replied, thanking
him for the honour, but stating that there were two questions to
which he attached the greatest importance, and that until these were
settled in accordance with his opinions he could not entertain the
idea of accepting the proffered position. These two questions were a
general amnesty, including all crimes, political or otherwise, which
had been committed during the troubles in the Northwest or in
consequence of them, and justice in the New Brunswick school
matter. He (Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald), on the part of the
Government, declined to give any assurance with regard to these
matters, and the hon. gentleman declined to enter the Government.
The remaining clauses of the Address then passed, and were read
a second time.
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE then moved that the resolutions be
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referred to a Committee with instructions to draft an address
founded thereon.—Carried.
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE reported the address from the
Committee, which was adopted, and ordered to be presented to Elis
Excellency by such members of the Elouse as were members of Elis
Excellency’s Privy Council. The Address was ordered to be
engrossed.
STANDING COMMITTEES
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE moved, seconded by Hon.
Mr. DORION, “That a Special Committee of seven members be
appointed to prepare and report lists of members to compose the
Select Standing Committees.”—Carried.
Eton. Messrs. Dorion, Burpee (St. John - City & County),
Elolton, Right Eton. Sir John A. Macdonald, Eton. Messr. Robitaille
and Messr. Mackenzie were appointed a select committee to name
the regular standing committees.

MOTION TO ADJOURN
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE moved that the Elouse do now adjourn.

MEMBER ELECT FOR PROVENCHER
Mr. BOWELL said that before they adjourned there was a
question that he wanted to bring before them. It was a question of
privilege. It was pretty well known to everyone there that a man
who had been returned for the electoral district of Provencher had
taken the oath and signed the roll. It was also very well known that
this man was charged with murder, and was a fugitive from justice.
Tie thought therefore that this Elouse would conserve its dignity by
taking action in the matter at the earliest possible moment. Tie
would have thought from the course pursued in the past with regard
to this question by the hon. gentleman who led the Government that
he would early have taken some steps to purge this Elouse of a
person whose presence must be obnoxious to a considerable portion
of the members. Tie (Mr. Bowell) thought that before this matter
was done with, the Minister of Justice (Eton. Mr. Dorion) would
find that he (Mr. Bowell) and the hon. member for Terrebonne
(Mr. Masson) were not acting in concert with regard to it, and the
simple handing by him of papers to the hon. gentleman did not
indicate any such concert.
Tie moved, seconded by Mr. SCHULTZ, “That the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery do attend at the opening of this Elouse
tomorrow, with a return of the last election for the electoral district
of Provencher, together with poll-books and all other letters, papers,
and documents which may have any reference to that election.”
This was the course pursued with reference to the election in the
District of Muskoka, and in the County of Peterborough by the
Eton. Mr. Blake during the last Parliament. If the Elouse passed this
resolution, he would be prepared with another to examine a
gentleman before the bar of this Elouse who, he (Mr. Bowell)

thought, could put the Elouse in possession of such information as
would justify further action in the premises.
The motion passed.
Mr. BOWELL then moved, seconded by Mr. SCHULTZ,
“That the Eton. ELI. Clarke, Attorney General of the Province of
Manitoba, be summoned tomorrow to the bar of the Elouse to
answer such questions as may be put to him relating to the
indictment before the Grand Jury against Louis Riel, member-elect
for Provencher, in the Province of Manitoba, for the murder of one
Thomas Scott.”
Hon. Mr. CAUCHON thought that there should not be so much
hurry in the matter, but that they should wait until they saw the
result of the proceedings on the first motion. They would then know
what further action to take.
Hon. Mr. ROBITAILLE thought they should have the opinion
of the Minister of Justice on the point.
Hon. Mr. DORION said he had no objection to bringing the
documents before the Elouse. Tie had nothing to say in the matter
until a substantive motion was made. Then, however, he might have
something to say.
Hon. Mr. HOLTON thought with his friend from Quebec
Centre (Eton. Mr. Cauchon) that the Elouse should be afforded an
opportunity for considering the precedent for the action proposed, if
there were such precedent. The Motion assumed that an indictment
had been made, but this Elouse had not been seized of it. It appeared
to him that the mover of the resolution ought to lay the foundations
of his proceedings with greater care than he proposed to do. Tire
hon. gentleman may have read in the newspapers that an indictment
was laid, but that was not such information as the Elouse should act
on.
Mr. BOWELL said the Government had assented to his first
proposal, and he did not see any reason why he should postpone
action on the matter. It was true he assumed there was an
indictment laid, and a true bill found; and it was true he was not
seized of documentary evidence, but he presumed it was well
known to everyone that there were facts. It was for the purpose of
getting at the facts, however, that the Attorney of Manitoba was to
be brought before this Elouse.
Hon. Mr. DORION said the objection of the hon. member for
Châteauguay (Eton. Mr. Elolton) was that in the resolution the
mover assumed that Riel was the very man without any proof. Tie
(Eton. Mr. Dorion) did not think, however, it made much difference
whether the motion passed or not, for if it appeared tomorrow that
he was not the right man, of course no action would be taken.
Hon. Mr. HOLTON explained that his object was to have a
little time for reflection.
Mr. BLAIN submitted that the motion was not at present correct
in form. Tire only object of a motion of this kind was to obtain
evidence with regard to a matter which had been brought before the
Elouse by another motion. Tie held, therefore, that before the motion
was put the hon. gentleman who proposed it should move that the
hon. member to whom it referred be expelled from the Elouse. Tie

