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gentleman began by saying that the
of the Governament, and would be sub- Liberal
party in the Province of
this
take
I
day.
early
any
mitted at
Quebec held the sanie pnriciples that
opportunity of mentioning to the hon.
gentleman the source of ny imforma- the Liberal party in England professed.
He had rend that the hon. gentleman
tion.
on another occasion had advocated this
MiR. MACKENZIE : I am very glad claim on the part of the Liberal party
have
I
to know that authoritatively.
of the province of Quebec; but he had
only to say that as soon as the other yet to see that the hon. gentleman had
reports that were given, are in, they proved his case. The hon. gentleman,
will be laid before the Elouse ; but I in order that he might prove bis case,
am not prepared to place that particu- began by placing aside the principles
lar report on the table until the others advocated by the Liberals of the Proare ready.
vince of Quebec up to the timo when
ho became a public man The hon.
CRISIS.
QUEBEC
THE
gentleman said that ail iis must be
ADJOURNED DEBATE.
left out of' sight, that all this was to be
forgotten, that they need not now conOrder to resume the adjourned sider these matters; and that these were
debate on Mr. Cartwright's proposed their principles. It was very easy for
motion: " That Mr. Speaker do now the hon. gentleman to repudiate ail bis
leave the Chair, for the House to go leaders, some of whom ho (Mr. Langeagain into Committee of Supply "vin), had no doubt were able and great
and of Sir John A. Macdonald's motion men in their way, and to say with rein amend ment thereto: " That Mr. gard to some of them, that " they were
Speaker do not now leave the Chair, all young men, and the principles which
but that it be Resolved, That the recent they advocated at that time were
dismissal of the Lieutenant-Governor repudiated." The hon. gentleman then
of the Province of Quebec of bis Min- came to others of these leaders, and
istry, was under the circumstances touching them he said : " As to this
unwise, and subversive of the position
man, ho was an extremist, and a man
accorded to the advisers of the Crown,
who did not really belong to the party
since the concession of the principle of
which we now have in the Province of
Responsible Government to the British Quebec." Yet ho came and said . "IlHere
NÇorth American Colonies," read.
are our principles. Our principles are
MR. LANGEVIN said that when those of the English Liberals of to-day."
the House adjourned last night, he was Now, in order to see what the principles
about to say to the hon. the Minister of the Liberal party in the Province of
of Inland ý Revenue that he was Quebec were, they had only to look
astonished to hear him begin bis back to the great programmes of that
speech on this question by calling the party. The hon. the Minister of Inattention of the House to the principles land Revenue might say that was
of the Liberal party in the Province of ancient history, but he did not hesitate
Quebec. 11e had thought that the to go thirty or forty years back,
question before thein was another, a and say that at such and such a
groat constitutional question, and that, period the Opposition had done so
at ail events, for the moment, the dis- and so. Well, to go back to the famcussion of the principles of the Liberal ous -. progr mme of 1847, we found
party might be left over for another therein this item, " Annexation to the
>ccasion; but, as it had pleased the United States."
Ie wished to know
hon, gentleman to eaul the attention of from the hon. gentleman whether the
the louse to these principles, and to programme of the Liberals in Englaind
take bis hon. friend (Mr. Masson) to contained such an item-" The annextask for the allusions he had made ation of any part of the British E'mduring bis able speech on this matter, pire to the Jnited States or any other
he (Mr. Langevin) must say ho waq country." The Liberals of England
bound to answer the hon. gentleman, were a great party, but they maintaintake up bis different propositions, and cd the integrity of the Brtish Empire
endeavour to meet them. The hon. as mueh as any other party in the
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country. When the Government of
Engiand came down, ilie other day,
with a message from the Queen in reference to the reserves, what was the
vote given in the House of Commons ? Why, only a small minority
went against the proposal and a large
majority on both sides assented to it.
So mnch for the famous programme
of 1847, which was in 21 articles and
which lasted seven years. In 1851,
the Liberal party, had become stronger
and more numerous. They had a
number of represontatives in the Parliament of Canada; they had a number
of talented young men in their ranks,
and they thouglit they mnight let the
public into their confidence, and let
them known exactly what their true
principles were. And what did we find
in the famous programme of 1854 ?
We found that the 29th article enjoined " Independence," "IR.opublic,"
" Annexation to the United States."
Had the Liberals in England ever put
forward such a programme ? No; the
Liberals as well as the Conservatives
of England were in favour of monarch.
ical institutions, of the Queen, the
Lords and the Commons. They did
not desire any change in the great institutions of England. What, then, did
these bon. gentlemen mean by " Independence," "Republic," "Annexation to
the United States"?
ie wanted to
know whether there was one hon.
member in the House who would rise
in his place and say he wished the
separation of this country from Eng]and. He knew that some of them
had disguised their professions and
aspirations. Some of them had gone
as far as to lecture their constituents ;
but while speaking of independence had
twisted it round in such a way that
they might not be caught as really
wishing the independence of the country. One hon. gentleman had published a lecture in which that principle was advocated; but when had he
come upon the floor of the House
and advocated his ideas? He had
not done so, and the louse xnew
the reason why.
When a gentleman took the responsibilities of office
he forgot the ravings of hie younger
days and became more sober in his
views. Perbaps when he went out of
office, he might revert to his former
ideas.
MR. LANGE VIN.

Quebec Orisis,

MR. LAFLAMME: Will the hon.
gentleman tel me where he ob,
tained that programme ?
Mit. LANGEVIN said the hon. the
Minister of Justice would surely not
repudiate the programme of 1854. The
hon. Minister was now the onlv
representative in the House who býlonged to that association of young
men in 1854, and surely he was not
ash-imed of them. These you.ng men,
many of whom had gone down to early
graves, might have erred in many
respects, but the hon. gentleman ought
not to be ashaned of them, because
their voice and exertions had helped
him to attain the position which he
now occupied. The hon. gentleman
ought not to be ashamed of the position
he assumed in his younger days,
although he might never recognise his
former folly. The hon. the Minister of
Inland Revenue was not then associated with these young men, because he
must have been a mere baby at the
time they flourished, but havingjoined
the Liberal party he ought not to
repudiate the programmes of his party;
otherwise ho had no right to a place
in their ranks. One of the most able
men of that period now almost forgotten by bis party, though not forgotten by the party now in Opposition,
who knew him sometimes to their
detriment, was Mr. J. B. E. Dorion,
l'Enfant Terrible, as he had been nicknamed. This gentleman had been
spoken of by the hon. the Minister of
Inland Revenue in a way he would not
dare to have referred to him, had he
been in the louse at the present tiime;
he could not withstand the fire of his
eloquence and bis talent. Although he
(Mr. Langevin) had always acted and
voted against Mr. Dorion, he recognised bis talent, and he cortainly
thought it ungenerous, now that he
had gone to bis grave, that he should
be alluded to in such terms as had been
applied to him. Did any leading member of the Liberal party in Englald
ever advocate a republic? No; the
great men of that party in England
were not so forgetful of their allegiance
and their duty to the great -inteests
of the country to advoct such a
policy. Both parties in England were
more loyal to te Crown. The neXt

item on the programme was annel
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Of course.
tion to the United States.
as the hon. the Minister of Inland Revenue Stated, this was now a dead issue.
This piogramme was, however, signed
by the hon. gentleman, and, no doubt,
it was exceedingly inconvenient lor
him, that the attention of the House
was called to the faet. The people of
Lower Canada repudiated such a programme, and would have nothing to
do with a party which was not loyal
But there was also
to the Crown.
anotier programme, because the Liberals changed their programmes as
often as there was a new Parliament.
At the present moment, these hon.
gentlemen imagined that, by having
in their hands the Governments of the
Province of Quebec and Ontario, their
piinciples would ultimately pievail.
As had been stated on the previous
day, there was now an appeal to the
people of Quebec, which would show
hon. gentlemen, as well as tho Lieutenant -Governor, that the electors
of the Province would not sanction
the unconstitutional policy of the
Lieutenant-Governor, and would not
tolerate in power the Government of
Mr. Joly.
It would not be long before hon. gentlemen heard of it.
The
hon. the Minister of Inland Revenue
thought it was better to wipe out the
past, and he said that no extreme
Liber'al in Canada had advocated
comunuistie principles. To prove that
they lad done so, howeveV, we had
only to go back to the paper published
by the gentleman whpse name he had
.Ust mentioned-Mr. Dorion-who was
thei the great oracle of the Liberal
section of the House. That hon. gentle!an was not bashful te say in that
paper of his, what bis principles were.
One ofthese principles was abolition of
lprivileges of all kinds. There were a
great many pr'ivileges in this country
and in all countries. We had, for instance, the privilege of the right of
property. Before the seigniorial sys1em was donc
away with, many
*¤gniors of the Province of Quebec
were possessed of wealth and large
Property. It was thought, by a maJ ity in that Province, that the object
r which the seigniorial systema had
hedn" established by their forefathers
hâd been attained, and that the time
ast>
arrived wheu that system should
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disappear. The Conservatives wenit
on this ground-"These seigniors have
acquired rights which must be paid
for; we will not allow oue single dollar
of their rights te be taken fiomi then
without giving then a dollur of cornpensation." But the idea set forth by
other bon. gentlemen in their programme was a eommunistic one. Hon.
gentlemen, however, very soon saw
that Ihis article had better be taken
out of their programme, and, in 1872,
it disappeared. They believed the
electors of Quebec would side with
them on the great principle. They
said: "We thought for a time this principle should prevail, but now that we
are older and have more experience,
we are of a contrary opinion; but
trust us, only trust us." Don. gentlemen had been trusted in this H1ouse
for four years, and they had been
weighed and found wanting.
The
hon. Minister of Inland Revenue went
further thani this, and charged his (Mir.
Langevin's) side of the House with
being hostile to the principles of Responsible Goverrmenit. Let them go
back a little, and see who were those
who preceded thein lu the Province of
Quebec. The hon.gentleman went back
thirty years. le would go back forty.
They iad, at that time, under the union
of the two Canadas,a sort of Cr'ownGovernment, but they had no iResponsible
the
Government.
Our forefather',
great men, who were always respected
and always would be, voted for the
principles of Besponsi ble Govern ment;
those principles iniglt not have boeu
so welJ defined or so well understood
at the time, but they voted for then.
And then they had the insurrection of
1837 and 1838, which was not agaiist
the Crown of England, for a
the
thar
people
loyal
more
Frencb, English, Scotch and Irish
of Lower Canada could not be
found ; it was against a bureaucracy,.
and any interference with Responsible
Government.

Af'ter the union of the

Canadas, they saw all those great meni,
the Lafontaines, Morins, Tachos and
others, fightinig foir that same principle
of Responsible Gevernment.
They
thought they should not be governed
by the Government without responsible Ministers, and they left office, re-

maining in Opposition tour years,
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when the principle having been organ-

ized, they returned triumphantly to
their old places. Those were, therefore, ' ho men who were thon the chiefs
of his (Mr. Langevin's) party; the
PapineLaus,
Nelsons,
Lafontaines,
Morin,, and Taches. He worked
and 1; ught with those men, and if
they lived now they would be found
on his side of the House. So ho
thought ho had disposed of the charge
that the Conservatives of Quebec were
hostile to the principles of Responsible
Government.
The hon. gentleman
bad quoted La Nouveau Monde; ho had
no doubt that would be found by the
hon. gentleman a useful and interesting paper. He had also quoted the
Courier du Canada, to the effect that
Local elections were coming on, they
had the Municipal elections, School
elections, Provincial elections, Federal
elections, and, in fact they were
always having elections. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Laurier) found fault
that this paper objected to these
numerous elections, and to the many
crimes, or great sins, as ho catlled
thom, that were committed during
these elections. Well, the hon. gentleman knew that at election time there
was a gro t deal of drunkenness and
quarrelling and other crimes, and ho
should recollect the Bill which the
hon. Minister of Justice. a few days
ago, bronght down at his (Mr. Langevin's) suggestion, to eliminate from
voting the facilities for fraud, and
,adopt the same system as was now
carried out in the Province of Quebec.
But once more, what had this to do
with the Lieutenant-Governor of
Quebec ? Did it prove that Mr.
Letellier was right in the course he
had taken ? The hon. gentleman was
afraid to touch

the question, and ho
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high functionary had not violated the
Constitution, and did not deserve rebuke, if not tsomething else. The hon.
gentleman said he was j'alous of the
constitutional rights of the Province
and the great principlos of Responsible
Government ; but how did ho permit
Mr. Letellier to treat those principles?
The Legislature had been supporting
the Governmcnt of Mr. DeBoucherville
for the last two or three years. Mr.
DeBoucherville had a large majority,
sometimes amounting to one-third of
of the whole House, and the Session
had been a most successful one. Just
three or four days before the end of the
Session the Lieutenatnt-Governor called
on Mr. DeBoucherville, and said:
"Notwithstanding your majority, i
must dismiss you and have other Ministers." If this was Responsible Government the sooner it was Known the
better. It was a tyrannical Government, he did not think Prussia or Germany to-day would do anything of the
kind ; for, although the Emperor of that
Empire had great power, ho would not
dare to do that. That act was left for the
great Liberal party, that were in
favour of nothing which was liberal,
nothing which was in favour of the
rights of the people. It was left for
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Laurier) to
say, " All is right, Mr. Letellier has
done nothing wrong." He said that
the Governor and the Foderal Parliament, no matter how erring the conduct of Mr. Letellier migh t be, had no
right to interfere, so long as there was
no remede in the loal Constitution Of
Quebee; ihe remedy was in the bands
of the people of Quebec. If we had no
right to interfere, thon the LieutenantG-evernor of Quebec was independent
of a:1 authority; there he was for five
years, and might do with the Province
as ho thought proper. But the case
was quite different. If the LieutenantGovernor had good reason to say to is
Ministers that ho thought they had
lost the confidence of the -House and
the confidence of the country, and that,
therefore, he wished them tO go to the
people and test whether theypossed
their confidence or not, ho could
understood it, becanse in that case he
would not have taken from the handls

did not want the House to take it into
consideration, ho did not want it to
have a motion about it; ho said that
the adoption of'the motion of bis right
hon. friend would be an invasion of
the rights of the people. It
might be very convenient for
the Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec ;
but if he had so far forgotten his duties
-as to violate the great principles he
was entrusted to protect, they muet
tell him so; they must consider the of his Ministers the constitutional
facts, of the case and say whether that right of going to the PeOple.
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If he had doue that, the disso.ution of
the louse would have been perfectly
constitutional, and the people wouild
have decided, not between Mr. Letellier and bis late Ministere, but with
respect to tha poliey of the Administration on the measures which they had
introduced and eairied through Parliamer.t, and wvhether Mr. D)eBoucherville's Govern ment had their confidence
the Legislature
When
or not.
met again, then a vote of confidence or of non-confidence would Lave
showna whether Mr. Letellier had been
right or wrong ; and, if le Lad been
right, the Ministry would have gone
ont, and Mr. Letellier have calied
other men to advise him. But, no ;
that vas not the position. Mr.Letellier
began by dismissing his Ministers,
who had the confidence of both liouses.
H1e said :" I do not believe in those
measures; I will call other men." And
he calied other men to his Councils to
advise him; and for three, four, and
five months those men, who had been
all the time in a very large minority
in the Legislature, would have the
administration of the affairs and the
expenditure of the people's money, up
to July next, the supplies having been
voted to them; and would have all the
patronage of the Crown in our Province, although they had never had
the confidence of the people, and miglit
never have that confidence. Nevertheless, Mr. Letellier thought this fair and
just, and in accordance with the great
Principles of Ilesponsible Government.
fhe hon. member for Chateauguay
would not say, he felt sure, that this
was in accordance with the great principles0f lesponsible Governnent. He
hoped they would hear from the hon.
gentleman; ho hoped the hon. gentleman would not remain dumb on such
a question. The hon. gentleman was
one of the oldest members of this
House, and they had a right to have
his opinions on this subject, to know
whether he approved or condemned
the act Of Mr. Letellier in putting aside
the Legislature, and in putting aside
the wili Of the people, the Ministry
which had the support and the contidence Of the Country; and in taking
in their place nen who represented a
81311 minority to administer the
Public affairs, and to control the whole
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patronage of the Crown of that province. The hon. the Minister of Inland Revenue was jealons of the great
principles of Responsible Governiment.
le (Mr. Langevin) wished him joy of
his jealousy on that point. The hon.
gentleman had said, on the same subjec t. there might be cases in which Parliament might interfore, but only when
the people had not the remedy i n their
own hands. They were al[ wliting to
hear what thoso cases were, but evidently in vain. The people of the
Province of Quebec could not help
themselves to-day. The Legislature
had been dissolved and they rmust now
look to new men. What right had
Mr. Letellier to send away those Nlinisters, whieh the majority of the representatives of the people, and, therefore,
the people thenselves,had put in office ?
For, the true principle and practice of
our institutions vere that the electors
elected representatives, and froin those
representatives the Crown took its
advisers. He admitted there night bo
some cases when under those circumstances, a Min ist ry might be dismissed;
for instance, in the case of Ministers
who might be guilty of high treason,
who u.ed their office to destroy the
Constitution, and allow the enemy to
enter the country. That would bu an
occasion in which the Crown might
and should interfere; the action might
be unconstitutional, but the safety of
the country was the tirst thing to be
considered. It would be on the same
principlo as the suspension of the
fabeas Corpus Act, which was the
great charter of our liberties. Yet
there were cases when the safety of
the Stato required its suspension. The
hon. the Minister of Inland Revenue
had said that as long as there was a
remedy in the hands of the people, he
aid not want the Crown or Parliament
to interfere. He (Mr. Langevin) would
put this point; ho would suppose a
case Mr. Leteltier had dismissed
his Ministers; he had called on Mr.
Joly to formu a new Government,which
now existed. le had dissolved Parliament on the advice of Mr. Joly;
the electors wee now called on
te vote for new mon. The elections
wouild take place on the 1st May,
after which the Legislature would
be called together. Mr. Joly's Min-
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istry vould thon find itself, as he
sincerely beleved in a minority.
Mr. Letellier, with that
deterinination which lie had shown,
not to stand by the Constitution, but to
violate it, would thon say to his party:
" Though you are in a minority of five,
ton, or twenty. yet i will not submit to
that ; it is not a proper verdict; i will
dissolve the Parlianient again, and
send you a second time to the electors
to try to obtain a mjority-." Of coutrse,
according to the hon. gentl1eman,
neither the hon. the Minister of Inland
Reverue nor the hon. the First Minister would interfère. Why ? Becau-e
the remedy still renained in the liands
ofthe people; the electors wero stilt
there. iow long w-as Mr. Lotellier to
play with the people, withu our institutions, and with our constitution ? That
is the question. Once the constitution
was allowed to be violated, inch by
inch it would disappeai-, and the rights,
the privileges, and the liberties of the
people would go with it. A gentleman
ti-om the great Province of Ontario,
with whon he had been conversing,
had said to him: " Well, the remedy is
in your hands. -Mr. Letellier has dismissed the Governwent, it is true, but
the electors are called upon to say
whether that is proper or not." He
(Mr. Langevin) told that hon. gentleman : " If this had been donc in your
Province by the late Lieut.-Governor
Crawford; if he bad dismissed his Ministers and replaced them by a Conservative Administration, how many days
would you have stood it ? Would you
have besitated a moment ?" The great
city of Toronto would have seen the
yeomanry and the people of the other
cities coming into it to defend the constitution.
They would have said:
" This is our great right,and there is not
a Lieut.-Governor nor a Minister who
can violate it with impunity." They
would have taken the law into their
own hands as a remedy. He (Mr.
Langevin) did not know wbether that
was the remedy of which the bon. the
Minister of Inland Revenue thought.
In the Province of Quebec they were
less fiery, perhaps, than their good
friends in Ontario. Perhaps they had
been accustomed at a later period by
their forefathers to those great institutions of Responsible Gover-nment, and
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were more patient ; but they vilued
thera as imuch as did the people ofOn.
tario, aud they would not vllow the,,
to be violated by Lieut.-Governor
Letellier. If the people cf the Pro.
vince of Quebec could not obtainjustice
from this -louse or fron this Govern.
ment, they would obtain it by their
own strength ; and let hon. gentlene,
froni the Province of Quebec on the
other side of the House remermber thi:
the electors of that Province wou
soon give their views as to the shamefui marner in which they had bee:
treated by this Government.
The
hou. tihe -Minister of Inland 1h.
venue, in order to strengthen W',
position, Vont oni to say that it wouil
not be within the power of the Brih-i
Parliarent to interfere should the Go%.
ernor-General dismiss to-day the present Government and dissolve Par.lianent. For the same reason that Le
(Mr. Langevin) condenned the ar-t o
the Lieutenant-Governor of the Piovince of Quebec, would he condemnii
an act of this kind ; unless, as he hai
st ated, there was a strong and suprew
reason to justify it, one which concerned the first law, the safety ofthe
State. To believe for a single niomen
that the hon. gentlemen who sat on
the Treasury benches, would S'il
mit tamely to an act of thi,
kind by any Governor-General of thi
country, who would dismiss them onlv
for such reasons as Mir. Letellier had
given, and that they would not appea
to the British Parliament, to ler Mo
Gracious Majesty, for redress, WoIJ1
be absurd ; it would not be buman
nature. They would be the firrt tô
denounce the Governor-General; meeting after meeting would be callei
petitions would be signed
parish, village, concession,

in every
in ever

range of these parishes, and would
sent to the Queen and to the louse 0
Commons, asking for the recall Of thc
Governor-General who had coimmittei
such an act. However, the hon. gew
tleman did not thus feel just Dow'
because that act had been cofamitte
against the rights and liberties Of th
Province by one of their own frienlds
But that was narrowing the questiO'
too much ; these gentlemen shoud
rise above party considerations of tha
kind. They should remember t
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this was not a question of to-day alone,
nor o.:e which would affect them
a question
was
ajonc, but it
would affect the future
which
f this country,
Let hon. gen:leenT suppose the same thing should
occur in the other Provinces. Suppose
hew lon. Mr. Archibald, LieutenantGovernor of the Province of Nova
sotia Lad, undei similar circuinstances, disnissed his Ministry and
ýa1ed in another set of men of the
;pposite party, which was in the
minority in the lIouse of Representa:es, would not they bc the first to
that that Lieutenant-Governor,
:tppointed by the late Government of
Canada, had committed an outragze
should
and
on the Constitution
le recalled, and a Liberal Govtrnor sent to replace him. lion. genIlemen from other Provinces would
lcl as the majority of Quebec did, if
their Provinces had been summarily
treated. The people of Quebec werc
patient, but they knew their rights,
and they wanted to hand them down to
their children. For this reason they
had come bere to demand protection to
both louses of Parliament, to the
representatives of Her Most Gracions
Majcsty. By that petition they had laid
a great grievance before Parliament,
and his right hon. friend had placed
efore the House the motion under consideration. This question was not a
party one. Was there a censure on
the bon. gentlemen opposite ? No
they might have put a censure in it,
had they thought proper to make it a
party question. But, this motion considered only the act of the LieutenantGovernor of Quebee, and said it was an
unwise aet, one destructive of the great
principles of Responsible Government.
If hon. gentlemen voted against it,
they would thereby say that Mr.
Letellier's act was a wise one, and by
doing as ho had done he had acted
according to the great principles of
Responsible Government. It would be
for such hon. gentlemen a dark day
when they would have to go and explain such a vote to the electors of the
Province of Quebee. The principles
of the hon. the Minister of Inland
Revenue were, Of course, the principles
of the hon. the First Minister.
The First Minister spoke first, and
the
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Mlinister of Inland Revenue followed.
It was quite natural that the latter
should follow in the footsteps of the
Minister of Public Works, under whom
he acted as a Minister. But lie should
have remembered that before being a
Minister, he was a representative of
the people of the Province of Quebec ;
he should have remembered that he
was nlot here to favour the First Minister's views, but to defend the Constitution of his own Province, and, by
def-ending that Constitution -and that
people, lie was dbnding t ho Constitutions and the people of ail the Provinces. The bon. the First Minister
1iad said he had no right to condemn
the Lieutenant-Governor. If the hon.
the
First
Minister
were
able
to
defend
his
late
colleague,
his friend whom ho had appointed to
preside over the Government of the
Province of Quebec, would ho not
have donc so'? Yes. le was too
good a friend to his friends not to defend Mr. Letellier if lie could. IlIe
once said: " I always defend my
officers and employés, high or low,
who are under or appointed by me,
until they are found guilty." If ho
could defend Mr. Letellier, one of the
highest officers whom ho cotild appoint, why did ho not do it ?
MR. MACKENZIE : Do you call the
Lieut.-Governor an employé ?
Ma. LANGEVIN: I caul hin an
employé, an officer of high position.
An employé is a person employed
and paid for filling an office ; lie may
be a clerk, a stipendiary magistrate, or
a police officer, or ho may be a subchiefof a department or a LieutenantGovernor.
MR. MACKENZ E: O' a Judge.
MR. LANGEVIN: No. The law
had made Judges independent, thank
God, of hon. gentlemen opposite. Yes;
ho thanked God they were independent
of any Government. He did not desire to insinuate that hon. gentlemen
opposite were endeavouring to tamper
with the judiciary of this country. If
ho could substantiate such a chag e,
ho would in bis place in Parliament,
ask for the appointment of a Committee of investigation, and it would
not be refused. But thank God, the
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Judges of the Dominion are independent of the Governmentand ho used the
term in a broad sense. The Lieut.-Governor of Quebec was not independent
of the present Government at Ottawa.
He was independent only so long as he
rermamned within the limits of the Constitution; but if he violated the Constitution, it was for the Dominion Government to talke the matter in hand
and impeach him. The Constitution
even went further, and laid down that
the Lieutenant-Governor might be
dismissed by the Governor General in
Council, but that the causes of the dismissal must be signified to Parliament
within a certain specified time. That
showed the Constitution was intended
to keep the Lieutenant-Governors in
check, and within its bounds. Suppose
the Lieutenant.Governor of Quebec
determined to leave the Province for
two months without obtaining leave of
absence,would hon. gentlemen opposite
not interfere, dismiss him, and purish
him? They would not hesitate to do
so, because ho would have neglected to
perform bis duty. He would ask the
hon. the Premier what he would think
if Ilis Excellency tho Governor-General, who was such an admirable
scholar, and used such admirable language, were to call the Ministry to
account for their bad spelling and
defective grammar ? True, it migbt
not be their fault, but if the GovernorGeneral had acted on the principle that
directed Mr. Letellier, lion. gentlemen
opposite would not now be in power.
It the Address submitted yesterday
were to be critized paragaph by para-

graph, with the grammar, the Ministors, ho was very much afraid, would
have to resign their seats. The House
far
perceive
how
could not
of Quethe Lieutenant-Governor
bec had proceeded of bis own accord,
and how far ho had been badly advised,
because there must have been some one
behind the throne advising him. He
had not done that act by himself
alone.
He had had irresponsible
advisers to direct him. Some one had
strengthened bis nerves in order to
enable him to dismiss his Ministers.

But when ho called Mr. Joly to the
head of affairs, and before a new Government had beei formed, the representatives of the people by a large
Ma. L&îozviN.
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majority-43 or 44 out of 65 member.declared that they had full confidence.
in Mr. De Boucherville's Administration. They passed an Address to the
JLieutenan t-Governor. asking hlim tr>
retrace his steps, and not commit the
unconstitutional act that was bein<r
carried out at that moment. Thev
went further. Mr. Joly had not been
in office for an hour befoi e the representatives of the people, assembled in

the Legislature, declared that hiis
Administration had not their coifidence, and that the only men that
possessed their confidence were the ite
Administration.
But Mr. Leiellier
having passed the -Rubicon, was bouid
to go forward. The Legislature had,
therefore, been dissolved, and the eleetors were now called upon to give their
They had not yet ascerdecision.
tained how the Press and people of'
England viewed the question. lc
had no doubt, howeve-, that if it we'e
taken up by the great Constitutional
authorities, they would declare that
the act of Mr. Letellier was most un constitutional, and such as could not be
committed without bis being censured
and punished, that it was antagoListic
to the British Constitution, that it was
a violation of the Constitution of the
Province of Quebec, and of their rights,
privileges and liberties, and that Mr.
Letellier should be condemned for
attempting to take the law in his own
hands, or rather fori making a law for
himself. Ho would quote a passage, a
very i mportant passage, from Bagehot,
on the Constitution of England.

Bagehot said :
" The Queen can hardly now refuse a defeated Minister the chance of dissolution, anY
more than she can dissolve in the time Of an
undefeated one and without bis consent. Anl
no monarch should dissolve Parliament against
the will and interest of the Ministry which is
in power. No doubt the King can dismiss
such a Ministry and replace it by another Administration, whose advice to dissolve Parliament he should take, but even with this
precaution to act thus towards a Minister
1
which had a strong majority in Parliamen ,t
would be to strike a blow which it is alnOs
impossible to suppose. We aonot believe that
Queen Victoria herself in spite of the popularity
and respect by which she is surroiunded, to l
greater extent perhaps than any of ber predecessors, would ever have recourse to such a
measure. What would be thoüght if she should
venture to reason thus: 'The Whigs arem
majority in the existing Parliament, but I
think that the country would favour a Tory
Administration. Let us, therefore, dissolve
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Parliament, and see if the cmntry will not
-elect a Parliament of opposite opinions to those
which prevail in the present Parliament.
What would be thonglit of this ? No Englishman can dream even of a c ttastrophe of this
nature, but it to them appears to belong to the
phenomena of a world altogetber different
from that which he inhabits. In practice, in
England the Sovereign considers himself
obliged to follow the advice of the Ministry
which the House of Commons desire to remain
in power. Ail prerogtives at variance with
this principle have fallen into disuse, but the
Sovereign may accord to the Ministry the
opportunity of securing by an appeal to the
people a majority which is denied it in the
Ilouse of Commons; but to strike from bebind,
so to speak, and strangle by means of an appeal
to tbe country, a Ministry sustained by Parlianient, would be an event which no longer
enters into the calculation, although in former
Years instances of this occurred in our annals.'

Mr. Bagehot asked what would be
thought if the Queen or King was to
reason in this manner: " The Whigs
have a majority in the present Parliament, but I believe the country is
fivourable to the Tories. I will dismiss the Whig Ministry, choose a Tory
Ministry, and, afterwards, dissolve Parliament to ascertain whether the people
will not clect a Parliament holding
contrary opinions to the present Parliament." That was exactly what Mr.
Letellier lad done. He had not found
the Whigs in power with a majority in
the Legislature, but the Conservatives
in that position.
The LieutenantGJovernor said to himself: " The people
are favourable to the Liberals, I
vili therefore dismiss my Ministers ; I
will choose a Liberal Administration,
and then I will dissolve the Legislature in order to ascertain whether the
Province will not return a Legislature
holding opinions contraryto those of the
present Legislature." That was condeinnedI by the best constitutional au-

lhorities.
He would also read an
extract from Lord Brougham's speech
um the debate on the lato Melbourne
Adiministration. Lord Broughani said:
" The noble duke asks, however, ' were not
p"rson*s, as well as Lord G-rey, to judge
f ti' effects of Lord Aithorpe's removal-was
Viîg himself not tojudge ? I am perfectly
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that prerogative is founded, in order to percaive how it is limited. lu every State the
public seî vice must bo provided for, and officers nust be appoined by some one. Our
constitution-that of a limited and hereditary
monarchy-will not allow the principle, generally speaking, of election, either as regards
the highest office of ail, or as rega'ds the inferior offices of the Ministry; descentprovides
for the one, selection for the other; and secordingly, in some one power of the State, the
lcffices
must be vested.
nomination to those
In whom is it rested ? Ia the King. But it is
a power exercised for the good of the
people. It is not to be dealt with capriciously
-it is no to be used as an amusement-it is
not to be plaved with-not to be employed as
a man would the power which lie has of sending off one servant without notice, to gratify
his own whims, and cboosing another. A man
might exercise this power of arbitrary dismissal if lie pleased, and he would be the
worst served ; he would be the loser ; but he
alone would be the injured party; bis interest
alone would suffer. But the King holds the
power in question, not for bis own gratification
-not at ail for his own purposes. It is not he
that is to be injured or to be benefitted by the
exercise of it. He is not a party to the riskhe is not a party to the gain or the loss att2ndant on the exercise of the power-he is a
trustee--he is himself a public servant-he is
appointed and empowered for the benelt of bis
people. The trast which he exercises is
wholly for their 3ake. It is not because some
one shiould say, ' Turn out this person and get
another,' that lis power is to be therefore put
in operation. He is not to place and displace
his servants because somebody miy say, 'Lord
this is better than Lord that,' or because somebody else may cry, ' Oh, do turn out these
men, and just let us have the Duke again.'
That is not the theory of the Constitutionthat is not the condition on which the power
exists-that is not the tenure by which the
power is holden. So long as this power is exercised as it ought to be, it will be safely
holden - and no one would think of questioning its foundation, or objecting to its exis-

tence, or of wishing to restrict it ; but it must

be exercised soundly, publicly,and on stateable
grounds. No Sovereign of this country bas a

right,by the Constittion-(and your lordships
will be pleased to observe that, in speaking of

the Sovereign, I speak, of course, only of his
advisers, using his name merely to avoid circumlocution, and, in reNrence to the present
occasion, be it always remembered that those
who succeeded my noble friend were, in point
of fact, and of constitutional law, the advisers
of the Crown, as I have already showa)-the
Sovereign, I say, bas no right-by the Constitution it is illegal-it is prohibited to the
Crown-it is a wrong, an unlawful, a criminal
act-toexercise that high fanction oif dismissing its Minister; and cloosiug oth.ers, unless
on grounds capable of b ing stated and defended.

". tu met the noble duke on the point in-

A-d
ia that observation ; it is indeed, my
L
one essential to the present question -I
erdu,
mean the nature of the Crown's prerogative of
chiosing and changing its servants. It is the
,ldoubted, the unquestioned pow,'r of the
Crown to do so: that I set out with ; but let
exunine what is the meaning of this propoStan, in order to apply it, and let us see how

That was aï strong language as could

be founi to have boen used on any
question that had come before Parliament; and it might abnoit bc thought
that this speech of' Lordi Br'oughîan
had been prepared for delivery on thi-
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occasion. Ur. Letellier had no right
to take the action he did. He had
even acknowledged that the Constitution did not give him that right; on
the contrary, he was bound to keep his
Ministers and abide by the decision of
the electors. If he thought his Ministers had lost the confidence of the Province,

after

having

been

three

they
in
office,
though
years
the
majority in
had a large
Legislature, he might say so to them,
and send them back to the people.
They would have had a chance of explaining their

p

osition to the pubiic

and the electors, who would have then
decided whether this minority had
their confidence or not. But no. l is
Ilonour the Lieut.-G-overnor of the
Province of Quebee said: " No ; I will
bring my own friends into power,
though they number orly 22 or 21 in
the louse out of 65; I wili give them
power and patronage, and all the influence that the use of patronage can
give them, and office and titles, and
the opportunity of electing a majority
for themselves, though the present
majority in the House is in favour of
another Government; I want a Liberal
majority in the new louse." His
Honour had no right to do that, and
this was the reason why thiey said
the Lieut.-Governor hnd violated the
principles of our Constitution. When
Fox died, what w-as donc ? Lord
Brougham gave themt this example to
show what respect they had in England, and what respect we should have
for the great principles of lesponsible
Government:-~
"Mr. Fox died on the 13th of September,
1806, there being amhplepotice of his approaching end for two months bef re, in consequence
of the operation he was obliged to undergo.
There wms no hurry, neither public nor secret
advisers, nor illustrious dukes were taken bv
surprise. Did His Majesty, then, on the 14th
of September, on the death of Mr. P ox, act as
his present Majesty on the 14th of November
last was advised to do on the death of Earl
Spencer? Did those great st-tesmen who
counselled George 111 -experienced, sage,
eminent and discreet men as they were-so
wel versed in the theory and practice of the
Constitution, so skilled withal in the arts ot
Uabinet-making,-ever think of advising him,
because Mr. Fox was dead, instantly to turn
out the Whig Administration ? No such thing:
no such advice was given ; the Ministers were
allowed to remain in office tilt the end of
March following; not frn, any want of inclination to turn them out: on the contrary.

MR. LANGEVIN.
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there was every inclination, steadily, unremittingly, uninterrnptedly manifested to employ
any opportuni ty that could be taken advantage
of for dismissing them; but they were allowed
to remain in office six months long..r, because
the Constitution would not allow them to be
turned out without some assignable cause.
hay, the King even allowed them to dissolve
the Parliament after the death of Mr. Fox,
although he very plainly must have foreseen
that a second dissolution would thus be soon
rendered necessary, and he only removed
thém in March, when the Catholic questiot,
occurred to create a disagreement."

So the great principles of the Constitution of England and of our Constitution in this particular were well under,
stood in England and by all their
statesmen, and by all those who had
made a study of constitutional law.
le must say that these great prineipies must be understood by the hon.
gentlemen on the Treasury benches
and the hon. the First Minister, because the hon. gentleman had not had
the courage to say that Mir. Letellier
was right. Itf the hon. gentleman
had thought that Mr. Letellier wa,ý
right, he would not hesitate a moment
to say so; but, in order that hon. genttemen might not have to condemn his
friends and injure the Joly Government in their elections in the Province
of Quebec, the hon. gentleman said
be was not there either to defend or
condemn the Lieutenant-Governor or
the Province of Quebec. This was
not conduct worthy of the position 0f
the hon. gentleman. The question of
partizanship should not be considerel
under the circumstances. The great
principles of our Constitution should
alone be what should be defended, anI
alone be what should have the atteltion at the present moment of the hon.
gentlemen who sat on the Treasury
benches. These hon. gentlemen shoulld
say : "Although Mr.Letellier had been
a colleague of ours, although he was a
Liberal Mnister, and although he is :a
Liberal Lýeutenant-Governor, nevertheless be bas committed an act which
is censurable and which must be coldemned and punished, and though h3
bas to be condemned and punisfied he
shall not be allowed to violate the Constitution." The Lieutenant-Governor of
the Province of Quebec dismissed his
Ministers by a letter dated the lst of
March, 1879, the last paragraph of
which was as follows:-
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" For all these reasons, therefore, the Lieut .nant-Governor cannot conclude this memor indum without expressing to the Premier
tle regret he feels in being no longer able to
r.tain him in his position, contrary to the
r:ghts and prerogatives of the Crown."

The Lieutenant-Governor, whon lie
dismissed bis Ministers, gave them bis
reasons in t'iis letter. These reasons
werc few in number. Some of them
were very futile, and ail of them had
been refuted by his late Ministers ;
irst, by the Hon. Mr. Angers, and
subsequently in a letter transmitted to
the Governor-General, which was before the House. In this letter the
Hon. Mr. DeBoueherville defended bis
position, and showed how His Honour
the Licutenant-Governor was mistaken, to use no stronger word, as to
the reasons he gave, not on the lst of
March, 1878, when he dismissed bis
Ministers, but in another letter which
lis Honour addressed to the GovernorGeneral, eighteen days afterwards, on
the 19th March, 1878. His Honour
liad recoverea bis senses a little by this
time; he saw the indignation which
his rash act bad aroused from one end
of the country to the other, and that
this feling of indignation was niot confined to the Province of Quebec, but
extended frora one end of the Dominion to the other, being condemned by
all who were not blinded by their partizan views. His Honour found that
the reasons he gave and laid before the Legisiature of the Province of Quebec would not hold
vater; and, consequently, le haid to
tid new views and new reasons in
irder toipCp up bis previous document
which lie had laid before the public ;
therefore. on the 19th of March,
eighteen days afterwards, lis Honour
wrote tio the Governor-General a letter,
n which he gave a number of additional reasons as baving determined
him to dismiss bis Ministers. Bat ail
this was au after-thought.
No doubt
Mr. Jo!y and bis colleague found that
the document by wbich His Ilonour
had dismirssed bis Ministers was so
weak anI fecble that they could not go
to the country on the strength of it.
They were afraid that this document,
(oming before this House and betore
lis Ecelilency the Governor-General
Would not allow this Administration to
aeep Mr. Letellier in office ; and,
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therefore, no doubt, they advised His
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor to
strengthen his position; and one could
see, from this fact, that these Ministers
said to the Lieutenant-Governor: "Now,
Your Honor,do not be uneasy; only give
us a little lime, and we will arrange
matters for you and prepare such a
fine legal paper that will strengthen
your position and enable you to stand
well with the Ministers at Ottawa, so
that they will have no reason to condemn you, and that we may have a
platform to go upon to the country."
This was why this letter of the 19th of
March was written to His Excellency
le believed
the Governior-General.
that it was laid befôre the louse on
the 26th or 27th of March,and as soon am
Mr. DeBoucherville saw it, he addressed to the Governor General a paper,
dated Ottawa, 2nd of April, and in it
Mr. DeBoucherville met step by step
ali the allegations, ail the affirmations
and ail the charges made by the Lieutenant-Governor, or by bis advisers for
him, but to which His Honour put his
signature. This document was rather
lengthy, and ho (Mr. Langcvin) must
be excused by the House, if ho considered it for a lew moments. The first
document to be considered was the first
letter of Mr. Letellier to bis Ministers,
in
of
March,
1st
the
dated
re-affirmedi
Hlionour
lis
which
aid brought against them the charge
of overlooking the prerogatives of the
Crown. What did His Honour say in
his letter? Hie stated:"The Lieutenant-Governor, taking into
consideration the communication made to him
verbally (on the 27th February) by the
Premier, and also taking into consideration the
letter which the Premier then gave to him, is
prepared to admit that there had been no in*
tention on the part of the Premier to slight
the prerogatives of thie Crown, and that there
was only on his part an error, committed in
good faith. in the interpretation that he gave
to words used by the Lieutenant-Governor. in
the interview which they had on the 19th
Februarv instant."

If there was only un erior coamittel
by the Government, and if the Lieutenant-Governor looked upon this act
as one which could be overlooked, and
ab he had in reality overlooked it, why
should any fuirther notice be taken of
it ? Continuing on the same subject
lis lonour stated:-
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therefore His Honour could not complain of his Ministers en this connection.
His Honour had kept them in office for a
year and a half, while Lieutenant-Governor and, during that period, he had
If an error was committed, surely this not complained of this; these laws were
error was not such an one as to require passed previous to
his appointment,
the dismissal of the Ministry. Besides, and, therefore, lis Honour
could not
Ilisilonour forgot that he had condoned bring them up now against this Minisit; lie said that there was Do desire, no try. But this was only in keeping
intention of committing tlis error. It with the second complaint of the Lieuwas comnitted., but in the same way as tenant-Governor. His Honour frequentthat poor word was placed in the infi- ly complained as to the necessity of renitive instead of in a tense in another ducing the expenses, and said that he
Surcly this error vas not a had directed the attention of his Minismood.
crime. Bat, no; lis Ilonour held to ters to the necessity for reducing the
his position and declared that this expenses of civil government and leg.
crr-or, though simply an error, and islation, wi thout having recourse to new
though he had forgiven it, was a crime; taxes, in order to thus avoid financial
and that for these great crimes and embarrassment. The law with respect
misdemeanors his Ministers must go to the increase of the salaries of the
out of office. Farther on, the Lieu- Civil servants was, however, passed two
tenant Goveinor made the following years previously, in 1876; and how
complaint :could IIisHonour complain of this when
" From time to time, since the last Session the Government was only carrying a
of the Legislature, the Lieutenant-Governor law passed in 1876, in effect, a year
has drawn the attention of the Premier to sev- before lis Honour became Lieutenant.
eral subjects regarding the interests of the Province of Quebec, among others: 1st. The Governor ? Wore his Ministers not to
enormous expenditure occasioned by very large obey the law ? The law was there; it
subsidies to several railways while the Pro- was not devised for the Civil Service
vince was burdened with ihe construction of
the great railway from Quebec to Ottawa, alone. Itwas also made for the masses.
which sbould take precedence of the others; It had to be obeyed by the Ministers
and this, when the state of our finances and by Mr. Letellier himself, no matter
obliged us to undertake loans disproportioned
how high bis position was, because Mr.
to our revenue. '
Lotellier must understand that the law
How did Mr. DeBoucherville meetthis was for everybody; and that he could
complaint? He said that those laws not, though he had tried it, place bis
respecting those railways were passcd personality and power and will, over
by a previous Administration ; that ho, and above the law of the country. The
therefore, *as only carrying out mea- De Boucherville Governmont bad the
sures passed by another Government ; right, and they were bound to see that
that, while lie was in office, and since, this law was executod, and to use the
Mr. Letellier had been Lieutenant- wordsof his hon. friend (Mr. Masson),
Governor, the DeBoucherville Govern- it was none of Mr. Letellier's business,
ment had not added one dollar to the if the Legislature of the Province of
expenses of the country with regard to Quebec thought proper to give 10, 15,
railway construci ion ; and that, there- 20, or 50 per cent. more to the Civil
lore, lis IHonour could not properly servants. This money was not Mr. Lebring this forward as an excuse for the tellier's money, it was not the moncy of
dismissal of his Ministers on the ground the Crown, but the noney of the people ;
of their having incurred enormous ex- and if the people thought proper to vote
penditure,owing to the grantir.gofvery thoir money and to give it in this way to
large subsidies towards several railways the Civil servants of the Crown, the
undertaken in the Province, besides Crown had only to thank the people for
the building of the great railway to their liberality and generosity, and to
Ottawa. All these subsidies had been execute the law that had been passed.
voted by the previous Governient and If' the Crown could set aside the
House prior to the appointnent of Mi-. laws passed by both Houses of ParliaLetellier as Lieutenan
and ment, then our Responsible Goverl
-oaernor,
MR. LANGEVIN.
" Withthis interpretation and the instructions given in cousequence by the Premier to
the Hon. Messrs. Angers and Church, these
gentlemen did not, wittingly, do anything
against the duties of their office."

General
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irent and Constitution would come to

nothing, bcause the Crown alone
would rule the country. But the old
constitutional authorities said that the

vaw
was made not onlv for the Commons, not only for the House of Lords,
b'ut the law was made for the Sovereign
himself. Queen Victoria, our most
gracious Queen, had shown, during her
long and glorious reign of over forty
years, that she understood the great
principles of our Constitution. The
will of the people, as expressed by
their representatives, had always been
respected. Whenever votes of money
had been given by the people through
Parhanent, the Queen had been most
Ltiankful to her faithful Commons,
and it was left for Mr. Letellier to do
othenvise, and violate the Constitution
of the country.
It being six o'clock the Speaker left
the Chair.

Dymond,
Farrow,
Ferguson,
Ferris,
F leming,
Flsher,
Fraser,

Paterson,
Pettes,
Pickard,
Ross (West Middlesex',
Ross (Prince Edward),
Schultz,
Scriver,

Galbraith,

Sinclair,

Gibbs (North Ontario),Snider,
Gibbs (South Ou tario),Thompson (Cariboo),
Gillies,
Trow,
Wallace (Albert).
Goudge,
Guthrie,
White (East Hastings),
Iliginbotham,
Wright (Pontiac),
Young.--80.
Kerr,
NA Ys:

Messieurs
Jette,

Baby,
Béchard,

Jones (Halifax),
Laflamme,

Bernier,
Bourassa.
Bourbeau,
Brown,
Caron,

Lajoie,

Fiset,
Geoffrion,
Gibson,
Gill,
Harwood,

Lang'evin,
Lanthier,
Laurier,
Macdonald (Cornwall,
Mc Donald(CapeBreton)
McDougall (Three
Rivers),
Malouin,
Masson,
Méthot,
Montplaisir,
Pinsonneault,
Pouliot,
Robitaille,
Short,
Smith (Peel),
Smith (Westmoreland',
St. Jean,
Taschereau,

Hurteau,

Wade.-48.

Casgrain,

Cheval,
Cimon,
Costigan,
Cuthbert,
Delorme,
Desjardins,

After Recess.
PRIVATE BILL.
TIIIRD READING.

The following Bill was read the
thir'd tine and passed:(No. 7.)-Respecting the Ontario Express

De St Georges,
De Veber,
Devliu,
Dugas,

Irving,

and Transportation Coinpany.-(Mr. Oliver.)

VICTORIA
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ELIZABETH LYON DIVORCE
BILL.-[BILL No. 74.]

Mit. LANGEVIN said before Becess
it was his intention to catl the attention of the bouse to the memorandum
(Mi. Cameron.)
or letter addres-'ed by Mr. DeBoucherSECOND READING.
ville, the late First Minister of the
Province of'Quebee, to Ris Excellency
Order for second reading read.
the Governor-Geineral, refutin.g the
Motion agreed to on the followinge charges made against him by the
division :C
The iirst of
Lieutenant-Governor.
tLese charges made by Mr. Lotellier
Messieurs
in his second memorandum, was as
Ar chibald,

aertram,
ggar,
-rden,
orron,
- man,
r'ouse,
amneron,

tampbel,
Carmuichael,
Ch ur ch,

Kirk,
Kirkpatrick,
Little.
Mtlcl)oogall(S. Renfrew)

.lcKay (Colchester),
Mackenzie,
Mc Callumn,
x1cCraney,
McG regor,
Metcalfe,
Mitebell,
Moutexth,
(liver,
Or t on,

follows:"During the Session of 1876, a Bill had been
read three times in one of the two branches cf
the Legislature, and only twice in the other.
This Bil, bearmng all the certificates whieh
were necessary to induce me t.> believe that
it had been regularly passed and adopted,
was submitted to me by the Premier for my
sanction. In consequence of being left in
ignorance of these facs by my advisers, I
sanctioned the Bill. Not long afterwards I
was informed of the irregu"arity, and I immed ately spoke of it to tre Premier. I made
the observatiox that such an Act would entail
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too ser*ous consequences toallow of its being
passed over. As a favor to him, however, I
passed over this instance of irregular legislation, which was then irreparable."

Quebec Ctdsis.

Bill ? Yet, though both these Billsý
were sanctioned by the LieutenantGovernor, he brought forward these
charges as an excuse for dismissing his.
Ministers. If hon. members looked
inîto the Statute-book, they would find
that, more than once, Bills passed during a Session have been amended during the same Session. What ground,
then, had Mr. Letellier, to dismiss his
Ministry ? If this House were of
opinion that the Lieutenant-Governror
had acted rightly, posterity would give
a very different verdict. The next
charge was with reference to the appointment of a new Municipal Councillor for the South Ward of the village
of Montmagny. No w, it appeared that,
on a recommendation of the AttorneyGencral, it was decided to make the
But, wh,.t were tho
appointment.
faets ? A municipal election havingr
been contested, it was decided by the
Court of Justice that a new election
should take place. A day was fixed,
and a gentleman appointed by the
Court to preside over the clection. As,
however, that gentleman afterwards
refused to preside, for wanL of the
notices required by law, another person was, by the vote of a meeting, put
in his place, and a new Councillor
selected. The person originally appointed by the Court to preside over
the meeting wrote to the LieutenantGovernor, stating that the election was
nuil and void, because the formalities
required iad not been attended to. A
report was then prepared by the Attorney-General, and sent to the Lieutenant-Governor, who appointed za
After th-i
Municipal Councillor.
there w-as a qdarrel in thne Municipal
Council; and the Lieutenant-Governor
becoming alarmed that there would be
a breach of the peace, gave instruetions that the appointment should be
recalled. The Attorner-General was
appealed to, and he said the advice he

Mr. DeBoucherville answered this
charge by stating that the Bill was
passed three times in the regular way;
but it had been sent to the Lower
House or Legisiative Assembly, and
was passed there twice at the end of
the Session. The Clerk marked by
mistake on the back of it, that it had
been read three times and passed, and
it was sent back, amongst other Bills,
to the Upper House. Along with
others, it was then forwarded to
the Lieutenant-Governor and signed.
After it had received the LieutenantGovernor's assenit, the Hon. Mr. Ang ers
found that the Bill had only been
passed twice in the Lower House, and
Mr. DeBoucherville having called the
attention of the Lieutenant-Governor
to the inatter, it was referred to the
then Minister of Justice bore, the hon.
member for North Bruce, with the
intention of having the Bill disallowed.
The Minister of Justice reporte I that
it was blank paper, and it vas not, in
con.sequen're, inserted in the Statutes,
so that no harn was donc. He (Mr.
Langevin) must say that this was a
very poor charge for Mr. Letellier to
bring agaiinst his Ministers, and there
was no reason why they should have
been dismissed on so slight a pretext.
le wonld asik the hon. the First Minister and his colleagues if it would be
right for the Gov-ernor-Gencral to dismiss his Ministry because a mistake
had been made by a clerk without
So mueh for the
their connivance.
first charge. 'l hie second charge was,
that, during the sane Session, aniotiier
Bill was submitted to the Lieutenant.
Governor for bis sanction, and, on examining it, he found there was a blank
whici had not been filled up. In a
letter to the Premier the LieutenantGovernor pointed out the omission, had given should not, in his opinon,
and also pointe I ont that a certain be
changed, because it was tho
word was in the infinitive iaood. advice which,under the law, he ought t>
When this second charge wa>, read by give. Nevertheless,as the Lieut.-G)voutsiders, what vould thev think of a ernor insisted so strongly, the First
Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec who Minister and his colleagues said "VerY
complained that, in a 3ill passed by well we wll give away," and so an
the Legislative Assenby and Coune:l Order in Council was passed recalling
of Quebce, a blank was left, which the appointment. Now, although Mr.
omission was corrected by another Letellier's wishes were acccded to i
MR. LANGEVIN.
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by some one else, and the LieutenantGovernor, with the greatest confidence,
had put his nane to it. In ir, leaccused bis advisers of haste, and
stated that they called Parliament
together lor the dispatch of business
witbout his sanction, on the 6th
November ; but it appeared tho procla"On the 19th March, 1877, being on the mation of that date was not calling
eve of absenting myself for a few days, I wrote Parliament together at
all; it was the
to the Hon. Mr. Chapleau, and in a postscript I
said : Please oblige me by telling the Premier ordinary formal proclamation, and was
that if he needs my concurrence, Mr. Gauthier signed by the Lieutenant-Governor
may bring down to me the documents requir- himself. And now about the proing mysignature. Mr. DeBoucherville should
hay.
have understood from that, that if I was ready elamation lor a Thanksgiving
to give hîm my concurrence, it was on condi- The Lieutenant-Governor savs that
tion of having all documents submitted to me one proclamation was put in without
before signing them."
being signed by him, and the other,
Mr. DoBoucherville showed by com- which he did not even see, appointed
But Mr.
comparing dates, that this postscript re- a day of Thanksgiving.
lated to the Montmagny election case, DeBoucherville answered thus:and that evidently Mr. Letellier's mem"As to the proclamation
a day of
nry hereagain was at fault. This charge, Thanksgiving i have to remarkfixing
that this was
therefore, fell through, and disappeared the result of a communication from the
of Canada, the Honourable Alexander
like snow before the rays of the sun. Premier
Mackenzie, to the Lieutenant-Governor, and
It was not worth mentioning. The handed to me by His Honour with the
iifth charge
brought against his request that I would carry out the suggestion.
It will appear sufficiently strange under these
advisers was as follows:this matter, be brought forward this
disfor
as a reason
charge
missing the Ministry. Was that proper,
was that worthy of his position ? But
still another charge was made against
Mr. DeBoucherville. Mr. Letellier
said:-

"Under date of the 6th of November last, I
addressed to the Honourable M. DeBoucber
vile the letter, of which the following is a
Copy :

(Priva'e.)
"

'QUEBsc, 6th Nov 1877.

TuE Ilox. C. B. DEBOUCHERVILLE,

circumstanc-s, that I should be accused of
acting without his knowledge, even it the
clerical duty of obtaining his signature had
been omitted. I arn informed, however, that
in this case also, the Order in Council, as well
as the proclamation, were signed by Bis
Honotur, and are of record, bearing his signature, in the office of the proper officer."

Thus it appeared that the LieutenantGovernor received a communication
'MY DEAR DEBOUCHERVILLE,-In the last
Official Gazette were published, over my signa- from the Government of Canada suggesting a day to be fixed for Thanksture, two Proclamations which I had not
signed.
giving Day, and when he read that
"' One was for the summoning of Parliament,
which I reserved in order to confer with vou ; communication he calied in his First
the other, which I did not eveu sec, appoints a
Minister and requested him to carry
day of Thanksgiving.
out the suggestion ; and yet lie said
'These procedings, the nature of which I
it was donc without bis consent, while
Fhall not characterize, are productive, apart
Irm their imîpropriety, of nullities which you the documents with his actual signaWill easily understand."
ture were now in the hands of th e pro" ' Yturs very truly
per officer. Iow was this to be
"'(Signed)
LETELLIEi.'
accounited for? The Lieuterant-Governor had evidently forgotten all about
It appeared to him (Ur. Langevin)
that the Lieut.-Governor of thç Pro- this matter, or this document had been
vnce of Quehee had no legitimate drawn up by a stranger, and Mr.
Letellier had, with the fullest confidgrounds for making this statement
The proclamation summoning the Leg- ence, put bis signature to it. le had
islature was not published until the no doubt that by this time the Lieu24th November ; the proclamation of tenant-Governor had found out that it
the th iNovember was purely and would have been better for him to keep
simply to prorogue Parliament to bis own Cabinet around him, and to bc
another day. This document surely advised by them.
(*ould not have been written by
the
MR. DEVLIN Eaid le was sui e
Lieut.-Governor ; it had beeri written the hon. gentleman
must Le mistaken
" ' Premier.

1948

The

(CO MM0K8.]

as to Ilte wisdlom of His Honour keeping the old Cabinet.
M R. LANGEVIN said there was
another accusation against Mr. Letelier's Miniisters brought forward by the
Lieutenant-Governor. Indeed, he did
not know wherc they would find an
end of these charges. This was how
Mr. Letellier spoke:" But my Lord, there is another point still
more unportant, which i cannot any longer
refrain fron mentioning.
" From the conversation which I have held
with Mr. DeBoucherville, there results a fact,
which, if it were known, would of itselt have
justified me in believing that he did
not possess the confidence of the people of this
Province."

sufficientiy

Now, what confidence could there be
between the Ministers and the Governor, if those conversations between the
ruler and his advisers were to be
broight before the public in this
thôught
been
had
manner ? It
were privilconversations
these
could not be made
'eged and
use of by lhe Lieutenant-Governor
against the Ministers, or by the Ministers agai nst the Lieutenan t-Governor.
But it was becauso Mr. Letellier had
placed himself-in a false position that,
after months and months, ho must
needs bring up these private conversations. Those who held odicial position3, such as the Minister of Inland
Revenue, could best decide whether
Mr. Letellier was right in making such
conversations public; and if they
could be br'ought up at any time, thon
there could and would be no such thing
as confidence between the Ministry and
the Governor. lowever, Mr. Letellier
inferred, from this conversation ho
had with Mr. DeBoucherville, that Mr.
DeBouehervillo had not the confidence
of the people of the Province. The Legislature was thon sitting, both Iouses
sustained Mr. DeBoucherville's Gov.ernment, and upon various measures
there Vere majorities of fron 15, 18,
20, and 25 out of a louise of 65 ; anld
-vet Mr. L ,telier said the, Ministry had
not the confidence of the countrv.
Even it ther ha t uot the confidence
ýot the counitry, Mr. Letellier haîd r.o
rio'hi to tako iich a couse, he had no
right to iniriige upon the rights of the
p)eple. He (tri'. Langevin) would
likb to go o1 with the clar'ge', but ho
Mu. I)EVLîx.
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did not wish to fatigue the flouse. lie
had shown to the House that Mr.
Letellier was amenable to Parliament; that ho violated the great prin.
ciples of our Constitution; thathe had
trampled on the liberties, the rights
and privileges of the people; that the
will of the people, as expressed by their
representatives in Parliament, had been
overlooked and set aside by him. lie,
therefore, had only now to express his
deep and sincere regret that it was a
Liberal, a French-Canadian, a Liberal
Lieutenant-Governor, who had violated
the Constitution that had been giveri
by the Mother Country, and under
which we were so proud and happy to
live. He for one, bolonging to the same
race to which Mr. Letellier belonged, must say that it deeply pained him
to think that, despite all he could sayor
do, despite all the motions that might
bc passed by the House, or this Parliament, the act of the Lieutenant-Governor of the Province of Quobec, of that
Liberal Lieutenant-Governor, of that
French-Canadian Lieuterant-Governor,
could not be destroyed. That act must
remain on record for all time to come,
that violation must remain there, the
name of that Lieutenant-Governor must
go down in the history of the Province,
in the history of this Dominion, aecompanied, with what ? Mr. Leelliey
knew the history of the Province of
Queboc. He should have remembered
the histery of its struggles; he
should not have forgotten what hsppened previous to 1837. He knew
enough of the history of L>wer Canada
to remember the venerated narnes ot
Papineau, Viger, Nelson, Panet, BedBoardages, Vailiè"e,-names
ard,
which were registered in our history
with veneration, names which our
poople never pronounced without the
greatest respect. But Mr. Letellier
had forgottcn all that; he ha t forgo:ten that, for forty years, our f0refought agaiIst the
fathers hal
bureaucracy which hal weighed up')n
tlhem-. ie had forgotten those trobleS,
an i t hat those men had refused place,
honour and emohumonts. Why? i
ordIer to stand by the rights, the priviloges and the liberties of the people.
Mr. Latellier, a Freneh Canadian. one
of his (Mr. Laîngevin',) race. had forgotten the former Governors of the
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Province of Quebec, under the French
and English regimes, and that he was
bound, as their successor, not to act as
a tyrant, but to take, as many of them
liad done, the part of the people, and
protect the charter of their liberties.
lie should have remembered that the
names of Haldimand and Craig, Governors of Lower Canada, had gone
down in bistory, accompanied with
the execration of the people, because
they had trampled on theirliberties and
had tried to destroy the rights and
privileges of the people.
One of
iiem acted against all Law, against the
Constitution of the country ; he put
tside the guarantees the people had
for their liberties, and imprisoned
some of our best men.
He (Mr.
Langevin) remembered that one ofhis
ancestors had been imprisoned in one
of those dungeons for nearly two
years. They had been imprisoned on
the pretext of treason, of plotting
against the King of England. This
happened in .810 ; but after the lapse
of two years, in 1812, our neighbours
across the line were in arms. The
Governor then found that bis (Mr.
Langevin's) ancestor, and the others
who had been imprisoned on the
ground
of treason,
wore
good
and loyal men enough to give
them guns to fight the battles of
our country. They went to the frontier, they defended our country, and
they never remembered the harsh,
cruel treatment they had received.
Mr. Letellier should have remembered
these things, and should not have followed the example of Craig and Haldiinand, and not have allowed bis name
to go down to posterity coupled with
theirs. Unfortunately, he could not
help himself to-day ; his name would
be coupled with those names, and history would say that in, 1878 Lower
Canada found another Craig ; but that,
when the vote of the people was taken
on the 1st of May, 1878, they dismissed
that Craig, and sent him where Craigs
should go. The hon. the LieutenantGovernor of the Province of Quebec
should have remembered
another
thing. le should have remembered
that, after the union of the Canadas,
the patriots of those days, the Lafontaines, tbe Tachés, the Morins, the
Nelsons, the Cartiers, and others, did
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not hesitated for a moment to say to the
Governor, when he would not recognize the great principles of the Constitution, " We ]eave yon our portfol'os,
take our offices, our emoluments ; we
go into Opposition, we go again as
our forefathers did, to fight tho battles of our country, to defend our
people's liberties." They were four
ycars in Opposition,after which Lafontaine and Baldwin came into power and
governed the country in accordanee
with the great principles of our constitution. But between ihose two
periods,the period when our forefat hers
were fighting, previous to 1>37, the
battles of our country in the halls of
Parliament, and the period when
Lafbntaine, Morin, Nelson, Cartier,and
others, were doing the same in Parliament under the union of the Canadas,
another period intervened. Mr. Letellier knew of this period. lis res >ected
father had been tighting those batties
as well. He should have remembered
that his respected father would not have
approved of bis conduct. But if ail that
were not enough, the hon. the Lieu tonant-Governor of the Province of
Quebec should have remembered that
in 1837 and 1838, the blood of eleven
of bis compatriots, Duquet, Decoigne,
Robert, the two Sanguinets, Cardinal, Hamelin, Narbonne, Nicolas,
Douais and DeLorimier had been shed
on the scaffold for the liberties of their
country. They had fought, not against
the Queen, but against those mon who
were trying to crush their liberties, to
prevent the large majority of the people from having any share in publie
affairs. They had fought against that
minority which Mr. Letellier had put
in office at Quebec, and who wanted to
crush the people of that Province.
'lhat minority, when in office under
those Governors, would not allow the
people to have any voice in the affairs
of Lheir own country. The supplies
were refused, but those men took the
people's money without the sanction cf
a vote from their representatives. Tho
people considered the last resource left
them as British subjects, was to fight
that minority. Once more, they did
not take up arms against -enr Most
Gracious Queen, but they took then
against those leeches that were destroying their liberties. le (aIr. Lan-
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of those
gevin) would quote what one
men who had perished on the scaffold,
DeLorimier, had said previous to his
exceution. le was sorry he could not
<quote the words in English. Ilere was
the quotation
'' Je meurs sans remords Je ne désirais que
le bien de mon pays dans l'insurrection, et son
indépendance ;mes vues et mes actions étaient
sincères, n'ont été entachés d'aucuns crimes
4ui déshonorent l'humanité et qui ne sont que
trop communs dans l'effervescence des passions
déchaînées. Depuis dix-sept ou dix-huit ans,
J'ai pris une part active dans presque touts
les mesures populaires, et t' ujours avec conviction et sincérité. Mes efforts ont etc pour
Nous
l'indépendance de mes compatriotes.
avons été malheureux jusqu'à ce jour. La mort
a déjà décimé plusieurs de mes collaborateurs.
beaucoup sont dans les fers, un plus grand
nombre sur la terre de l'exil, avec leurs propriótes détruites et leurs familles abandonnées
-sans ressources-à la rigueur des froids d'un
hiver canadien Malgré tant d'infortunes, mon
coeur entretient son courage et des espérances
pour l'avenir. Mes amis et mes enfants verront dm meilleurs jours ; ils seront libres, un
pressentiment certain, ma conscience tranquille
me l'assurent--voilà ce qui me remplit de joie,
lorsque tout n'est que désolation et douleur
autour de moi. Les plaies de mon pays se
cicatriseront ; après les malheurs de l'anarchie
et d'une révolution sanglante, le paisible
canadien verra renaître le bonheur et la liberté
sur le St. Laurent. Tout concourt a ce but,
les exécutions mêmes. Le sang et les larmes
versées sur l'autel de la patrie arrosent aujourd hui les racines de l'arbre que Pera flotter le
drapeau marqué des deux étoiles des Canadas.

puisse
i Quant à vous, mes compatriotes,
mon exécution et celle de mes compagnons

d'infortune vous être utile. Je. n'ai plus que
quelques heures à vivre, mais j'ai voulu partager mon temps entre mes devoirs religieux et
es devoirs envers mes compatriotes, Pour
eux je meurs sur le gibet, de la mort infâme
du meurtrier ; pour eux je me sépare de mes
jeunes enfants, de mon épouse chérie, sans
autre appui que mon in d ustrie ; et pour eux je
meurs en m'écriant : Vive la liberté ! Vive
l'indépendance."

Mr. Letellier ntist have forgotten the
great labours and sacrifices of these
mon, their life-Niood shed for their country. lie should have remembered
that that blood which flowed in his
veins was tLe blood of the best men of
<mr Province,nen who were recognized,
even by Lord Durham, as men who
had a just cauîse and fought for their
eountry. Mr. Letellier had forgotten
all that, and his name would not go
down to posterity venerated, but would
go down attached to this great event,
as that of a traitor to his race, a traitor
to our liberties, a traitor to ou- bc-

loved country.

MR. LANGEVIN.
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MR. JETTE said that, in rising to
offer a few remarks on the resolution
now under consideration, he could not
fail to remember that the right hon.
mover of that resolution had statcd
that he offered it in no party spirit.
and without ueing moved by partv
int erest. lie would, therefbre try ni4
to follov the example of some oi the
speakers who had preceded him, and
discussthis very important question in
the spirit in which it had been moved.
The hon. member for Sherbrooke (Mr.
Brooks) had said that this questionl
was of special importance to those
who, like him, represented in thi
louse the Jnglish minority of the
Province of Quebec. But it was stil
more i mportant to those who, like hinself (Mr. Jetté),represented the Freneh
minority in the Dominion of Canada.
The rights of the English minority ii
Quebec had been protected and assured by the terms of theConstitution.
Thiose guarantees which had been asked
by lie English-speaking population of
the Province of Quebec, had been
granted them, not as a favour, but as a
right; and, as the hon. member for
Sherbrooke had acknowledged, no aU
tempt had ever been made tD deprive
them of those rights. It was a fact of
which French Canadians could be
proud-that they bad never shown any
illiherality towards any other race or
creed. ln this connection, he might
mention that for years past it was a
well-established and known fact thit
members speaking the English language had been frequently returned
by
French - speaking constitientS,
without any objection as to their
HIe believcreed or nationality.
ed, therefore, the rights and priof the English-speaking
vileges
minority in Quebec were safe. But
the rights and privileges of the French
minority in the Dominion, might, by
this resolution, be impaired, according
to the view taken by the lonse. UP
to the present, the lino of argument
taken by the right hon. mover ot
the resolution had been closely followed by all the speakers on the other
side. le found no fault with the
interpretation given by the right hon,
member to our Constitution, because it
was well known that when the Constitution was under discussion, ho was
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tot in

favour of the Federal system,
The
but of a Legisiative Union.
.emarks he had offered fol lowed in the
amc strain, and would probaoly Jead
i the same result,if adopted, nanely,
1 destroy our Federal Constitution and
) substitute a Legislative Union. But
the right hon. inember for Kingston
was logical in so arguing, he (Mr.
.ieué) was surprised to sec the hlon.
memibers from the Province of Quebec
mke the saine view, and to find that
,e speeches of all the hon. gentlemen
zpposite had tended to demonstrate
lie fict established by the right hon.
member for Kin gston, that, according
îo the principles of the British Constitution, the et of Governor Letellier
could not be defended ; that tlis Ilouse
da rigt to pass a condemnation on
, and that it was justly called to pass
.n opinion on and to cordemn that
It had been shown that the
:4.

iritish

Constitution for centuries past

was improving every day; that the
li ts of the people had been increased
:id the rights of the Crown diminished,
and from this starting point the
speakers on the other side of the
ilouse had come to the conclusion that
Parliament had the saine powers
asi were possessed by the House of
Commons in Engiand, and stood in
the same
position
towards the
Provinces as the British House
of Commons did towards the Colonies.
The hon. the Premier had taken exception to that view, and ho (Mr.
.etté) believed the exception was well
taken. Our Constitution was not that
)f England; it vas a limited Constitui:on, a written Constitution, contained
in the British North America Act, not
one that had been created by time and
precedents. It was a treaty accepted
1y the different Provinces that agreed
upon it; a treaty which was afterwards
eonfirmed by the British Parliament.
It vas a limited Constitution and we
could not go outside of it, but must
accept it as we received it. To well
aippreciate and understand that Consti:ution we must carry ourselves back
:o the time when it was accepted by
this country. It would be remembered
especially by members of the old Parnament of Canada that in 1865 and
for years previous, great difficulties
had oceurred in the governmentfof
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the two Provinces of Canada. A great
question was discussed, not only in
Parliament, but at the polls, niamely
that of representation by poj ulation,
which received the approvil of the
immense mîajority of the electors in
Ontario, while thoso of Quebec were
entirely opposed to the adoption of
such a systei. About that time the
concl usioni was aririved at ihat it was
inpossible to carry on tlhe govern
ment of the Provinces of Upper and
Lower Canada,
niless sone change
should be nde
in orier to incet the
existing dificulties, as to continue the
exist"g state of things ight piove
danîgerous. A project was decd
upon to avoid thosc diticulties, and he
found it stated in the speech of Sir

George Cartier iii the Confederation
debates. Sir George said "The consequence of representation by
population would have been that one territory
would have governed another, and this fact
would have presented itself Session after
Session in the tEonse, and day atter day in the
public prints. The moment this principle had
teen conceded as the governing element, it
would have initiated between the two Provinces a warfare which would have been
unremitting.

•

•

•

He did

not niean to say that the majority from Upper
Canada would have tyrannized oer Lower
Canada; but the idea that Upper Canada, as a
territory, had the preponderance in the Government by a large number of representatives,
would have been sufficient to generate that
sectional strife to which he had alluded.
S
a
He took this ground,
however, that when justice was done to Upper
Canada, it was his duty to see that no injustice
a
a
*
was done to Luwer Canada.
Be did not intend to go into the details of the
question of Confederation, but merely to bring
before the House the most conspicuous arguments in order to induce members to accept
the resolutions submitted by the Government.
•
a•
The miatter resolved itselt
into this: either we m,îst obtain British North
American Contederation or be absorbed in an
American Confederation."

It was therefore decided to adopt a
new form of Government, and the prosent for-m was adopted, atter discussion
and differences of opinion between the
two hon. gentlemen who were at the
head of atiairs, the late Sir George
Cartier and the right hon. member for
Kingston (Sir John A. Macdonald).
The latter was in favour of a Legistative Union. Sir George Cartier was
in favour of a Federal system, and
the reason was obvious; it was because
he nnderstood that the special rights
of the French population of Quebee
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would not admit of the adoption of a
Legislative Union, and he would not
have done his duty towards bis copatriots unless hie had secured a Federal
syftem. He said:" Under the Federation system, granting to
the control of the general Government these
large questions of general interest, in which
the differences ofrace or religion had no place,
it could not be pretended that the rights of
eitber race or religion could be invaded at all.
*
*
*
The magnitude of the
scheme now submitted, perhaps, the reason
why those who had riot made themselves conversant with the question, felt some apprehension in contemplating it; but when we came to
discuss it clause by claus, he would be ready
to state that no interest would be harmed in
any way if Federation took place."

Those views were not only held by Sir
George Cartier, but were also those of
the hon. mem ber for Charlevoix (Mr.
Langevin). That bon. gentleman had
stated at that tirne:" We are considering the establishment of a
Confederacy, with a Central Parliament and
Local Parliaments. The Central or Federal
Parliament will have the control of all mcasures of a general character, as provided by the
Quebec Conference ; but all matters of local
interest, all that relates to the affairs and righis
of the lifierent sections of the Confederacy
will be answered for the control of the Local
Parliaments. The position in which Confederation will place us is very different from tbat
which we should have occupied under the
system proposed by the hon. menber, inasmuch
as the seventeen imembers, which Upper Canada
will have more than Lower Canada, will have
nothing to do with our local affairs, our religioua questions or our particular institutions,
and the hon. member for Hbchelaga (Mr.
Dorion), by his scheme, would have entrusted
alil that to the good will of the Upper Canadian
majority ; but foi my own part, I would rather
entrust the management of these matters to my
own people than to them."

Further on the hon. member for
Charlevoix, who was thon SolicitorGeneral, stated :_
"Now we have diferent interests in Lower
Canada, in which reside two populations differing in ongin, differing in religion and speaking
different languages. On theother hand, Upper
Canada bas a homogenous population, but une
professing different reliions, and so it is with
respect to the several Maritime Provinces."

And they were told further:" You wish to form a new nationality. Let
us tome to an understanding on this word, Mr.
Speaker. What we desire and wish, is tu
defend the general interests of a great country
and of a powertul nation, by means of a central
power. On the other hand, we do not wish to
do away with our different customs, mannera,
and laws; on the contrary, those are precisely
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what we are deairous of protectirg in the most
complete manner by means of Confederation.
Under trie new system there will be no more
reason than at present to lose our character as
French and English, under the pretext that w,
should all have the same general interests; and
our interests in relation to race, religion and
nationality, will remain as they are at the
present time But they will be better protected
under the proposed system, and that again is
one of the strongest reasons in favour of Con-

federation."

Those extracts indicated what was the
spirit that inspired our public men at
the time of the adoption'of our present
Constitution ; it was to protect the dift.
ferent interests of the people that
were to be governed by it that the
seheme of Confederation was decided
upon and that of a Legislative Union
,vas not adopted. ILwas not necessary
to dwell at lengtlh upon thé iffirent
features of a Federal Constitution, and
a Legislative Union, to show that the
difference between the two systems was
so great that really no comparison could
be made. All the arguments that had
been brought forward were drawn
from the principles of the British
Constitution, which was not a Federal
Constitution. It had been argued that
the Dominion Government stood in the
same position towards the different
provinces as the Parliament of Enland occupied towards the Colonie,;
that the relations the Provinces should
have with the Federal Parliament and
Government were similar in character
to those the Colonies should sustain
with the Imperial authotities. It was
only necessary to mention the fact to>
show that they were not the same.
The relations of the different Provinces towards the Federal Parliament
were certainly not those of Colonies towards the Mother Country;
the Provinces
were
not
Colonies of the Dominion. As was saidwhen the discussion on Confoderation
took place, the Foderal Constitution
was a treaty. It was accepted as a
treaty by the four Provinces that at
first firmed Confederation, as a treatv
between the inhabitants of the different Provinces of British North America
stipulating on equal terms. And We
find this interpretation of the Federal
Act in the Press of the time. Wben
the Constitution was under discussion
in Qmiebee, and before it was put
into operation, some of the newspa[Ce
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.contained apprehensions of the failure principles which prevailed in England,
of the Constitution. The Minerve, a but we were limited to our Statute,
newspaper then inspired by one of the we could not go any further or outside
fathers of the Confederation scheme, of it; and this was not only his opinion,
published an article in May, 1876, con- but that of Sir George Cartier himself.
In the debate regarding Confederation,
taining the following:
Mr. Cartier, speaking of the Union
(Confederation is not only a solution, but a
Act and the Constitution of 1841, whieh
w.y to something else. For us it is salvation,
t will preserve us from annexation ; it is the mueh more closely resembled the
oinly way open to us to attain political, com- British Constitution than did the Connercial and industrial independence."
federation Act, stated that the Union
Thus it appeared that in the opinion Act was our law. In answer to Mr.
of the editor of that paper, Confedera- Dorion, who said thut we had the samo
oMn
was a sure way to obtain political rights as the Imperial Parliament, Mr.
ndependence. Sir George Cartier, in Cartier rcnarked that Mr. Dorion's
i speech delivered at a banquet len- observation was absurd, that we h.d
dered to him at Lennoxville in May, ne such rule, that the Union Act was
our law and we could not go out of it.
1867, sp)eaking cf Confederation, said:
Well, if the Union Act of 1871 was to
"It is impossible to regulate in advance ail be so interpretcd, what interpretation
the details of so complicated a measure ; but
we can congratulate ourselves of what it bas should we give to the Federal Act, so
ieen possible to achieve. Our Constitution limited and restricted, and much
will, no doubt, require amendments, but it will more
different from the British
be in the way of extension, and of according
Constitution than the Union Act ?
new guarantees to rights already existing."
He (Mr. Jette) maintained that we had
it appeared from those facts that those to-day to take our Confederation Act,
who devised the scheme of Confed- limited as it was; we could not go outfederation which, though not perfect, side of it; and we had to interpret it
nevertheless was, perhaps, the best that in the best possible way. If we had a
could be devised, for the people of the Federal Union and not a Legislative
different Provinces, felt satisfied that Union, as was evident, the relations of
when it was amended and improved it the different Provinces to the Federal
would not tend to restrict the rights Government must necessarily be difif the people, but to extend them. The forent from the relations of a British
rights that had been secured were not colony to the Imperial authority, and,
those of a general character, because these relations being different, the
they could have been protected as well principles toeb applied could not be
under a Legislative Union ; but the the same. The consequences of theso
Confederation system was so devised principles could not be the same; and
as to secure the rights of the different we were not now to regulate ourselves
Provinces, because a Legislative Union by what had been done in the past, but
would not have given a guarantee we had to create a precedent for ourto those rights. If the House con- selves. It was the first time that a
sidered the question under discussion question like this had been brought
il, the light of those principles, bon. before the House, and we had to internembers could not accept the numer- pret our Constitution on this point;
()Us precedents that had been cited as and he held that we consequently must
furnishing any light on the question take good care not to interpret it in
under consideration, as those prece- such a way as to infringe on the rights
dents were all furnished by the work- and privileges of the Provinces. If
îug of a Constitution entirely different they were wise they would try to inherom the one we now have. So they crease the rights of the Provinces, not
could not decide this matter in accord- to diminish them; and more especially
ance with what had been donc in Eng- to diminish the rights of the Federal
land, because there a Constitution Parliament, bocause the tendency of
different from ours existed. Our Con- the Fedoral authority would rather be
Stitution was a written and limited te concentrate than to grant to the
One, as he had stated. It was to be Provinces more powers than they now
interpreted, it was true, according to the had. To this he looked for the future
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of the Province of Quebec, for which it
was more èspecially necessary that
these principles should be more carefully guarded. For these principles
granted to us by the Constitution,were
our only guarantee for the future ; and
if we allowed the Federal Parliament
to interfere with our local affairs, and to
intervene in matters that we could
settle ourselves, this woul - } a ba
precedent, which would be revoked in
the future, all of which would do much,
probably, to deprive us ot the liberties
and rights that we ought to enjoy. It
Lad been already stated, and Le repeated it, that they had in their own
hands, in the Province of Quebec, the
rermedy for the evil complained ot. If,
really, an injustice, and a condeninable
act had been committed, an appeal had
been taken to the people of the Provin3e, who would pass judgment on it
in a few days. le would ask the
liouse what, if the judgmcnt of the
people was in favour of Mr. Leteîlier's
course, would become of the judgment
of this House ? Suppose they adopted
the motion now before the Chair, and
passed condemnation on the conduet
of Governor Letellier, what would be
the result ? They could not restore
the De Boucherville Government to
power, nor bring back these Ministers
to their offices. What then would be
the practical result of passing this
motion ? le could understand, and
they would be probably told, that this
was within their right,and that even ifit
was of no effect, they could exercise it;
but a right which was of no effect was,
in his view, a po>r remedy. Unless
there was something in the Constitu.
tion that would guarantee a result
from the exorcise ofthis right, he was
not disposed to pass this resolution,
the only effect of which would be to
prejudge the free judgment of the
electors of the Province, and to tell
them before-hand that they must do so
and so, and,instead of allowing themi full
power and liberty to say and do what

they pleased.

It Lad been said by the

previous speaker (Mr. Langevin) that
he was defending the rights and the
liberties of the people, and that Gov-

ernor Letellier

had

comnitted an

act which would be a stain on his

memory.
Some HoN. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
MR. JETTÉ.
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MR. JETTÉ said he was very much,
surprised to hear such strong lanmuage,
when, in reality, the question which
was to be decided was not, properly
speaking, within the jurisdiction of th is
louse, but, in the first instance, within
the jurisdictiun of the electors of the
Province of Quebec. He courld very
well understand that if, after the eletions Lad taken place, Governor
Letellier would persist in refusing to
restore to power the DeBoueherville
Government, if the resuit of the elections-which Le did not believe-was
against the Joly Administration, and
against maintaining the latter in
power, then, and then only, resort
could, perhaps, be had to the Federal
Government acting in the limits of its
responsibility to this louse. But,
before resorting to this Federal intervention, let the people of tl e Province
of Quebec apply the remedy that, by
the .Constitution, they had in their
own hands. Their judgment would be
rendered in a few days; the question
was now before them, and le (Mr.
Jetté) was sure that they would not be
deterred frou the great questions ut isue hy the petty objections presented
an ddiscussed by some of the previous
speakers. They would stand by Governor Letellier because they would sec
in hin the protector of their rights;
they would understand that it was to
proteet the people that he stood between them and bis ex-Ministers,
to
stop
them
from
imposing
on the Province the most unjust
and tyrannical legislation. Hie was
certain that, at the polls, the majority
would be in favour of the new Miistry, because the electors, in passmc
their judgment, would not fail to c0sider, above all, the two great questionS.
the
reality,
in
which,
upon
)eBoueherville
resignation of the
brought
been
had
Government
about-the railway and the tax legislation. If the electors sustained the JoIy
Government, the act of the LieutenantGovernor would be approved unId
sanctioned, and no other authority
could prevait after the judgment Of the
great jury of the nation had been prO-

nounced.

Taking this view of the

Constitution, and arguing thaàt it was
a limited one, although it was to be
interpreted according to British pril-

The
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eiples, as far as possiîle, ho held that
in our Constitution there was no distinct stipulation that they could bring
this matter before Parliament at the
Dresent moment, and under these circumstances. This Parliament had no
authority to pass a resolution the effect
of which would only be to pre-judge the
opinions of the people of the Province
in the question.
solely intere3ted
Moreover, he considered that it would
be most unwise for them to say to
the electors of Quebec that Governor
Letellier was wrong, when, in a fortnight, the electors might answer that
Governor Letellier was right, and they
entirely approved of wLat he had done.
For these reasoris, and in order to protest against any encroachment of the
Federal authority on the jights and
privileges guaranteed to the Provinces
by our Federal Constitution, ho would
vote against the resolution of the right
hon. member for Kingston.
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If the Opposition were anxious to test
this question as it ought to be tested
from their point of view, why did not
they move a motion condemnatory of
the action of His Honour ? Now ho
(Mr. Devlin) believed the LieutenantGovernor had an unquestionable right
to dismiss his Ministry when circumstances jýistified such a course. The
right hon. member for Kingston laid
down the principle that nO Governor
or Queen could dismiss a Ministry so
long as they commanded a majority of the people's representatives.
But where, ho asked, would be the
freedom or liberties of the people if
this doctrine were to obtain ? The
effect oi the hon. gentleman's argument would be that in the case of destructive measures bein g introduced,
measures which might impair the
efficiency of the publie service or the
liberties of the people, the Sovereign
or Governor would not have the power
to express disapproval of such acts by
Mn. DEVLIN said, as lie understood dismissing the Ministry. How was it
it, this was a very simple question. the hon. gentleman,in the course of his
The Lieutenant-Governor thought pro- able spech, did not quote the pampli.
per, for reasons which he considered let ol Mr. Todd ? Simply because
sufficient, to dispense with the services that gentleman, who was an acknowof his Ministers, and the Ministers, feel- ledged authority on constitutional
ing that he ought not to have dispensed questions, lad expressed an indepenwith their advice and services, had dent opinion on this important
appealed to the Governor-General. subject.
According to Mr. Todd,
The question was taken up here be- it was plain that the Governoreause the Provincial Ministry was General could dismiss his Ministry
dismissed, and the right bon. member when he differed in opinion from them,
for Kingston had brought forth a and that the Lieutenant-Governors
motion to the effect that the action of were vested with a similar power.
the Lieutenant-Governor was unwise As to the constitutional difficulty
and subversive of the position of his in Nova Scotia in 1860, when a similar
advisers. It was evident that the question was in dispute, ho considered
mover of the resolution desired to evade that the position the hon. member
the responsibility of bringing nakedly for Cumberland (Mr. Tupper) took
before the House this question, and he on that occasion prevented him from
(Mr. Devlin) held that it was the duty openly and publicly expressing his disOf the louse to stamp out every effort sent from the opinions yesterday enunto deceive the people, and ho unhesi- ciated by the leader of the Opposition.
tatingly declared that the right hon. The bon Cabinet of Nova Scotia, of
gentleman who made this motion was which the member forCumberland was
afraid to commit his reputation to a one, censured the Lieutenant-Governor
statement that the act ot the Lieuten- and resigned because His Honour
ant-Governor was unconstitutional. would not grant a dissolution. He
The motion did not state under what also cited two recent cases in New
circumstances that action was unwise. Brunswick in which the Lieutenant.
Giving the motion the most favourable Governor dismissed his Ministers after
interpretation it simply amounted to they had refused to accept his advice
this: that the Lieutenant-Governor in regard to legisiation, and his conduct
had committed an error of judgment. was sustained by the Imperial Govern-
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ment. He read from an article in the
Dominion Monthly, in which the writer,
after citing a number of precedents in
justification of the course of Lieutenant-Governor Letellier, said that the
notionthata Sovereign could not dismiss his iMinisters was one oftho wildest ha]lucinations that had ever haunted the brain of a political enthusiast.
tferiing then to the course of Opposition rnembers in regard to the conduct of the Lieutenant-Governor of
Quebec, ho said that he pitied tbeLmnall
minds who were incapable of apipreciating the statesmanship of Mr. Letellier. le sympathised thoroughly with
that honourable and high-niinded gentleman,
and
he boped the day
would soon cone, if Toryism was Io

exist longer, wlien the Province of
Quebec would produce a race of just
such statesnen. Hon. gentlemen opposite had spoken of ler Majesty's
representative in the Province of' Quebec as if he were a foul and diIîonoured
traitor. This was their language in
speaking.of the man who had been
chosen as her representative by the
Sovereign to whomi they professed
such undying allegiance. This was
the way they showed their love for
and loyalty to Queen Victoria by trad ucing her representative. But it was
now as it had always been. When the
Crown acted in opposition to Tory
interests, Toryisn was ever ready to
trample on the Crown and slander its
represontatives. Toryism bad burned
the Parliament buildings; Toryism had
stoned Lord Elgin on the publie streets,
and whenever or wherever the authority of the Crown was exercised in such
a way as to militate against the interests of Toryism, Toryism rose then and
there in all its wickedness, forgot all
its professions of loyalty, and abused
the representative of loyalty. The
House had had lectures on loyalty-save the mark-from hon. gentlemen
opposite. The House had been told
that the Liberals of Quebec were Communists, that they were annexationists.
Did these hon. gentlemen forget the
proclamation of 1849 ? But this mode
of attack was played out. It no longer
produced Ihe effects that it did in years
gone by. The Liberals of Quebec were
able to stand up in thIis House to-day,
and
to point to their record
MR. DEVLIN.
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and show that they had been true to
their religion, true to their principles,
true to thsir Queen. The cry of Com.
nunism and Annexation was an old
gane, but it was one that could be
played no longer. The Liberal policy
had now been befcre the people for
many years;the people knew its record,
and it was for them to say whether
they were Corrmunists or Annexationists. He alluded, then, more particularly to recent political events in the
Province of Quebec, and said that, day
after day, the late Ministry was push.
ing the country nearer and neairer to
insolvenQy, until at last they had not
a dollar in the treasury. The day they
were dismissed they had not a dollar
in the treasury. True, as the hon.
gentlenan said, they had a majority
in the House, a majority of twenty, a
large majority, and that accounted for
the depletion of the treasury. They
boated of their majority, and it was a
majority that would bave stuck to theni
for ever. There were pow'erful reasons
why that majority should stick to their
banner. In fact, there were about
32,000 reasons why they should stick
to their banner. Mr. Letellier was a
French Canadian and an honour to his
race, and, though he (Mr. Dlevlin) was
an Irishman, ho felt it his duty to
defend Mr. Letellier against-he was
ashamed to say-the assaults of bis
(Mr. Letellier's) own countrymen.
When the country was on the verge of
bankruptcy, Mr. Letellier had said to
bis Ministers in regard to the Railway
Bill : " You are passing an Act, the
object of which is to destroy the liberties of the people over whomI preside.
.By making this measure law the people of Quebec will no longer be able
to claim the protection of the judiciary
of the Province. Yon are shutting
the doors of the Courts against them."
The truth was, that Messrs. DeBoucherville, Angers, and a few of their
friends, had constituted themselves the
sole tribunal to which thé people of
Quebec would be able to appeal. He
referred also to the character of the
Taxation Bill, and traced ont the details of the relation existing between
the DeBoucherville Government and
Mr. Letellier, to show how the
overridden
had actualiy
former
the authority of the Lieutenant-
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Governor, and asked if His Honour
was not justified in saying : " The hour
bas come when I must exorcise, in
lier Majesty's name, and for the protection of the people, the royal power
she bas conferred upon me. The time
has come when I must arrest you in
your mad career, and the only way in
which I can do that is to say to you :
you no longer
command
my
confidence." Would any lover of
fair play or justice say that
Mr. Letellier had not done his
duty ? The hon. member for Charlevoix (Mr. Langevin) had said of his
felbw-countrynan, M r. Letellier, that
he had.betrayed the people, that his
naine would go down to posterity a
dishonored one.
le (Mr. Devlin)
knew the reason for this strong language. The House knew the reason.
An election was going on in the Province of Quebec, and these hon.
gentlemen dii not care a straw about
the constitutional question, but had
made their speeches simply with a
view to the effect they would have
upon the electors of Quebec when they
came to read them. He would, however, give the lion. member for Charlevoix one word of consolation beforo
lie left the subject, and that was that
the latest news received in Ottawa was
that Mr. Joly's Government would
cone in with at least a majority of
twenty. Perhaps the right hon. member for Kingston would undertake to
frame another resolution dealing with
this; new phase cof the constitutional
question.
le then referred to that
portion of Mr. Letellier's statement in
whieh allusion was made to the prevalence of

"rings " and

"

combina-

ions "in regard to railway legislation,
and asked if that vas not another good
reason why His Honour should stop
lis Ministry in their nad career. But
perhaps hon. gentlemen opposite
would say that they did nol believe
the Lieutenant-Governor.
The majority of this House, every man who
was not influenced by the consideration of the local elections, would believe the Lieutenant-Governor. The
majorit
of the people of Quebec
beleved the Lieutenant-Governor. Mr.
Letellier had not dissolved the louse
until he had a Ministry who declared
thenselves ready to assume responsi-
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nility for hie acts. fie (Mr. Devlin)
knew Mr. Lotellier, and the people of
Quebec knew him, and the slanders
and abuse of the Opposition would not
detract an iota from the respect in
which they held h'1m. He (Mr. Devlin)
believed him to be the right man in
the right place; lie believed that it
required a strong hand to stay the
progress of Tory corruption, and that
Mr. Letellier had done bis duty and
nothing but his duty. He had chocked
the career of his late advisers at the
right timne, and under sucl circumstances his conduct would receive the
favourable judgmnent of this country
and every other country where the matter was made the subject of discussion.
MR. PALMER said lie was not disposed to let this important question go
to a division without offering some observations on the important matters involved in it. Coming from another
Province, he was completely disinterested witn regard to the several constitutional questions coricerned ; but lie
did not propose to discuss at any great
length the different points in dispute,
which were purely local. le intended
to offer a few observations upon the
different questions involved without
offering any opinion withî reference to
the disputes themelves.
This was a
question which, they nust all admit,
was new in Canada. le
was rather
surprised at the first proposition of the
hon. the First Minister that this Ilouse
had no riglht to pass judgment upon
the Governor of the Provinee of Quebec. If this werc true, and if this was
not the proper form in whicli to disciss this question
MR. MACKENZIE : I did not say so.
Ma. PALMEI said, then lie entirely
misunderstood the hon. gentleman. If
the hon. gentleman said that this
House haI a right to do so still, mnany
of the hon. gentlemai's friends would
assert the contrary proposition. Cortainly, maany of the h-n. gentleman's
followers, and his hon. friend the Minister ofInland Revenue. had entirely
taken that ground.
Before entering
i nto this matter, perhaps it was his
duty to notice the point raised by the
ion. member for Montreal Ea4 (Mr.
Jetté) that, inasmuch as the Constit ttion under which we lived was
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grantod to us by an Act of Parliament,
and as it was a Federal Constitution,
the precedents and authority of the
English Constitution did not govern us
at all. If this were so, certainly they
stood there in a very different position
from what anyone in this country had
ever suspected, and it was as well for
this Parliaient, at the outsetof our careor, to setle, once for all, whether this
governed
by the
country was
principles of the British Constitution
or not. If it were true, that English
precedont had no place in this Parliament, and if the Governmont of Canada
was not to be carried on in pursuance
of British precedent, thon the sooner
shat this Parliament discovered and
tettled it the botter. He thought that
his hon. friend was entirely in error.
It was quite true that we had a Confederation, and that, as we now stood.
the country was govorned by virtue of
the British North America Act; but
he thought that this Act not only did
not take away the Constitution which
we before had, but that it guaranteed
and settlod what this Constitution was;
and he believed that ho would be able
to show the House from the Act itsolf,
and from the Constitution as it stood
before, that his bon. friend was entirely
in error as regarded that proposition;
and that Canada and the Federal
Government of Canada must bc gov.
erned, with reference to the subjects
which the Federal Parliament had
jurisdiction over, entircly by the prin-,
ciples of the British Constitution. lie,
of course, reserved in this relation,
matters of Imperial interest, and matters reserved to the Iome Government
and the Imperial power, but with
reference to every function which the
Government was capable of and had
the power of at all exercising, he contended and insisted that it was the
right of Canadians to have the fuil
and free exercise of that Constitution
in complete harmony with the British
Constitution as exercised in England.
His hon. friend from Sherbrooke ( Wr.
Brooks) had given a long and most
interesting history of the concession
of Resporsible Government to this
country. He did not propose to follow
the lion. gentleman at ail, for two
reasons: tirst, he thought this would
be entirely uYne'e
' r he con-

Ma.

PALMER.
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sidered that the British North American Act, if Responsible Government
had never existed in this eountry
at all before, was a free grant of it.
Of course, he agreed with the hon.
gentleman, that this Act did not grant
to this countryResponsibleGovernment,
neither did the Great Charter
in England grant to the English people anything ihat the English people
had not before. At the same time it
secured to our ancestors that which
their Saxon forefathers had had from
the foundation of their power. It was
simply keeping secure the principles
that had always existed among the
free English people, and so he took it
that Responsible Government, as conceded to the colonies, was not a new
grant in any regard.
It was the
right of the British people settled in
this country to have the free Government that they brought with them
from the Mother Country. The struggle to sustain it and secure it was
simply made against a usurpation by
an oligarchy or other authorities, selfconstituted in most cases in this country, which attempted to usurp and
take from the people thoir constitutional rights and liberties. As alawyer,
hle would confond that so far from the
contention of bis hon. friend from
Montreal East being correct, ho thought
that by the terms of that Act itsolf, ho
could prove to this House that the pretention of the hon. gentleman was an
utter fallacy. He would refer lion.
members to the preamble of the Aet.
Of course, hon. members would understand him to say that ho did not at all
impugn the force or authority of this
Act. If new powers were necessary
to be granted, they might be granted
by this Act. and if anything could be
donc as to taking away or altering the
condition of things by that Act, Of
course it could be done,but in construing
this Act, he thought they had a right
to look at the state of the law at the
time it %vas passed, and at the condition of this country at that time, and
at the Government of this country,
and exactly how it was thon carried
on, and they had also a right to look
at the words of the Act itself. First
they were to regard the preamble
which Lord Coke said was the key by
whieh to tind the mind of the Legislatule
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that passed it. What did it say ? ThisWhereas the Provinces of Canada,
-Nova Scotia and New Brunswick
have expressed thoir desire to be
federally united into one Dominion,
under the Crown of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, with
a Constitution similar to that of the
LTnited Kingdom." He also referred
his hon. friend to the Act of Parliament which told them thatthis country
had a Constitutin similar to that of
ihe United Kingdom; and yotthe hon.
gentleman wanted them to declare
that they were not to be governed by
the precedents ofthe Constitution of the
United Kingdom at all; and that in
point of fact, we had nota Constitution
similar to that of the United Kingdom
but a Confederated Constitution,which
was something very distinct and different from it, and we were governed by
entirely differont princi ples; and therefore that no comparison could be drawn
from these precedents at al]. As he
lad already said, if we never had Responsible Government in this country
and had been a Crown Colony, and if
every right we have had as Englishmen
was taken away from us, and we
were reduced to the condition of
serfs, the moment that the British
North America Act was passed, it
would have conferred on this country
all the rights and all the privileges of
a Constitution similar to that of the
United Kingdom; and by consequence,
it would be exercised in the same way,
exent

so far as this was restrained

by the provisions of the Act itself.
Therefore, lie thought that no man in
this country would pretend to say that
the argument of his hon. friend from
Montreal East had any possible weight
<ourse, this was a Confederated Parliaat this time of day in this country. Of
ment, and a Confuderated Government.
le held, with the hon. gentleman, that
it was of the utnost importance, not
0nl1y that we should take care that the
l r>per working of the Constitution in
eargsvas carried out, but also
leither one nor the other ini in the slightest degree upon
the powers that nwere exclusively
Wthin the other. And now when this
difficulty had first arison, it was of the
most paramount

importance

to the

'e0ole ofthis country that there should
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be a right interpretation secured of the
distinct powers conferred, and as to
what was to be lone under the
circuinstances.
Was it to be, that
there would be persons in office
in this country fbr the exorcise
of whose functions nobody vas responsible, or was it, as he contended,
that some person was responsiblo for
the act of every person who undertook
to administer cither the law or any
office which was necessary in order to
carry out the executive Government
of the country. He was pained to
think that it should be for a moment
disputed that some person should not
be responsible for the act of a Lieutenant-Governor of a Province, bocause, if
what was contended for on the other
side were truc,-that the action of a
Lieutenant-Governor could not be
called in question in this Parliament, and by the Governmont that
appointed him, ho could not see, for the
life of him, who was to call such Lieutenant-Governor to account.
Such
officer would then, certainly, have the
power to do an immense amount of
mischief in this country. He had
heard, almost with pain, the suggestion
of his hon. friend from Montreal Centre, who held that the Governor, when
ho saw the representatives of the
people about to destroy the liberties of
the people, should be able to strike
and strike quickly; and who boasted
that some party-a party which his
hon. friend from Montreal East designated as a minority-had been able to
strike down some injustice which would
have otherwise been inflicted upon the
country. lad it come to this that the
Gýovernor of a colony was to be ajudge
over the representatives of the people,
and was to decide where they were
destroying the liberties of the people,
and to say when these representatives
were to be struck down ? It did appeur to him that all idea of the printiple of Constitutional Government was
thon gone, when ho heard his hon.
friend from Montreal Centre boasting,
in the most eloquent terms, that this
Lientenant-Governor vas just the man
they wanted, and just the man for a
coup d'état, and just the man to sti ike
down the representatives of the people,
at the time he, in his judgment, said
they were overburdening the people
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with debt, and destroying the liberties
of the people. What did ail this mean?
It meant that this power was safer in
the hands of an irresponsible Governor
than in those of the reprasentatives of
the people themselves. Surely he had
not heard aright; surely his hon.
friend did not contend here, on the
floor of Parliament, for the judgment
of the Lieutenant-Governor against
the judgment of the representatives of
the people. Pursuing the argument
and putting it upon logical grounds, of
course the next enquiry was what were
the class of officers under the British
North America Act who were appointed Lieut.-Governors ? He contended that a Lieut..Governor under
this Act was an Executive Officer of
the General Government ; and that his
functions were identical with the funetions-and in this he agreed with his
hon. friend from Montreal East-of the
Lieut.-Covernors that were appoirited
by the Home Government. lis view
of the functions of the Lieu t.-Governor
was that ho was not in the same position as the Queen herself. He adnm.itted
that the Lieut.-Covernor exereised cerlain functions in the name of the
Queen, and so did numbers of other
lis hon. friend the
officers of bers.
Premier was annoyed at his calling the
Lieut.-Governor an employé of this
Government. Well, that view was
strictly correct, but ho would express
himself in a diflerent form. le held
that the doctrine of the pers mnitieation
of the Sovereign did not apply'to the
Lieut.-Governor of the Province of
Quebec. The rule in England with
refèrence to the Sovereign was that she
could do no wrong, but surelv that
doctrine could not apply to the Lieut.(Governor. That point, which vas
strictly a point of law, was raised in
the court with refereice to whether the
We all knew
Queen could be sued.
that that doctrine was raised in many
cases with referenee to the Lieut.Governors in the colonies, and with the
indulgence of the Hlouse ho would cite
a case which must be an authority, because it was a decision of the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Couneil, which
was the ultimate Court of appeal from
this country. Lord Brougham, in bis
decision in the case of Hill v. Bigge,
said :Ma. PALMER.
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"The reference to analogies, or the suoporter of inconvenient consequences, must be
much more pregnant than any that can be
urged in this case, to support or even t>
countenance such a claim If it be saia that
the Governor of a Colony is quasi Sovereign,
the answer is, that he does not ever represent
the Sovereign generally,
only the funetions delegated to him by the terms of bis
commission, and being only the officer to
exercise the specific powers with which that
commission clothes him. 'The Governor'
(said Lord Chief Justice De Grey, in Fabriga.s
vs. Mostyn, when that. case was before hie
Common Pleas, which afterwards camne by
errorintoB.IR.) lis the King's servant, his
commission is from him , and he is to execute
the powers he is invested with under that
commission; which is to execute the laws oi
Mlinorca, under such instructions as the King
shall make in Council.'

having

The point he made in reference to that
was this: If we looked at the British
North America Act we found that
the proposition laid down by bis hon.
friend from East Montreal was entirelv
correct, and Ihat these LeutenantGovernors within the powers assigneJd
under the British iNorth America
Act, were exactly on the same footing
as the former ones were. The case lie
had cited showed that LieutenantGovernors were appointed by the
Government, and did not reptesent the
Queen at all, but simply the law by a
commission. In the British North
A merica Act, Section 58, we found:'' For each Province there shall be an officer,
styled the Lieutenant-Governor, appointed by
the Governor General in Conneil, by Instru.
ment, under the Great Seal of Canada."

Now, he appealed to every hon. member of the louse who knew anythingI
of the working of the Constitution,
whether that was not the exact poSt
tion of every employé of this Government except the Judges. Certain dutie
were assigned to the Lieutenant-Governor by law, and did it not follow
that the Government that appointe i
him could also cause his removal ald
were respons: bie for his acts ? Were
thev not bound, as the Imperial Government were bound, to h-ave a supervision over him, to see that he admmilistered the law, to sec that he rightly
exereised the prerogative which, by tte
appointment, was put in bis hands ? If.
therefore, the Lieoutenant-Governor did
l
not proper y exercise the fanctions
committed to him,was it not necessary
for them to do that which was needfutl
in order properly to carry oUt the
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working of4he Constitution ? He was
not now spealing

with regard

to
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was true that after the election Mr.
Tupper said some members were returned falsely, but what had that to do
with the case before the House ?
Another case he referred to, was the
New Brunswick affair, in regard to
whieh no less than four members of

whether the Lieutenant-Governor of
Quebec did his duty or not; he was
dealing entirely with the question
whether ho was responsible to the
House and to the Government. He
was dealing with a question of great this House signed their names to a
magnitude, one involving a question petition ngainst the Lieutenant-Govwhich. if tolerated, would be destruc- ernor. Now, if he could show that a

tive of the liberties of the people. number of the membors of this House,
Local Governments would now be notably the Minister of Marine and
overturned. turmoil and disaster would Fisheries, put his name to a petition to,
bie introduced throughout the length the Queen, complaining of the action
and breadth of the land if this princi- of the Lieutenant-Governor, thon, 1
ple, frauglt with evil to the people of apprehend, ho should show that it
this country, was endorsed. He under- would be right to complain in this
stood the position on the other side case. It was one of the most imporwas that neither the Government nor tant privileges of this, and cvory
the louse had any right te call Mr. other free country, to be governed in a
Letellier to account fer his acts, that constitutional manner; it was th
they had no right of supervision riglt of these Provinces to conduct
over him. Now, he certainly held and manage their own affairs, se long
that the question of whether the policy as in se doing they did not interfere
of Mr. Letellier was a correct one or with the general policy of the Empire.
not was a matter with which the This was held by the Minister of
Hlouse had no business to deal, and Marine and Fisheries and his friends.
admitted that it must be entirely He did not intend te enter into a disdisposed of by the people of Quebec; cussion of that dispute, he merely put it
ail this Parliament had to do in the forward to show the prineiple laid downi
imatter was ta sec that the election was by them, and to argue that what vas
not held there by the will of one man right for New Brunswick, in such a
la an improper manner. The ques- case must be right for Quebee. The case
tion whether the Lieutenant-Gov- put forward by bis hon. fricnd theMemernor fairly held the scales, and ber for Kingston, was very mild in comtLe question whether the
mat- parison with the charge made against
ter had been fairly dealt with Governor Gordon.
They asked the
on its merits were entirely different
people whether they wanted confedera,nes. The hon. member for Montreal tion or not, and said tiat the LieuteCentre had no business to discuss ant-Governor should be brought to aewhetîer the policy pursued by the count for having violated the tirst
LJeutenant-Goxvòrnor vas for the inter- principle of the Constitution.
Now,
e--t of Quebec or not ; that was a mat- they said that lie Lieutenant-Goveiior
tur beyond the powers of this Parlia- had a perflect right te disniss his Minment to deal with.
This Parliament isters at any lime. le (Mr. Palmer),
lhai only to consider whether, as an contended that the country never could
officer of the Government, he had acted be governed if that doctrine was to be
onstitutionally or not.
le would carried out in this liouse. IIe appeal11w pass on to one or two matters ed to the Liberal party of this liouse,
(connected with the cases referred to by and more particularly the Liberals of
hîis hon. friend from Montreal Centre. Quebec, to vote against se unreasonable
Mr. Tupper, who was then in the Min- a proposition. The hon. Members for
:trywas an adviser of Lord Mulgrave, Montreal East and Montreal Centre, lad
but the latter did not take his advice.
the still more extraordinary
There was no pretence that be was at put forward
loctrine, that this Hiouse had no right
liberty to go against the advice of his tto discuss the question. lie thought the.
cnstitutional advisers. But it was quite people of this country would hold the
Probable that Mr. Tupper pressed it Gïovernment strictly to account for the
'0 far, and there was au election. It
c'nduct of officers appointed by it.
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The resolution now before the House
might justly have been mucli stronger
in its tern, but its object was not to
excite hostility against the LieutenantGovernor, but to obtain the expression
of the Hlouse, with regard to the
wisdom and constitutionality of his
conduct. le thought it was important
that the Ilouse should carefully guard
every constitutional principle, and
trusted they would adopt the resolution.
3R.
BABY said that, of course, this
vas a very in portant question, not only
to the Province of Quebec, but to the
whole of the Dominion. Now, lie contended that Mr. Leteilier was appointed here, and this Government was therefore, responsible for him and his deeds.
Surely, notwithstanding the vrgument of the hon. Member for Montreal
East, they had a right to censure the
Lieutenant-Governor, and to dismiss
him, if had taken upon himself to throw
asido the Constitution and to trample
upon the rights of the people.
The hon. member for Montreal
Bast had said that our Constitution
-was not framed on the English Constitution, but was a treaty between the
<different Provinces. which had entered
Conf'ederation and that treaty was
written. Now, by the principle of the
British North Anierica Act, it would
be seen that his lion. friend erred in
his pretentions, for it was therein speci.ally said that the Act should U, interpreted in the sense of the British Constitution.
The resolution before the
House had been narrowly criticised,
but ho did not thinlk it could bc con*strued in any way as an intrusion
0o)ni1 the rights of the people of
Quebec, as lnd been contended by
Mr. Jettò. In that resolution cornplaint was made that the Lieutenant(Governlor of Quebee lad violated the
princi ples of Reosponsible Govornment
as lai i dowin, not only by books, but by
many liviing an I reliabîe authorities,
as so abl y shovn by the right hon.
iemerci' f10r King.ton, in his reiarkable -peech on the quostion. Tho
constitutional rights of the people were
becominiig more and nore defined, and
it had bin sh nwn that, although the
Si>voroign p esse)l certain powers
which vere. n de the basis of the arguMn. PALMER.
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ments of hon. gentlemen opposite, those
powers had never been exercised for a
number of years, and no Sovereigrn
would now dare to exorcise them. The
cases of two Lieutenant-G>vernors,
one of New Brunswick and the other of
Nova Scotia, had been cited by the
Liberai Party, but two blacks did not
make a white, and because nothing
was done in those cases, that fact was
no reason why no action should be
taken in the case of Mr. Letellier,
when all precedents were against his
conduet. The hon. nember for Montreal Centre, had calied them (the
Quebec Conservatives) weak, poor.
minded men, and the words had been
received with cheers and derisive
laughter by a nnmber of hon. members
behind him. He (Mr. 1iby) was not
at all surprised to hear the cheers and
laughter, because they came from mon
of the same high order of mind as the
member for Montreal Centre. So was
it when the hon. gentleman's countrymen
lost their political rights,
when the Irish Party voted its own
death, they greeted with cheers and
derisive laughter, those who denouneed that thrice unpatriotic action. No
doubt there were " Devlins" in those
days, as in ours, who said: " You gent.lemen arc weak-minded men, and have
not our strength of brain, because we
sec no cession of the rights of the
Irish race in our action. That was
about the reasoning of tie hon. mem ber
for Montreal Centre (Mr. Devîin),who,
though a Catholic Liberal. and as such
should always bc propared to defcnd
the rights of the people, had calleJ
hon. mrenbers on the Opposition side Of
the Ilouse weak-mindel men because
they disapproved of the action of ý1'.
Letellier. The hon. momberfor Montreal Centre doclared that the Lieutenant-Governo - had done right by casti ng
aiide, by his tyrannic:d wil,the vish Of
the people as expressed by the majority
of tho Lgi'lature, and liad said that
his name would go down to posterity
aind wli Id be upheld as a kind ofdeni
go I. IIe (Mr. Baby) was glai ho was
not a high and strong-minded m-ui cf
the stamp of the hon. meniber 1or
Mon treal Contre. No, the hon mem
bor for Montreal Centre wasn
actuated by patriotic motives when ho
ihus took the part of the Lieutenant
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Joseph Dontre, Mr. Charles Laberge,
the late Mr. Papineau, and a number of
others, and perhaps the hon. member
for St. Johns, though he hardly believed that the hon. gentleman entered
into all those erratic ideam. In every
respect they were an obstacle to the
carrying out of Responsibie Government. Their ideas were that those
who had fought to obtain Constitutional Covernment and who had obtained that boon from the Imperial
Government werc traitors to their
country,with being the humble servants of England, and desirous of carrying out the British Constitution instead
of that of the United States. le was
glad to say that the bulk of the people
did not accept those erratic ideas, and
that the good sense of the French and
English population of Quebec rose far
above such opinions, and the Liberal
Conservative party triumphed by the
good sense of Lafontaine and bis
patriotic followers. In 1854, seeing
that those ideas were not implanting
themselves on the minds of the people,
the Rouge party came forward with
another programme, the first plank of
which was the " abolition of Responsible (overnment," and yet hon. gen.
tlemen ooposite declared the Conservatives knew nothing as to what
belonged
to the Liberln
party. Responsible Govornmont was,and were
That party was organized in 1848 to not in a position to discuss the quescombat the parties who had establishod tion. They, the Conservatives, had
Responsible G<overnment in the Prov- however, carried on Responsible G(ovinee of Quebec, the late Judge Lafon- ernment up to 1854 on a truc political
taine, and the late Robert Baldwin, and constituitional basis; and yet the
who were thon young men.full of first plank in the Liberal platform was
Tatriotism, vigour and good intentions. the abolition of thatsystem, and giving
The Lilberalor Rouge party was, to Canada republican institutions. The
mieed, founded to oppose Lafontaine, other planks of the platform included
the idea being to inculcate Radical the election of members to the louse
ieas setting aside Res)onsible Govern- of* Commons every two years, remcnt altogether.
The views thus duction of the Governor-General's
unc(iatted were vory well known to salary to $4.0,000, reduction in all
evy student of political history ; he Depamrtments of the public service,
woId siate what thev were, and the special laws respecting the frmation
nre would then bo able to judge of companies which inteidei to build
whether ther had been repudiated bY railways, abolition of pens ion>. ind,
tle Liberal'paity or riot. The pro- final,1v. unnexation to tle United
'11mnme included anongst other things States. The Liberals thiîu- undlerstood
Werasal suffrage,
arnnexation to the the principles of Responsible GovernnSatez,"' and abolition of pcn- ment. Whether the Conservat ives unAmong that so called glorious derstood
principles of
the truc
xwrSir A. A. Dorion, the Responsib!e Governmcnt or not, they
.
M
of Justice (ir. La. understood what was in the interests
smle), M:. Wilfred Dorion, Mr. of the people, and, in the present
Gyrrnor, and he had let out the word
of the situation when he had said that
lisllonour was the " right man in the
rght place," meaning evidently that,
by his coup d'état, he had prepared and
paved the way for the Liborals in the
Province of Quebec, at the general
elections for the louse of Commons.
The Conservative Party bad been told
that they could not understand the
question, because they did not know
what were the principles of Responsible
Government, that they ignored Re>ponsible Govornment, that they had
io traditions, and were to a certain extent considered as political pariahs,
who knew not what they desied or
That declaration was
(ould obtain.
made bythe bon. theMinisterof Inland
Revenue. Of course, the hon. member
had traditions, and they extended into
the far distant past. H1e (Nir. Baby)
would show the House what was the
political creed of that hon. gentleman
and bis fol'owers, what it had been in
the past and what was proposed as
the political creed for the future. Let
hon. members consider the facts, and
they would perceive which was the
poltical party that had some knowIedge of Responsible Government and
British political institutions. The hon
the Minister of' Inland Revenue
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instance, they clearly saw that those
interests were, that the people should
have a voice in the Legislature of the
Province, rnd that such voice should
not be disregarded by the LieutenantGovernor. Ho (Mr. Baby) was somewhat surprised at the statement made
by the hon. the Minister of Inland
]Revenue, but it was well known that
when the hon. gentleman entered the
second phase of his political life, he
publisihed to his countrymen a kind of
hlie hon. Minister, in a
manifesto.
speech, in which he invited the Liberal
party of the Province of Quebee to
accept him as their leader said :
' There were at this lime (1819) a number of
young men of great talent and of sti:1 greater
Disappoirted in being too late to risk their lives in the war of
1837, they rushed blindly into the political
movemen t of the day. They were the foremost
supporters of Mr. Lafontaine in bis glorious
strug gle with L prd Metcalf. They afterwards
ahandoned him flor the more advanced policy
of Mr. Papineau, and, wbile they followed
him, as it was quite natural they should do,
they had soon outstripped him Emboldened
by their success, and carried away by their own
enthusiasm, thev established a paper, L'Avenir,
in which they assumed the position of reformers and regenerators of their country.
Not Fatisfied with attacking the political
state of things, they audaciously fell
upon social institutions. They started a programme, which contained not less than twentyone articles, commencing by the election of
Justices of the Peace, and ending with annexation to the United States, and which meant
nothing less than totally revolutionizing this
Province. If it had been possible by a wave
of a wnnl that tle twenux-one articles of this
programme could bave been realized in the
course of a night, the countrv could not in the
morning have been recognizable. Any one
having lef t it the day before, and returning tbe
next morning, would have been completely
bewildered."
impetuosity of character.

Now, hore was bis hon. friend the Min-

ister of lnland Revenue, who severely
eondemned bis coleague the lion. Minister of Justice, who, the other day
only, said that lie did not, or had
ever belonged
to the "National
Party," but hiad ailways been a mienber
of the old Liberal party, and, therefore, was the very embodiment of ail
the glorious plit ical principles promulgated to the world by the celebrated programmes of 1848 -nd 1854.
On the other hand, bore was also, from
the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue
himself, the proof, the undeniable
proof, that the Conservatives had carried out the principlos of Responsible
Ma. BABY.
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Government in Canada, and had never
entertained the erratie ideas of annexation and Republican institutions for)
Canada, to which the Liberals of
Quebec still adhered, as of old. The
hon. member for Quebec East said
annexation was an old isEue, dead and
buried. Not later than 1872 or 18t3
he (Mr. Baby), however, had listened
to a lecture, largely attended, given in
Montreal by a very worthy Senator,
one of the foremost gentlemen among
the Liberal Party, on annexation, on
whieh, he said, depended the salvation
of the country. The traditions of the
Liberal Party on this score are stid
followed.
Yes, be it said to their
honour, if the Province of Quebee today possessed a Responsible Goveri:
ment, il was not due to the Liberai
Party, but to the Liberal-Conservative
Party, which had kept the traditions
and followed in the footsteps of Lafonttaine, Morin, Taché, Cartier, and the
others who lad fou ght for the principle
of Responsible Government. On the
contrary, annexation had always been
a plank in the platform of Lower
Canadian Liberals. The very Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec had uttered
the reasonable sentiment that ho was
in favour of annexation, when at
Kamouraska in 1873, and it was
therefore, not surprising that he should
now trample on our Constitution, s
as to render it odions to the peopl.
and try, thereby, to get them to look
to the other side of the lino for thc
protection of their political rights.
But heirill be happily frustrated in
his designs, by the good sense of tho
peoie of the Province of Quebce, as
were the Liberals il 184S and 1854.
nland
Thlie hon. the Minister of
Revenue nor the niembers ot li
party, did not try to condone the
of Mr. Letellier, but by side issues, by
special pleading, they tried to wvc
the etfect on the people. It was left
to the hon. member for Montre'1
Contre, to whom ho would revert
again for a few minutes, to stand up
alone and defend the Lieutenant-Governor. lie (Mr. Baby) would not go
over all the reasons urged by tho hon.
momber for Montreal Centre in hidefence, but ho would only say that
had his honor, Mr. Letellier, been a
Conservative, ho would condemn hini
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in the same language in whieh he condemned him to-day, because the
interests of the country must rise far
above party spirit. Here was a precedent set by a Li beral of the Province
of Quebec, and which, from what he
could judge, would bc approved by
ori. gentlemen on the other side. The
hon. iember for Montreai Centre had
invoked precedcnts laid down iii Nova
Sotia and New Brunswick, as above
question
,-ated.
Well, the same
might corne ip again, only the rolls
miight be changed, and here would be
. precedent, which the Liberals
would not be able to disallow.
Certainlv there should be such a vote
n this subject as would say to this

"You
,an: have not done your duty;
::ou knew what your duty was; it was
b'i)wni to you by the Constitution, and

ndicated to you by your predecessors,
md by the Government, even from
whcnm you hold your commission." le
;as sorry to say that the Liberals of this
country, of whom they might have
expeeted better thiings, to judge from
iheir professions, were exactly what
the Liberals were in other countries.
Yes, Liberals were everywhere the
'amre. When in Opposition there was
'o limit to their cries for liberty ; but
'Vhen in offiee there were no greater

*yrants.

Now, the Opposition had

becn accused of disloyalty, and that,

Iost extraordinarily by the Liberals.
But no; they had always respected the
ights of the Crown as well as that of
ilhe people. They were called the
Tory Party; and the Liberal Party
was held up as the embodiment of
purity, and of everything that was
good for the people and as respecting
tLhe rights of the people. Suppose, for
argurnent sake, it was true that the
Cnservatives did not desire to do any*hing for the good of the people, then
:he Liberals should not conform their
aets to those of the Conservatives ; the
former should have a policy of their
oiwn, and in accordance with the priniples they had laid down and
exhibited to the world. But no, this
was not the policy of the Liberal
P'arty. They were no greater tyrants
than the Liberals when they were in
power. The hon. member for Montreal
Centre had reproached the Opposition
with disloyalty to the Queen, and the
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hon. gentleman said that the hon.
member for Charlevoix had cast aspersions on ihe character and head of the
Lieut.-Governor of the Province of
Quebec. Was lie then not right in
saying that when these gentlemen
were in power they said things which
they would never othcr'wisc utter, and
when in power they disguised and
sugar-coated-.if he might employ that
expression-their princilples.
The
Govcrnment, on the day afier the 13th
of August, stated: Le coup d'état dont Ottawa a été hier le
théâtre nous reporte aux plus mauvais jours de
notre histoire, et Lord Dufferin, jusqu'ici si
populaire, vient d'inscrire son nom à la suite
de ceux de nos anciens gouverneurs LES PLUS
EXÉciÉs. Ce qui ajoute encore à l'indignation
soulevée contre lui, quoiqu'il ne soit en cette
circonstance que le SERVILE INSTRUMENT DU GOUVERNEMENT IMPERIAL, c'est le ton HY'ocRITH du
discours qu'il a prononce à Halifax et qui avait
fait un instant illusion sur ses intentions. Il
prononçait une parole qui aurait dû s'arrêter
sur ses lèvres, lorsque dans ce discours, il
s'écriait que son seul guile était le Parlement.
Ce Parlement réuni pour procéder à une
enquête impérieusement réclamée par la conscience publique, qu'en fait-il ? Il le bajoue, il
lui interdit de délibérer, et il le renvoie sans
vouloir l'entendre.
" Etait-ce bien la peine de revenir exprès
d'Halifax pour infliger à la représentation du
pays solennellement convoquée cette grossière
insulte ? Lord Dufferin aurait aussi bien fait d'y
rester à tourner le madrigal et à conter fleurette
aux oisifs que d'aller à Ottawa donner le
démenti à ses propres paroles. Ce qu'on avait
pris pour de l'empressement à remplir son
devoir, n'était que du zèle à servir ses ministres.
Il se hâtait d'accourir pour leur obéir, pour les
couvrir.
" Eh bien! puisqu'il le veut; puisqu'il préfère
au respect d'un peuple libre l'accolade

d'hommes qui renoncent à revendiquer leur

honneur outragé ; puisqu'il abdique le rôle d'un
arbitre impartial n'écoutant que la voix du

Parlement, pour se fatire le serviteur docile de

ministres prévaricateurs, et qu'il n'est qu'un

PORTANT LA LIvRIÉ IMPERIALE : qu'il
reçoive donc sa part du MÉPRIs public et qu'il
tombe au rang de ceux qu'il protége contre la
justice populaire......................... --...... .........
Tandis que les représentants du peuple délibèrent, il ose se présenter sur le seuil, non pas
LAQUAIS

tout à fait comme Louis XI Ven habit de chasse
et le fouet à la main, mais en costume officiet
et de l'air d'un VALET qui exécute une consigne!
N'hésitons pas à le dire : le peuple se serait
fait alors justice à lui-même que l'on aurait pu
déplorer sa colère, mais NONcoNTESTEiia oN

DROIT.

" Que l'on fouille notre histoire, et que l'on
y recherche la trace des actes de tyrannie qui
ont rempli tant de pages de nos annales ; on
n'en trouvera aucun de plus ODIEUx que celui
dont nous sommes les témoins indignés. jamais
le droit du Parlement n'a été violé d'une façon
plus flagrante ; jamais l'intervention de l'autorité impériale dans nos affaires n'a été plus

directe ni

plus VIOLENTE.

On met de côté le
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Parlement, on dédaigne l'opinion publique, on

nous impose un gouvernement dont nous ne
voulons Plus et qu'une majorité des députés
repousse."

Thesn were the very gentlemen who
said that the members of the Opposition werc disloyal, because they statel
that (overnor Letellier had acted unconstitutionally in summarily dismissing his Ministers. When Lord Dufferin,
the Governor General, was acting in
the plenitude of' bis rights, and doing
what he should have done, constitutionally speaking, in retaining his
Ministers in office because they had a
majority in the H1ouse, there were no
expressions too strong that could be
used against His Excellency, who, they
represented, had thus violated the constitution, and set aside all the rights
and trapr>led upon the liberties of the
people. What, then, could they believe as to the political perfections of
these hon. gentlemen ? Neither they
nor the country could have any confidence whatever in these hon. gentlemen. He did not intend to weary the
Ilouse, but it was bis duty to rise in
bis place as a French Canadian, and as
the nember of' a large community in
the Province of Quebec, and to protest
most emphatically against this act of
the Lieut.-Governor in the Province of
Qucbec, and to say that the people
would not stand it, nor allow any man,
no mnatter how high lie might bc in the
political hierarchy, to trample upon
their rights. Gov. Letellier, on the
mnost flimsy of motives, had set aside
and dismissed bis Ministers.
What
kind of arguments did bis honor
employ ? Arguments that no reasonable man or any man of the least intelligence, and much less a statesman,
could admit as being reasonable.
His Ilonour was certainly justified in sending about bis Ministers.
The hon. member for Montreal Centre must know that the principle laid
down by the ex-Ministers, in regard to
the collection of the municipal subscription, was not a new one, and not
at al[ odious. It was to bc found in the
Revised Statutes of >6 . le knew
right well if a person was illegally
seized, he could always have recourse
to another tribunal. The collection of
our municipal and school taxes were
based, to a certain extent, on that
Ma. BABr.
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principle, which appears so odious to
the hon. member. Besiles, an Act
had been passed by the Legislature of
Ontario on the very same principle,
and about the sane subject, without
creating any alarm in the Province,
i but the municipalities werò not prevented thereby, if they so desired, from
taking out a legail process in order to
have a case decided before the Courts.
Tac hon, gentleman must know this,
because he had a high legal standing
at the Bar, though hie seemed to be
blinded by his political partizanship.
The arguments made use of by the
other siie, were evidently only thrown
out as a kind of electoral dodgc. lHai
the Lieutenant-Governor been the mai>
I lie was supposed to bc, had he been a
mnan possessed of high constitutionai
attainment, which he was presumel to

have, lie would not bave acted as a

schemer or trickster. le would have

leld a high and honoured position in
the Province of Quebee, whereas now,
his memory would bc excerated, even
by his friends. He wouild bc treated
as a man who respected not principle,
but was influenced solely by political
partizanship. Most emphatically must
it be statel that the act which Mr.
Letellier committed was one unpatriotie and unconstitutional-one.
also, which would cover his name with
infamiy, pol:tically s)eaking.
MR. LAFLAMME said he did not,
ut that late hour of the night, intend
to take up m'uch time, but would
merely anbwer a few observations
made by the hon. member for Terrebonne, and the hon, member for Charlevoix. Well, once for all, ho felt he
must answer the miserable, insigniticant accusations made against him by
those gentlemen. lie had heard these
accusations put forward seriously and
bombastically, but had not before
thought they iwere worth answering.
A great'deal had been said about a certain programme laid down by a certain
news)aper. Now, what he would ask
had that programme to do with the
Liberal party; The fact was this : ln
1848, twelve boys, the oldest of tLen
not being over twenty years of age,
subscribed a few shillings to start a
newspaper of a quarto size. He was
one of these editors, and with the
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This
others sent his contribution.
was the paper, however, to which these
hon. gentlemen must resort, in order
to stigmatize the Liberal party, pretending that the doctrines enunciated
by these twelve boys wero the gospel
of· the Liberal party. These boys were
attached to the Liberal party, of which
they were members, and out of their
zeal sought to introduce some new
ideas in that paper of theirs. When,
therefore, it was represented that these
programmes emanated from the Liberal party it was done for the purpose
of scaring the intelligent electors.
Hon, gentlemen opposite tried to make
out that the Liberal party formerly
sought to bring about a revolution, by
pointing to the writing of these
twelve boys. le hoped the Ilouse
would never hear any more of this; it
was certainly a miserable thing for
leaders of the Conservative party to
argue that the Liberals, in their programme. had lormerly insisted on a
severance from England. The articles
in the newspaper referred to were
written at a time wheni the leaders
fàvoured such a severance, because
they feared that, by the change in the
English tariff, they would suffer pecuniiarily. These young men had no such
mercenary motives; they saw a grand
vista opening, and the* laid down this
programme in their paper. In 1854
another programme was laid down.
By that time every one of these boys
had become young nien and were
occupying respectable positions. Now,
lie (Mr. Laflamme) never wrote a
word about annexation, except when
a youth of about twenty years of age.
He was one of the secretaries of the
Annexation Association when the Hon.
John Ross was one of its vice-presidents.
lie did not want to be held responsible
fhr the nonsense that appeared in every
newspaper in the country. If he took
the trouble to go over the Nouveau
Monde for the last ten years, he should
be able to make the Conservatives
responsible for many things. But it
was like a play to witness what they
had seen that evening,-to have seen
the emotion, the enthusiasm, the zeal,
the patriotism and the frenzywhich had
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ant-Governor of Quebec had acted
properly, under a principle which was
admitted to be one of the principles of
the British Constitution, in dismissing
his 1Ministry. He would not take up
the time ofthe Hlouse by going through
the history of that party; but when he
heard gentlemen speaking as Conservatives, and as protectors of the liberties of the people, lie thought it was
well to call attention to a few of the
principles which had been advocated
by that hybrid party. It was fron
the day that those who claimed to
maintain the true principles cf the
Liberal sehool, who pretended to be
the inheritors of the doctrines of the
old Reformers, the truc Reformers,
seceded from the new compound of
con scrvatism and liberalisn, and it
was in order to have some accusation
to make against the Iiberal Party, to
terrify those who
were
attached to the
British Constitution,
that they were accused of being
no
There
was
anniexationists.
nian in the Dominion who was
a more thorough and a more sincexe
admirer of the British Constitution
than the liberal Freneh Canadian of
Quebec, or who understands it better.
Had he time, lie could show where
destructiveness,not only ofthe Bi itish
Constitution but of all liberty was
lurking and actually at work during
the past ten years in the Province of
Quebec, but he would avail himself of
an opportunity afterwards.

MR. CAMERON said he had listened
attentively to what had been said by
hon. gentlemen opposite and had failed
to hear any one of them answer the
argument, advanced by the right hon.
member for Kingston. le had expected when the hon. the First Miiister stood up to address the louse, to
hear a discussion of the subject, an explanation ofhis reasons for dissenting
from the vieows of the right hon. member. Instead of that his whole speech
consisted of this one argument, that
in his opinion it was inexpedient that
an opinion should now be expressed on
the subject. lie concoded the absolute
right of thie House to ditC'liSe the subinspired hon. gentlemen of the Oppo- ject in every point; he admitted the
sition with regard to the violation of position which the hon. mover of the
the Constitution, because the Lieuten- resolution had taken that it was within
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the functions to censure the Lieut.Governor of any Province if ho had
violated the Constitution or set aside
the propriety which ought to govern bis
action in dealing with h is Ministers,but
concluded by saying that it was
inexpedient to enter on any such discussion. What was this louse to do ?
Could that be a correct principle that
ibis louse of Commons had a right to
discuss the subject and had no right to
express an opinion on it. That was
what the argu ment of the First Minister
unounted to. le said practically:
say what yon like upon it, discuss the
constitutional question but do not express an opinion by passing this resolution, because the question is under
the consideration of the people and
vill le decided at the approaching
If the Lieuelections in Quebec.
tenant Goovernors have any responsibilities to this Huse, it must
be within the power of the bouse
to discuss the manner in which
they have discharged their duties,
whether the question be undfr ceonsideration of another tribunal or not.
Had this bouse or had itnot therigbt
to discuss the grounds on which the
Lieut.-Governor of the Province of
Quebcc had dismissed bis Ministers,
the reason which he had assigned in
his memorandum to the Governor-General, or bis course of action on an important subject ? If they had, then
they had also the right to express an
opinion. But, however, put it on a difforent ground. The hon. the First
Minister had said it would bo an interference with those principles of
they
Governrnent if
Respr'nsible
ventured to express an opinion on
a subject wbich the electors had
now before them. He (MIr. Cameron)
did not see that it followed at ail,
that because the electors of the Province of Quebec had now before them
the condemnation or justification of the
Joly Ministry, this House had not the
right to pronounce an approval or condomnation of Mr. Letellier's course.
The two things were entirely different.
Mr. Joly might be sustained or condemned at the polls, for reas9ns which
would have ro influence whatever on
the question, as to whether Mr.
Letellier's action was justifiable or
The
unjustitiable, wise or unwise.
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people of Quebec had before them the
policy propounded by the Joly Government. It was true the Joly Goy,
ernment had taken upon themsolves,
as they were bound to do, the responsibilities of the course taken by
Mr. Letellier in dismissing his former
Ministers. They had boldly accepted
that responsi bility ; no than ks to them;
they could do nothing else, according
to the first principles cf Constitutional
Government. It would ho a violation
of the elementary principle of our
Constitution to say that the succeeding
Ministry was not answerable for
all that the Governor had done, which
had led to their formation.
No principle was more plainly laid down than
that, but Mr. Joly had accepted a far
greater responsibility, and had appealed to the clctors of Quebec on far
Mr. Jaiy did not
different grounds.
say: " Vote for us because the Lieutenant-Governor was right in dismissing
the DeBoucherville Ministry, but
vote for us because the policy we
propose is a better one than theirs;
we
are
going
to
pursue
a
)olicy of economy, to have no taxes
on the various proceedings of a commercial character, to adopt a certain
policy with regard to the railway
question, to introduce reforms of various kinds; for all these reasons it is
desirable you should support us." Was
it not possible the elector might say,
when considering the propriety of
voting for a particular candidate,
"Although I condemn the action of the
Lieutenant-Governor, yet I think the
policy of the Joly Government is so
superior to that of the DeBoucherville
Ministry, I will vote for their candidate." If that were possible, nothing
else was required to show the two
were entirely different.
questions
While this House might aDd ought to
condemn the Lieute'nant-Governor if it
considered his reasons unfounded, it
did not follow that the fact that the
Joly Government might hereafter be
sustained at the polls, would be ajustification of his course. If that were the
case, surely this House was not limited to an important conclusion as to
whether Letellier was right or wrong,
and not follow that up by a format expression of its opinion. The argument
of the hon. the First Minister seemed
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to him tosum itself up in that single
position. Sarely that was a concession
>f the whole argument, and the House
was brought to the consideration of
lhe question whether the dismissat of
his Ministry by Mr. Letellier was wise
,or unwise, and wbether the circumstances of that dismissal were of such
an extreme character that it was pro.
per that the censure of Parliament
,4hould be expressed against him. With
the single exception of the member for
Montreal
Centre
(Mr. Devlin) no
bon. member had
attempted
to
sustain
the
propriety
of
the
<-onrso of the Lieutenant-Governor.
That lion. gentleman bad attemeted
to defend the Lieutenant-Governor's
action on constitutional grounds. It
was not contended that the LieutenantGovernor did not possess the right to
dismiss his Ministers, and, therefore,
the question to be decided was as to
whether Mr. Letellier was justified in
the action he had taken. lt was impossible for bon. members to -peruse
the documents that had been submitted to the House, and thon deliberately
declare that the Lieutenant-Governor,
under the circumstances of the case,
was in any sense justified in the course
he pursued. The Lieutenant-Governor
in the summary of bis argument as
to bis action submitted to the Governor-General, justified it on thrce
grounds: 1st, that his conduct was
constitutionai; 2nd, that the conduct of the Ministry endangered
the prerogative of the Crown ; and
3rd, that it also endangered the
nost important interests of the people. That bis conduct was constitutionai, it was highly necessary
to discuss. While it was admitted that
under the Constitution Mr. Letellier
had the constitutional right to dismiss
bis Ministers, it did not follow that bis
conduct was right, and that he bad ex'ercised his constitutional functions in
a proper manner, which was the question under discussion. Mr. Letellier
referred to the prerogative of the Governor. If he could show that Ly the
course of the Ministry the prerogative
of the Crown had been in any way interfered w4h, thon he, the iepresentative of the Crown, in the
qualified sense in which he was
the representative, could call the
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Ministers to account, and, if it was
necessary, dismiss them. His Honour, however, conceded that position
when he state d that lie was satisfied that bis late advisershad no intention to disregard the prerogative of the
Crown. Mr. Letel lier had also charged
his Ministry with having invaded important interests of the people. He
(Mr. Cameron) was not, however, prepared to accede the position that Lieutenant-Governors of Provinces were, in
an especial manner, the guardians of
the interests of the people when the
Ministry was sustained by two-thirds
of the reprosentatives of the people in
eai branch of the Legislature. No
paragraph in the Confederation Act,
and nothing in the Governor's instruetions gave Mr. Letellier the power to
summarily dismiss bis Ministers under
such circumstances. It had beenurged
by the hon. the Premier that Lieutenant-Governors possessed exactly the
same powers as the Governor General
and as the Crown in regard to those
matters. He (Mr. Cameron) did not
concede that position, and Mr. Todd,
in his brochure which ho had recently
published, expressed a different view.
Ma. MACKENZIE: Where ?
Ma. CAMERON said that on page
27 there was the following:''Her Majesty's Secretary of State for the
Colonies (Earl Carnarvon) in a despatch to
Lord Dufferin, the Governor-General, dated
7th January, 1875, observes, that these officers,
'Iowever important, locally, tbeir functions
may be, are a part of the Colonial Administrative Staff, and are more immediately responsible to the Governor-General in Council. They
do not hold Commissions from the Crown, and
neither in power or privilege resemble thse
Governors, or even Lieutenant-Governors, of
Colonies to whom, after special e nsideration
of their personal fitness, the Queen, under the
Great Sel of Her own hand and signet, delegates portions of Her prerogatires, and issues
Her own Instructions.'"

MR. MACKENZ[E: Does the hon.
gentleman give that as Mr. Todd's
opinion ?
MR. CA%1ERON said he granted ho
had been misled in saying that this
was Mr. Todd's opinion, but it was
that of a far higher authority, namely,
that of the Secretary of State for the
Colonies.
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Ma. MACKENZ[E: The Secretary
of State does not pretend to be an
authority on such questions.

SiR JOHN A. MACDONALD:

lie

is an authority in England on those
points.
MR. CAMERON said it was quite
i mmaterial whether Mr. Todd approved
that opinion or not, because it was
maintained by a higher authority.
And then the hon. the First Minister
tried to belittle this discussion and this
matter, and he said that this was only
the case of a Lieut.-Governor re noving
the Ministry and appointing another.
He (Mr. Cameron) should like to
know whether there could be a
more important exorcise of the funetions of a Governor or a Lieut.-Governor
than the removal of one Minister
and the appointrnent of another.
There vas no doubt that LieutenantGovernors had certain powers; but, if
it was boldly asserted that they had the
same powers, which meant as extensive
and as large powers in every respect,
as the Sovereign or the (overnor-Genoral, he dissented from that position,
and said that Mr. Todd did not take it;
and, if lie understood the First Minister aright, ho stated the proposition in
a mucli larger sense and in larger
termis than Mr. Todd stated it, and certainly in terms quite contradictory to
those stated in Lord Carnarvon's despatch. When the hou. the Minister of
Public Works rose, ho was speaking of

the manner in which
man had treated this
little moment. He
flouse if they had
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be appointed ? Would the hon. gen
tiemen opposite think it of littie importance if His Excellency the Governor-General some fine day, if he did
not agree with some of their measurie,
should sumnarily dismiss them ; or
would the country at large think it
little matter, or would the large majority of hon. gentlemen opposite who
sustained the Ministry and who oeupied the Government benches, think
it was a little matter and one undeserv.
ing the attention of Parliament, if Ls
Excellency should be advised, or tlhiuk
fit in his own discretion, summarilv t>
dismiss them because he thought that
they were not governing the country,
and not proposing measures to Parliment, in the interosts of the public.
With respect to that subject, and te
view which the party of which the hon.
the Fir'st Minister was a member held.
he would refer to the words of the lealing organ of that party. Perhaps the
hon. member for North York, would be
able, if he addressed the Bouse on thi
subject, to show whether there was any
distinction between the position o'
facts at that time in Ontario, and those
now existing in Quebec. The IReform
Press characterised in bitter terms what
certainly was an Act in no dogree approaching in enormity of power and ii
its unjustifiable character as to the exorcise of power in the then Province of'
Canada, compared to that which the
Lieutenant- Governor of the Province of
Quebec had recently exercised. All
that Sir Edmund Head, did on thait
occasion was to r-efuse to notify Mr.

the hon. gentlematter as one of
had asked the Brown, when ho assumed the task
had, during the of forming a Ministry, that if ho adwhole progress of thàis Session-he vised a dissolution ho (Sir Edmunid
certainly, speaking from his own recol- Head), would consider it on its merits
lection, could say that, during the but would not pledge himself beforu
short time ho had had the honour of hand to dissolve Parliament. Mr.
being a member of this House, they Brown did form a Ministry and did
had not had-a discussion of a more advise dissolution, but Sir Ednund
grave character, or of more importance Head declined to accode to this request
to the interests of the country, than for reasons which ho had stated in a
the present one; or which involved memorandum at the time ; and because
the good government of the country in ho did so, and would not dissolve a
a more important degree, or upon House which had voted want of confiwhich the future of Canada and the dence in the previous Ministry a few
proper working of our Confederation days before by an overwhelming
system more completely and entirely majority, and because ho refused t>
depended. Moreover, was it of such give to a Ministry which was evidentlY
little importance that a Ministryshould not possessed of the confidence of Parho dismissed, or that a Ministry should liament, and which was in a large
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The

(A

rnL 12, 1b7 8.]

minority in the House-a dissolution,
and that of a Par liament but recently
elected,he was stigmatised in severe ]anguage: and the people of Canada were
told that we were in days worse than
the worst of the days of the Stuarts,
and subject to one man power and one
man govern ment; that the Ministers
and members of Parliament night as
well bc abolished, and that we had
corne to those days in which we had
the single man dietating to the people
what the government of the country
should be ; ard, in fact, carrving on
singIe man power and single man government.le would like to know whether
a Lieut.-Govetnor was to be invested
with tic power of saying whether
measures which two-thirds of the representatives of the people in both
louses lad passed, and had in their
wisdom said were necessary for the
good Government of the country,
should be allowed or not; and of not
01nly expressing, but also acting upon
a different opinion, and of saying: " I
won't have these measures, although
an overwhelming majority of my Parliament says that they are right and
proper." What else was this but one
man power ? Was it ever intended
that the Lieut.-Governor, under our
constitutionat system, should be vested
with such power? Certainly it was
not; and if the hon. the First Minister went throngh the Province of
Ontario and tried to convince his
Reform followers there, that in sustaining Mr. Letellier in his action in the
Province of Quebec, he (Mr. Mac.

kenzie) was adopting a course in accordance with Reform principles, or in
accordance with what the Reformers
and every intelligent man in Ontario
believed to be the proper system of good
Government, ho would utterly fail in
convincing them ofthis; and they might
depend upon it that when this question
came to be discussed before the people
of Ontario, as soon would be the case,
there would be an unmistakable exproision of opinion from one end of

the country to the other, that the
action of the Lieutenant Governor was
uniustifiable; and if the House sustained
it by a vote that night, such action by
this flouse would not be carrying out
legitimately and properly those principles of Responsible Government by
1 *4
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which they believed they were governe 1
and on which they wished and intended
to be governed. They had no idea of
submitting to the power of any Lieutenant-Governor, or of investing him
with the absolute right to say that,
"Although the Parliament of the country thought that one particular course
was right, or that one particular mcasure was proper, becaue he thought
different, [ will have none of it, and if
you do not agree with me, I wili
dismiss you and send you about your
business, and I will go on and try
Parliament after Parliaiment and dissolve the louse again and atgain."
Because if the Lieutenant-Governor
could do it once, when a large majority
supported the Govern ment of the day,
he could do it again and try with all
the assistance of the Executive to
cabal, and to go on as apparently they
had been going on in the Province of
Quebec, in order to get a Parliament
elected with the undue exercise of the
Executive power to favour the views
of the Lieutenant-Governor. Under
such cireumstances ho beld that the
whole Dominion would rise in rebellion
rather than submit to such an exorcise
of tyrannical and over-ruling power.
In reference to this matter ho would
like to know why hon. gentlemen opposite had not adopted the position
which, when the matter was first before the public it was concoded by
their leading organ it, was necessary

they should adopt. In an article publisbed in that paper it was said " But any point may be constitutional and
yet wrong in itself. Lieut.-Governor Letellier
may have had a clear right to dismiss his Ministers and yet his doing so might have been
thoroughly unjustifiable, and it seems to us
this is tue vital issue of the controversy."

And yet this was the issue hon. gentlemen opposite wished to evade now.
Why did the hon. member for South
Bruce take so little interest in this debate seeing ho had been able to write
such an exhaustive production on the
subject as ho did in bis memorandum
to the Colonial Offlee two years ago ?
Why had not ho risen in bis place and
justified the course which the Lieut.Governor had ptursued, if it was capable of being justified ? Why had his
hon. friendC from Chateauguay, a great
authority on constitutional questions,
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remained so bilent. The hon. member
for Montreal Centre certainly, though
an Irishman, rose in his place and pronouneed a tribute of praise in favour
of Lieut.-Govei-rior Letellier. le had
donc what Lon. gentlmen of French
extraction on the other side of the
lIou-e had lailed in doing. The whole
secret why the action of Mr. Let ellier
was so satisfactory to hon. gentlemen
opposite was that he had endeavoured
to get rid of Toryism in Quebec with
a bigh han]. If tine allowed, he
would have liked to go through some
of the cases which his bon. friend froin
Montreal Centre had referred to and
show his eriors in statement. For
instance the hon. gentleman stated
with reference to the New Brunswick
case that Mr. Sutton required his Govcrnment to repeal the Prohibition
Act and that because they refused
to do so ho dismissed them. Now
what Mr. Manners Sutton required his
Government to do was nothing of the
kind. What lie required thom to do
was to dissolve Parliament, or rather,
ho recommended them to concur in
dissolving Parliament, in order that
an appeal might be made to the peole,
inasmuch as ho believed-and subsequent events showed ho was rightthat in carryinig out the Prohibition
Act, they were going against the
wishes of the people. fie desired a
constitutional course; the Government
dissented from it; then they retired
and held office till he formed a new
Ministry. He took the responsibility
of dissolving Parlament, and appealing to the people, and he was sustained in every stop ho had taken by
a vote of 32 to !). His hon. friend
also referred to Lord Palmerston's
case, and the complaint of the Queen
as to his violation of those rules under
which
the
intercourse
of the
Sovercign and Min'ister should be
carried on. But the hon. gentleman,
in quoting that case, also mis-stated
the facts. If ho (Mr. Cameron) reeollected rightly, the complaint of Her
Majesty was that Lord Palmerston
had indicated to the French ambassador as a conclusion, that the Government had decided upon a certain
course of action, upon which she had
not been consulted, and upon which
the Ministry, as a whole, had proMR. CAMERON.
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nounced no opinion. Lord Palmerston
then stated that he lad enly been exr pre-sing, informally, his own indiridual opinion, and not stating tho conelusions of the Government.
The
subject under discusmion was too long
a one to Le entered into at the present.
It had been dealt with to some extent
by his hon. friend from Sherbrooke,
particularly with regard to two measures of a public character, whieh the
Lieutenant-Governor disapproved ofthe Railroact Act and the Stamp Act.
The chief complaint seemed to be that
Mr. DeBoucherville stated, in referenee to the Railway Act, that the
Legislature was controlled by rings.
That statement was not sufficient,
however, because rings existed and
would exist in Parliament, yet it
might not be a coerced Parliament.
The other complaint, in reference to
the conduet of certain financial matters
was rather a complaint against the
mode than the principle. Then with
regard to his statement that all legislation was manifestly amenable to
his authority, he (Mr. Cameron) did
not think that could be sustained. Of
course there were certain acts which
must obtain his assent, and ho had a
right to be consulted as to the general
policy of the Goverinment, but to say
every act must come before him would
ho to say what was manifestly unwarrantable by authority, The whole of
the complaints, therefore, were of a
flimsy character, and no hon. gentleman had attempted to defend then
upon their merits. He contended that
the acts of the Lieutenant-Governor
were open to the criticism of this
Iouse, and that in the exorcise of their
duty they should pass a vote of censure
upon him, if ho was found doserving Ot
censure.
MR. HUNTINGTON said ho should
be ashamed to occupy, at this late
hour, much of tbe time of the House,
but there were some points in this discussion it might be convenient to
briefly consider. They had been told
by the right hon. member for Kingstonî
(Sir John A Macdonald) that the relations of a Lieutenant-Governor Of
this Parliament were similar to those ot
the Governor-General to the Parliament
of England; but there was a wide
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difference. Suppose the Parliament of
England sent out a Governor to one of
the Colonies and a similar difficulty to
the present one arose, the members
of that Parliament were far removed
from the polities of the Colony, and
the tribunal before whieh the difficulty
would be considered,would be a non-partisan tribunal-where nothing was
known of the politics of the Colony and
where the alleged offence was committed, and where the adjudication
would ho above partisan views. But,
he asked tho hon. member for Kingston, the hon. members for Terrebonne,
Charlevoix and North Victoria, and
others, whether it was possi ble to conceive the discussion of such a question boing carried on here with the
same impartiality and absence of party
feeling,as would charactegise an inquiry
by the Imperial Parliament into the
conduet of a Colonial Governor.
This was, at ail events, sufficiant evidence to prove the impossibility of
making Parliaient the tribunal for
the trial of the offence, if offence were
committed.
lIe (Mr. HIuntington)
had taken the occasion to state his
belief, wben the right hon. member
for Kingston had introduced his motion, that it was not entircly in accordance with constitutional views, and
that it would develop into a partizan
discussion. Ie would say for the
benefit of those who chose to listen to
himn, for the people of Quebec, that
during the elections which were to
take place in Quebec during the next
three weeks, there wouli not be an
assembly in a single parish where the
speeches made by those for or against
the action of the Lieutenant -Governor
would relaie, in a more intense degree,
to the local polities of the Governmont,
than those pronounced here. They
had an exhibition ground made in this
Hlouse pending the elections in the
neighbouring Province, which was intendel not alone to vindicate the
views of this Parliament on the
ronstitutional question, but to afford
pabulum to the speakers in the meetings which were to take place during
the next three weeks, at Quebec.
There would not be in the whole Province of Quebec, so able, so fervid, so
partizan a speech against the Lieutenant-Governoir, as that pronounced
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by the hon. member for Terrebonne,
and ho might include the others who
followed him. In the exercise of that
right which they admitted to exist,
they found themselves holding a
Quebec political meeting in which
hon. members were charged with
the duty of discusing the constitutional question, but in which
tbey were, in fact, pronouneing
political speeches to influence the elections about to open in that Province.
This was to be inferred from the fact
that there was, ho would not calt it an
indecent, but an inconvenient haste in
seizing upon the opportunity of discussing this question now, in order to
disturb the minds of the people to
whom it had been relegated, at ail
events, in a constitutional
way,
whether an unwise one or not. This
Parliament, which found this Conservative Party with an interest only in
the great political issue, could have
afforded to wait until the opportunity
had been given the people to decide
upon their own affairs. And if this
fouse passed to-night this motion, and
if, according to current rumors which
the hon. member for Montreal Centre
(Mr. Devlin) had shown to be correct,
Joly would be supported and maintained during the coming election, in
what position would this Parliament
stand did it deciare bis action to have
been unconstitutional ? In what position would the hon. mcmber for Terrebonne (Mfr. Masson) stand if, when he
went before his constituents, they
demanded of him whyhe interfered with
the question pending before this Ilouse,
and he undertook to tell them that he
had taken right constitutional ground,
after having dealt, not only with the
Constitution question, but having denouned with a denunciation which ho
(Mr. H1untington) would not characterize, the Lieut.-Governor of the
Province of Quebec as if ho meant
tian partizanmore
something
for
nember
hon.
The
ship?
Charlevoix (Mr. Langevin) had stated

that the Lieut.-Governor was a violent,
bitter partizan.

Was Mr. Letellier

more violent and partizan than most
men in public life ? Dd the hon.
member for Charlevoix, who had
fought the Lieu t.-Governor throughout
a long political career, hold that he
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in particular. It was the duty of
Lower Canadians to do so on
this occasion. Very elaborate speeches
had been delivered by hon. gentlemen
sitting on that side of the House on
this subject, which, by them, had
been treated
in
an
extraordinarily ahle manner, but less ably
by the leaders of the hon. gentlemen
opposite. Ie did not attach the same
importance to the latter as he did to
the former speeches. The address of
the right hon. member for -Kingston
was a chef d'ouvre in every respect;
and he had proved that a Governor or
a Lieutenant-Governor had not the
right at the present time to disniss the
Minisiers under these (ircumstances.
The right hon, gentleman had treated
the constitutional question in every
possible light. At the present time,
under the working of the English
Constitution, it was not possible
even for the Queen to dismiss
her Ministers, unless for reasons of an
extraordinarily grave nature, and for
causes which intimately affected the
very existence of the State itself. In
a recent case which happened at the
Cape of Good Hope, where the Colony
was menaced with an attack from the
natives. a grave reason of State existed
for such interference, as the interests
of the Empire were there concerned.
But what interests were at stake in the
present instance ? None at ail in reality. The complaints of the Lieutenant-Governor were puerilo, childish.
and quite insufficient to justify his conduct. Since 1831, the power of the
Crown had disappeared to a certain
point.
Nevertheless it could not be
forgotten that the Crown had certain
but the
power at the present time
nonarch had no right to dissolve the
Ilouse or dismiss his Ministers, and to
arrogate to himself purely and siimlply
MR. PLUMB quot cd copiously fron
the power of the'people. Power rested
eminent authorities in support of his under our present system of Governview that the Lieutenant-G(oernor
ment with the people; this was an
had exceeded his constitutional fuicundoubted fact. It was ne essary thalt
tions.
sone rules should exist for the guidance
MR. McDOUiGALL (TLree Rivers), of tho exorcise of tbis power, which was
said that he wisbe 1 to express his regulated bore by Parliament to begin
opinions with regard to the great con- with. In England this vas donc by
stitutional question wbich was then the House of Commons and the House
before the House, which was of of Lords; and in ail cases, the power
extreme importance,
vnd which was alwvays placed with the people.
interested the Provin:e of Quobec U: less the peopl were consulted iii

was above partizanship and had not
taken an opportunity to stab his old
adversary on this high Constitutional
question which the people of Quebec
had been promised yesterday,would be
only a Constitutional and not a
partizan vote. The efforts of the bon.
gentleman to-night, which had been a
failure, to start up the worst possible
considerations among the people of
the Province of Quele2,in a histrionic,
dramatic and tragic manner which be
had nover, perhaps, attempted before,
was an evidonce of the deep study
which the hon. gentleman had gone
through when he had prepared himself to pronounce a speech which he
would be read and reexpected
in
every parish in the
peated
Province. It would not be dignified
for this Parliament to enter upon that
struggle. If he (Mr. Huntington)
were to propose a resolution it
would be that it was unwise at this
time to interfere in this matter and
bring on a discussion which was not
intended to have any effect but that of
influencing the local elections of Quebec. The bon. menber's speech was
one wbich night have been pronounced
in some rear parish. The responsibility of the Lieutenant-Governor's
action had been taken by his Minislers, and had gone to the people for a
verdict, and it was only fair they
should exorcise this right.
The
hon. member for Montreal East had
sounded the warning truly, that this
disposition of the Parliai.ent to interfore was a danger to the liberty of the
Local Legislature, to its existence, and
to its entity. They bad no right to
interfore with the local elections, and
it was indecent and impropor that they
should undertake at all to interfere in
the sense claimed by the Opposition.

MR. IIUNTINGToN.
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the exercise or authority, this power state of things ? The Federal Governwhatever
was exercised in an arbitrary manner, ment,
it
might
be,
the
Governor
in
Council,
and a manner contrary to ail constitu- or
tional ideas and to our systom of Gov- which always meant the FirstMinister,
ernment. This was undoubtedly the and the other members had the right to
fact. If, in England, at the present disavow every law passed by the Local
time, the Sovereign committed such an Governments ; and the moment they
had been were disavowed, they were no longer
act as Mr. Letellier
guilty of, he would most certainly law. This was unquestionable. Hence
disappear from the scene. The Queen this Government could control theLocal
had perhaps a right to dismiss Legislatures; and not only so, but owing
her Ministers
in
theory,
but to the action of Lioutenant-Governor
in practice, she could not do it without Letellier in this instance, the danger
running the risk of losing her head, or with wbich their system was threatwithout endangering her throne. No ened was visible. The LieutenantXing or Queen in England would dare Governor was appointed by the Federal
to dismiss her Ministers without incur- 'ïovernment; and the Governor-inring the danger of being dethroned, Council here vas not the Governor
and destroyed. Let them apply this General, a perfectly impartial authorprinciple to our system of Govern- ity, but the Ministers who wero conment. A great error had been corn- trolled by the First Minister, who was
mitted in forming this Confederation the dominating spirit in his Cabinet as
and our constitutional system. He at prosent organized. Everything dewas not an admirer of the working of pended on the First Minister, who
this systom of Government, though the appointed the Lieutenant-Governor.
tault of its origination might fall upon The Provincial Governments might bc
his political friends as well as upon his politically hostile to the Premier here,
political opponents. le considored that and his party, and ho to assure to himthis was an extremely hard system. It self the support of a Province, could
was conceived at a moment when poli- appoint one of his tools a Lieutenanttical ideas as to Confederation were Governor. lIe was not now making
leranged by the Arnerican war. The any personal allusion. He was well acimpression was thon formed that the quainted with M. Letellier de St. Just,
American system was then defective. who, ho had every reason to tbink, was
because the sovereign power was vested a gentleman ; but at the same time he
with the Local Governments, and the admitted that His Honour was an expower of the Federal Government was treme partizan. This was the state of
jimited to certain provisions inserted things in the Province of'Qaebec. Thu
n the Constitution. The founders of Federal Government had appointod au
our Constitution believed that they ont and out partizan Lieutouant-GovWere much cleverer than other people; ernor, who would do, no matter what,
and that they had prepared a system for his party; even, porhaps, beyond
which was superior to the American the limits of roason. The facts of the
ystemn. The consequence of this was prosent case wore well known; and it
tllt the supreme powcr was placed in was unquestionable that a coup d'état
the hands of the Central and Federal had becH committed at Quebec. Tho
Giovernmcnts, while the powers of the correspondence and the explanatio ns
Local Governments were well defined. given, proved this beyond cavil. This
A very grave error had becn committed was excessively cluar. He did not
m placing the supreme power with the know who hal inspired His lonour to
Federal Government, and this was the make this coup d'état, and all the apauNe of the danger in which they to- pearances proved that it had been
'Jv ':>j-n
themselves. This Govern- inspired by the Ottawa Adminishrit
was given absolute control over
tration, in order to seize upon
tne Local Governnents in such a way power in the Province of Quobec, und
that all local legislation was capable of to influence the approaching elecbeing submitted to the approbation and tions, notably in that Province, but also
anctflion of the Federal Government. throughout the whole Ih>minion. He
What were the consequences of this udgod of the matter as every reason
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ing man did. Certainly all the
appearances and all the proofs led them
to believe that this coup d'état was inspired with this object. The truth
was this: Tho Province of Quebec had
its particular institutions, as far as the
French portion of the population was
concerned, which merited preservation. Its laws were different to those
in the other Provinces; the predominant religion was different, and then
they had this peculiar feature, the use
of the Freneh language. In fact, the
peculiar situation of the Province rendered the Confederation system a
necessity. le was not a French Canadian, but simply and purely a
Scotchman ; but he represented a constituency whieh was in great part
French Canadian, and the preservation
of theso institutions was considered a
matter ot very great importance to thc
French Canadians.
The danger lie
wished to indicale was this: The moment they gave the power to a Lieutenant-Governor appointed by the
Fedoral Government to dismiss
bis Ministers and
control
the
legislation of the Province, they abandoned all their safeguards. i here was
no doubt tbat the First Minister of the
Federal Government was the principal power in
this organization,
and this Minister would possibly be an
Upper Canadian, a Scotchman, and a
Presbyterian, one who probably would
have no sympathy whatever with the
institutions peculiar to Lower Canada.
This Minister appointed, as Lieut.Governor, one of his tools, who need
not necessarily be a Canadian Frenchman, nor always necessarily a Letellier
de St. Just; and by these means, which
were due to a very grave mistake
made in the original phn as to our
Constitution, the Provincial Ministry
and Legislature might bc controlled by
the Federal Government.
MR. MACDOUGALL (East Elgin):
Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman is
speaking after moving an amendment
which was lost.
MR. SPEAKER: The point is well
taken. May states that it is a desirable rule that whore a meniber has
moved or seconded a motion for the
adjournment of a debate, after his
motion bas been negatived, he is not

Mi.
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entitlod to speak again to the main,
question.
Ma McDOUGALL (oThree Rivers):
I am speaking to the point of order.
Ma. SPEAKER: The hon. gentle
man is out of order.
MR. CIMON said ho would complete the speech of the hon. member
fer Three Rivers, which was of the,
greatest importance.
The noises
made by bon. gentlemen opposite were
their cries of conscience, produced by
remorse, owing to the vote which they
were going to give against the motion
of the right hon. momber for Kingston.
Thore were no two roads by which one
could arrive at a decision respecting
the question which
was
before
the louse. He heard cries which
hon. members ceurtainly could not
make. There were evidently strangers
in the House. H1e thought that Mr.
Speaker should repress the disorder or
leave the Chair.
MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Speaker wiß
dischargo his duty as lie thinks it
ought to be discharged. I have again
and again appealed to bon. members of
the House to try and conduct the debates, if they are to proceed, in a quiet
and proper manner; and I now appeal
to hon. gentlemen on both sides of the
louse to corne to an arrangement, and
put an end to what I must regard as a
most unseemly stylo of proceeding.

Ma. CIMON said these noises were
necessary to stiflu the cries of the consciences of hon. gentlemen opposite.
The day would yet come when these
lion, gentlemen would have to go
befbre the people and their constituents, and then they would find that
these interruptions would would be to
therm of little avail.
The liberties of
Lower Canada were now in peril.
Popular rights and popular liberties
were in danger. Two French-Canadiain
memt bers of the present Government
had instigated Mr. Letellier's coup
d'état. The British North America

Act ivas their charter of liberty; and
its provisions had been atrociously violated by the Lieutenant-Governor. HeIf Sir John A.
demanded a hearing.
Macdonald returned to power, a Con-

servative Lieutenant-Governor might
bo sent to Quebec, where Mr. Joly

The

might possibly have 25 of a majority;
and, acting like Mr. Letellier, open the
door and expel him from offlee. Their
ancestors had conquered the rights
and privileges which they enjoyed
at the price of their blood on the
scaffold and on the field of battle, and
yet this was treated by hon. gentlemen opposite as a matter of little importance, when it was in reality of
vital monent. There was not a man
in the House who would vote against
the motion of the right hon. member
for Kingston, who would not say that
this act of the Lieut.-Governor was
not only illegal but an outrage. lIe
left this matter with the consciences of
hon. inembers, who would each feel
that in voting against this motion, that
lie was committing an act for which ho
would be subject to reproach until the
end of his life. le did not share the
hypocrisy of hon. gentlemen opposite.
le had the greatest respect tr the
hon. merr er for Chateauguay, the
Nestor of the louse, who, if he would
tell the hon. gentlemen opposite conscientiously what he thought, and what
ho believed about this matter, he would
certainly exercise a great influence, and
be of grcat utility in bringing theso
lion. gentlemen to vote for the motion
of the right bon. gentleman ; but the
Nestor of the House saw that the
(ounsel which he would give to the
hon. gentlemen would be to vote for
this motion. The House should not
reject this motion, and place itself
tifty years bebind the age. What had
happened in this relation was known
as about to occur three months ago,
when ho had heardt of it, and six
months ago he had hoard that a great
Coup d'état was contemplated in the
Province of Quebec. This affirmation
wxas not made lightly, but seriously;
and lie could sustain it by proof, viz.:
-this
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cou) d'état was meditated over

Six monhs ago, and meditated
by members who sat on the other side
ot the House. Tins act was advised
To
hon, gentlemen opposite.
iy
vote down th's motion would be to declare that a Lieutenant-Governor had a
right to dismiss Ministers in favour of
his own political party. It had been
Proposed by the hon. the First Minister
to hold the local and federal elections
together, but the coup d'état was not

1977

well received by the House, and th&
hon. the First Minister was obliged tochange his plans. The local elections
were then ordered first; and the hon.
gentleman was trying to justify himsolf'
beforo the people of the Dominion of'
Canada. Hon gentlemen opposite had
changed their tacties. The hon. the First
Minister said that they liad nothing
to do with local elections; but in 1872,
the New Brunswick School question.
came before the House, and it was.
brought up by the hon. gentlemen op.
posite, who, though they had mado
this pretension, then held wlen they
sought to obtain a vote against the
Conservative Government of the day,
that this House had somethir.g to do
with provincial affiairs.
A manifest
outrage had been cornmitted in the
Province of Quebec. The LieutenantGovernor wished to govern the people
against their will, and t> chain down
the popular will and privilegez. In
order to restore lis Ilonour to his
senses, sone authority should be exercised by this Governrment. If this Administration did not do so, what
could bring a Lieutenant-Governor
under such circumstances to his senses ?
Had the supplies been granted beforethe De Boucherville Government was
disnissed, the Joly Cabinet could
have remained for a year in poweragainst the will of the people.
He thought that if the han. member for
L'Islet would reveal the interviews
that had taken place before this coup
d'état occurred, the hon. gentleman
would have something
very interesting

to

say

on

this

sub-

ject. Sorme authority ovor the Lieut Governor must exist, and it rested.
with this Parliament and the GovOrIn
ment ofthe Dominion,and in the hands
of the hon. the First Minister. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Mackenzie) dare
not say that the Lieut.-Governor was
right; and, in failing to defend the act,
tie hon. gentleman admitted that His
Ilonour was guilty of the serions offence
laid to his charge. This louse
had jurisdiction over and could censure
the Lieut.-Governor, who had donc a
great wrong. Supposintg the Governor-General dismissed this Ministry
because a large number _f the members had had contracts with the Government and did not occumpy in-
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dependent positions, these hon. gentlemen would not approve of this action.
The " rings " to which the allusion had
been made as to the Quebec Legislaturc had been composed of men sent
there by their constituents to advocate
and seek from the Local Government
the constructinn of railways. These
were honest rings and not dishonest
rings such as were in this House during other Sessions in connection with
the Government. The latter were contractors who sought to enrich themselves, not to benefit their constituents ; this was the difference
between those two kinds of rings.
The Lieut.-Governor had advanced
false assertions in his letters to His
Excellency the Governor-General. The
Lieut.-Governor was a representative
ofthe Crown; and in case the motion
of the right hon. membor for Kingston
was defeated, the Crown would be
placed in a false position. The rights
and
li berties
of
the
people,
acquired
by sueh
great sacrilices, were
in
serious
danger.
Hon. gentlemen opposite were bont
on stifling these liberties, and their
consciences troubles them. The DeBoucherville Government had been
supported by a majority of the poople
in the Province. Three years ago,
Mr. beBoucherville was urged to build
a railway from Quebec to Hull, but he
informed the towns interested,that the
Province had not enough means to
build it. The towns replied: " Build
this North Shore Railway, and we will
subscribe th ihree millions." This
was done; but when the work vas
terminated, and it was necessary to
towns
pay the contrac'tors, these
retused to meet their obligations; and
the Liberal menbers, who were accustlomed to advoeate the interests of the
people, e nme to the inhabitants and told
theni that the Conservative- were
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this subject, but he would reserve it
for another occasion. He now begged
to move that this House do now
adjourn.
Mn. McDOUGA-LL (Three Rivers)
said that Lieutenant-Governors were
purely and simply creations of this
Government, under whose control they
were. He would frankly say, that ho
believed Governor Letellier had been
influ<nced in his action on the part of
the Federal Government, with the
view of seizing upon the Government
of Quebec, in order to bring about and
control the elections. The hon. the
Premier said that they had nothing to
do with this question, which ought to
be simply referred to the people for
decision. But this was not an expression of opinion worthy of a statesman.
The Lieutenant-Governor, as well as
the Local Government derived his
power from this Parliament. The
Lieutennt-Governor was certainly the
creation of this Government, and
under its jurisdiction and control.
Had they a right to speak of the Lieutenant-Governor, and not to criticize
his conduct ? If the Governors of
colonies did not perform their duties
strictly aceording to the letter of their
commissions, these matters could be
brought up in the Iaperial Parliament;
the same thing
was
true with
regard to our Lieutenant-Governors.
employed
These gentlemen were
of
the
the
jurisdiction
under
Government that appointed thema.
Lieutenant-Governors were strictly
under the control of this Governmient

and Parliament, and not only so, but
this Government was responsiblo for
their conduct. It w-as an absurdity to
say that the Constitution was written.
The English Constitution had not been
written, because it nover remained the
same for twentv four hours togother.
icreasing the taxation for the benoit It constfantly varied, according to the
of the towns. Liberals had no prinei- exigencies of the time and country.
pies thev never had had any, and they Oai Constitution had been extremely
never Vould have any. The conduct bad dv-ise 1. The power had been
of tho Liberals, under these eircuin
distributed in a manner of which le
stances, remninded himu of the fiable con- did not approve. LieutenantGove rcerning the rat of the town and the rat nors should not have the attributes of
of the country. The Minister of the Sovereign, who was wholly placed
Justice, and the Minister of Inland above party, while our LieutenantRevenue, were involved in this matter. Governors were the ci-cation of party.
lie had a great speech to deliver on Mr. Letellier was appointed by the
Ma. CioION.
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party now in power, and he held ex-

tremely pronounced partizan views.
This fact was recognized even here;
and he could not divest himself of
partizanship during his term of office.
The same remark appliod to the other
Lieutenant-Governors. lion. gentlemen opposite knew the advantage
obtained by going to the people with
the reins of power in their hands;
they well knew that the DeBoucherville Government had a strong majority in both louses. And what had
they done ? The Lieutenant-Governor
menaced his Minitters with a change;
and, having dismissed the DeBoucherville Administration, it was known that

the new Governmen t exercised niot only
patronage, but also terrorism. It had
not only favours to accord, but also
debts to collect, and their rights in
Lower Canada would be sacrificed, if
the Lieutenant Governor, he creator
of the Ottawa Administration, could
control or disumiss Governments at
pleasure. What guarantees had they
thon against danger to their priviloges ?
The Lientenant.Governor, under such
ceircumstances, arrogated to hims.elf
the right of making the legisiation.
This attempt upon the rights and
liberties, could not be allowed to pass
without criticism and condemnation.
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and acts, lie premoditated this stop.
lie (Mr. Methot) for his part, would
not accuse the Government here with
having appointed Mr. Letellier, in
order to destroy the late Government
of the Province of Quebe)c. This was
not his intention. le did not wish to
impute bad motives to any of the hon.
members of this House; but he
must say that a crowd of circum.
stances ii
connection with this
coup d'état presented themselves elfore
the country, which were of a nature to
mvke it believe that there was pre.
meditation, if not on the part of those
who made this appointment, at least
on the part of Ris H[onour himself.
Iii common with all the members of
t he louse, the Lieutenant Governor of
Queboc was, previous to his occupancy
of this high position as the representative of Her Majesty the Queen, a
strong politician and a varm political
partizan, and a man who, from the
commencement of his political life, had
actively engaged in political contests;
he had onergetically taken part in the
discussions in Parliament, ho was
habituated to political struggles. he
was passionately fond of these political
contests, and it was easy to see that
lis Ilonour taking this position was
not immediately able to become
thoroughly impartial. lis lonour
could not at once frce himself from the
influence of party spirit wlen lie went
to Quebcc, where lie had for his advisers gentlenen who were crititled to
his eor1dial support, people whoii he

Ma. METHOT said that taking the
floor of the House at this late hour,
seven, a.m., be did not intend to quoto
largely the authorities and precedents
in regard to the constitutionalitv of
the aet. Many proninent membflers had always bit teily opposed politiually.
hal done so before hin, and ail that lie bat stated a moment mince that
le intended, vas to show the charaeter there was no need for great poli-ial
if the faets by the contradictio>nr, of? kînowledge or great knowledge oA' tlie
the facts thenselves, as they had stood Constitution in order to julge of the
ni Ihe Lixutenant-Governror's memor- question now before the louse; they
ndumn. We had no need of genius, only required to consider the
1'at only a litte coinmon serise and trai-ictted t lis Excellecy the
.dilgment
to coisider the matter at Gover'nor-Genleral to perceive thbat it
Issue. lie did nlot knoV, for bis
part, was inihued with party ani partizan
mnuchi a1bout the Constitution of this spi iii. The hon. member fir L'nlet
ei unltry. He had not studied iL par- seenud to have a cordial feeling totDularly, but we had only to read ward,
lis Hlonour the, Leutenant-

the0 Message of the LieutenantGover-

Governor' ; this lie (Mr. Methot) ldi not

110r, to see at once that the man who

doubt. for in that gentleian's family

wrote it. had, long before lie commLitted this coup d'état, decided to
cmmit it; and that as soon as he was
a'Ppointed Lieutenant-oveirnor
of
<&ebec, as was plain from his Message

this cordial feeling ahvays existed, and
it did not surprise himta, because, if, lie
could rely on what he had seen, that
h-'d
drawn
fromli the
family
Govern:ret over one hundred and
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eighteen thousand dollars in five years.
In the Message which His Honour sent
up, were visible three, and even more
than three, falsboods of the strongest
His
character - falsehoods which
Ilonour himself was incapable of
uttering, but of which, uttered by
others, he, nevertheless, approved.
When the Lieutenant-Governor of
Qnebec dismissed the late Ministry,
what was declared by the Liberal
Press ? A falsehood of the most extreme and unequivocal character.
This portion of the Press at once
alleged that the late Provincial Ministry had not been driven from office.
They wished to cause the impression
in this country that these 'Ministers
had resigned, and this rumour was
supported and circulated by the hottest partizans of the LieutenantGovcrnor. It was distributed by the perFons whom ho now heard making a
noise in this Hlouse, interrupting hon.
gentlemen who sought to discuss the
great constitutional question of the
day. He must say that these hon.
gentlemen had endeavoured to make
the country believe that these MInisters had not been able to agree among
themselves, and that, having some difficulties with the Lieutenant-Governor
of the Province, they had resigned
their portfolios. They did not dare to
face the constitutional and political
issue that Vas opened by the action
of His Ilonour.
They at first
tried to avoid it and to escape from
it; tho same as to-day they endeavoured to escape fr-om the present discussion and to prevent the members
ofthe Opposition from defending the
position which the latter had taken on
this great question, and which they
Hon.
were defending successfully.
gentlemen opposite tried to make ont
that the late Provincial Ministry had
not been driven fromn office, bat, on
reading the message from His lonoutr,
they woild find proof to the contrary.
His Hlonour distinctlv declared, in his
letter to bis jate advisers, that. under
the circumstances, ho had no further
need
of
their
services.
This
was not the only inaccuracy that
was contained in
lis Honour's
memorandum.
The bon. the First
Minister hud risen and said that they
had no right and should not discuss
Ma. MÉTIOT.
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this question at the prosent moment,
because to do so would influence the
elections in the Province of Quebec.
Why, then, did the hon. the First Minister come and place on the table or
the House, not explanations sueh as
those which the late Ministers had
p resented, but a plaidoyer by His
Honour in justification of his conduct ?
It was His Honour then who had forced them to discuss his position and to
defend their own position before this
House. This was what the members
of the Opposit ;on had done, and they
had performed this duty in a courageous, and, as the English said, in n marily manner. They had not acted as
hon. gentlemen opposite were conducting thomselves at that moment. T hey
had niot endeavoured to elude the
issne. They had on the contrary considered it fi-ankly, and ho was to-day
proud to belong to the Conservative
party and proud to act under the
leadership of the right bon. member
for Kingston. And why ? Because he
had seen that when the right bon.gen.
tieman had an opinion on any subject,
he was not ashamed to defend it before
this House, and this was what he
could not say to the honour of their
opponents, who sat on the other sidc

of the Chamber, among whom he had
many friends. The inaccuracy ho had
mentioned was not the only inaceulacy contained in the memorandum of
Uis Honour. They found among the
reasons which His Honour gave for
having expelled his late advisers fron
office, two statements, which in order
to express himself in a parliamentary
manner, he would tern inaccuracies
iese were reaîand iot falsehoods.
sons which were utterly untrue. One,
of thein gave it to b3 understo)!

that His Honour had had very diagreable relations with his Ministels
and that they hal actel ia an
unconstitutional manner. lis Hlonoti
came before the House, not only tO
utter a menterie, but also to endeavour
to insinuate and make believe what he

knew was false; ho came before the
House to declare that a measurewhich
was presented to him for his assent was
But did not hi:
then incomplete.
Honour know that when he sanctioneld
this measure. Le approved on the same
day of a measure whieh was introduced
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to amend the typographical error which
he dared say was committed in that
Bill. This measure hadpassed through
iwo stages in the Legislative Council,
in accordance with iParliamentary
usage. It was the custon therefore,
not perhaps the practice in this House,
in the Legisiative Council when a
imeasure originated there, which imposed some penalty, not to fix this
penalty; and this was done in the
present instance. The Bill then came
before the House, and this happened
in the last days of the Session. It
passed through Committee, but whether
the amount of the penalty was fixed or
not ho did not know. By somo error
the Act was sent to the printer, without any amount being named, and this
was one of the reasons lis Honour
gave for disnissing his Ministers.
Was this due to bad faith or an error
on the part of Ris Ilonour ? He
thought that it was difficult to decide.
le was greatly perplexed to decide
between the two; but it seemed to

him that it was difficult to believe that
it was an error. The Bill had passed
through three readings, and this defect
could not be amended in thesame Bill.
The Ministry then at once introduced
another measure to amend this Bill;
and this was so much the case, that if
the two Bills were examined, they
would be found to follow one another in
the Statute. These two Bills were at
at once submitted, but in lieu of
sanctioning this other Bill Ris Honour
objected to it. For his part he (Mr.
Méthot) believed that Ris Honour
should have approved of it, and not
devoted himself to the work of pointing
out typographical faults. If he did so,
then the hon. member for Lévis would
have little to do.
le (Mr. Méthot)
must confess ho believed that His

lionour showed bad faith when, with
with his knowledge of the facts-that
there was another Bill to amend this
one- ho gave. in his memorandum,
this statement as a reason for disagreement between himself and his
proper advisers. There were manifest
lisities in the statements of the
Lieutenant-Gover-nor, and there was
no need to peruse the memorandum of
the Hon Mr. DeBoucherville to discover them. They were easily diseerned, and they could be clearly
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pointed out. Were the pettier reasons
given by this louse in justification of
his arbitrary conduct - suth as
a sensible man could accept for such an
action ? His Honour alleged that his
late Ministers had not done their duty,
and that they had not known enough
to correct and revise the Statutes; but
the man who held so strongly to his
Ministers doing their dîity, had to tell
the louse t hat whon the Legislature
was in full session, and at a moment
when the Lieutenant-Governor should
be as much as possi bie at the seat of
Government, ho was at River Ouolle.
Duringthis period lis Honour was
seen at Montreal, and iron one town
to another, though his presonce was
required at the Provincial Capital. Ris
Honour said to his Ministers: " Do
your duty strictly; do not infringe
upon my prerogative-I will not suffer
it-but I will go promenading." If His
Honour had so much regard for the intarests of the country, and had themu
so much at heart, and was sincere
when he alleged that he had acted with
a pure desire to defend the country's
interests, be should have remained at
the seat of Government, at all events,
during the Session, where he would
have had full knowledge of the neasures introduced by his Government,
and would have followed then; and as
an hon. member bad stated the other
evening, Ris Honour would then have
performed his duty, which consisted in
notifying his advisers of the fact, if a
measure did not please him. On the
con trary, Ris Honour abstained fron
adopting this course, and kept away
from the capital, sending up formï
signed in blank to serve for the introduction of measures, which required
bis support and authorization. lui this
Ris Honour had acted as if his Ministers iad his entire confidence; but in
his memorandum Ris Ilonour showed
the greatest reserve, and a reserve
which was not justified by the practice
here. As the right hon. member foKingston had stated, a great number of
the measures which were introduced
here, did not have the approval of' is
Excellency the Governor Genera at
the time of their introduction. His
Excellency had ut this period, indeed,
never seen them. And why? Because
a great many of those matters were
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mere questions of routine. He would
ask Mr. Speaker whether he signed his
name to the votes and proceedings in
the issue for each day of the Session.
Did not His lonour authorizo the
Clerk of the House to sign these matters for the most part. The same thing
ought to be truc in connection with
th e position of Lieutenant-Governor.
There ought to be a great number of
measures, or resolutions, which were
brought before the House, but which,
even the Governor micht not have seen.
If, however, this officer wished to sec
and follow them, he should remain at
lis post; but when he went away and
stationed himself at a distance of from
00 to 100 leagues from the capital,
where was his seat of Government, and
ýent the Gove'nrnent blank forms of
authorization, had the Government not
a right to say that the LieutenantGovernor had sanctioned every menasure which they had submitted to
the
louse ? And these were the
fiacts which had been established in
this case.
But, nevertheless, lis
Honour, in the manifesto, or, rather,
the pladoyer, which lad been presented
to the louse, assumed the position of
a lecturer on these points. lis Honour
told a falsehood when ho pretended
that the late Goverrment proposed to
tax the country and increase the
Provincial debt in aid of railway
construction ; but ho (Mr. Méthot) was
a member of the Quebec Parlianent
when the law was passed which authorized the Government, in case the subsidies granted to different railways on
the south shore for a certain number
of years, lapsed, to divert them to
other purposes; and this was what
had been done by the DeBoucherville
Administration.
Novertheless, this
was one of the reasons given by the
Lieutenant-Governor for driving his
advisers from office, and forcing them
to abandon their positions. It could
not be protenied that the late Government of the Province had, without
good reason, decided to impose the tax
of 15c. on the hundred dollars on all
contracts and obligations.
In this re
lation ho would merely point out to
the Bouse what had not yet been montioned, but what, nevertheless, everybody understood, viz., this tax was
decided upon simply because the

Ma.
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subscriptions to the North Shore Railway by certain miinicipalities and
towns which ought, in justice, to have
been paid, had not been paid; and it,
consequently, became necessary to
take this step, in order to enable the
Government to fulfil their obligations ;
but, when the Government declared
that it-would force these municipalities
to pay their subscriptions to a great
work which they theinselves had
eaused in the first instance, tobe undertaken, and without which this law
would never have been proposed, or
the Province so leavily burdened with
debt, a great outcry was raised. Ie
would, for his part, merely say that
there was a contradiction, and a flagrant contradiction, in the two declarations which were made with regard
to the present Government of Quebec.
On the one hand, it was
pretended by the Joly Administration
in the Address issued to the Electors,
thiat the law which would have forced
the Municipalities to pay their sub.
scriptions to the railway was unjust ;
and on the other hand, it was alleged
that this 15 cents tax ought not to be
imposed on the population, but if the
Municipalities had honoured their subscriptions, the late Government of the
Province would never have been obliged to propose the tax in question ; and
if they did not force the Municipalities
to pay, then it was necessary to obtain
money in some way, and to impose
this tax. He would say more; that
by the delay which this action of His
Honour had rendered necessary with
regard to the completion of the North
Shore Railway, at least double the
amount which this tax wouild have realized would be lost to the Province, for
thus the chance of leasing this Railroad would certainly be deferred for
at least twelve months ; and the lase
of this line would bring into the Provincial Treasury a sum at least equal
to, if not double, the amount which the
tax of 15 cents on the bundred dollars
would have contributed to the revenue.
But it was easy to see what His
Honour wished, and hoped, and here
really lay the whole cause of His
Honour's conduct in this connection.
They saw His Honour at Quebec working in order to bring into power a Government which would aid his political
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frierds in conducting the general elections that were to take place this Falt,
bnd in consequence of this state of
things, he pursued a policy with a
much prudence and wisdom as he
could show, calculated to embarass bis
constitutional advisers ; and when they
brought [efore the Bouse, measures
which he knew were dangerous as regarded the popularity of bis Ministers,
le allowed them to do so and to introduce these measures in the House.
Because ho intended
And why ?
lo make a move later, and to take advantage of their position for the benefit
of bis political friends. After all, lis
Hlonour hoped to obtain the support of
a numnber of Conservatives in the Legislature ; but lie vas deceived in this
expectation.
The members of the
Legislative Assembly éshowed that
they wero worthy of their positions.
Above all, they proved that they were
indeopendent, as mombers of the louse
ought to be independent. This was
truc independence, for they proved
themselves independent of public
opinion, which naturally was always
opposed to taxation, and, to a certain
point, they exhibited independence
with regard to their leaders. To-day,
this matter was before the electors for
judgment, and the country would now
judge, as they always did, the mon
who had choosen to pursue an honoul able, an honestand an inflexible course.
The Lieut.-Governor had been doceived
in bis hopes.
His Honour believed
that the members of the Legisilature
would overthrow the Government;
that ho would bring his friends into
power, and that the elections would be
carried on with respect to the question
of the taxation, which ho had, in fact,
recommended; but again Ris Honour
was doceived in bis expectations, and
he acted too hastily to secure his ob-

jects. lis Honour did not know that
the supplies had not been voted, otherWise he would have waited longer
before acting ; but his hopes made him
do wbat ho did. When he dismissed
his linisters, ho expected that ho
could delay the local elections, which
ho knew would be unfavourable to
him, until after the Federal elections;
but, unfortunately for His Honour, the
supplies had not been voted, and it was
necessary that, by the lst of June,
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the elections should t ake place.

*ï 3
In

tleir embarrassment, His lonour's
friends hurried up to Ottawa for council, and if rumour was truc, they cane
here to ask the Federal Government
to order their eleetions at once.
During several days after His Honour
had expelled his Ministers fron office,
the Local Legislature was in complote
ignorance of tle reasons which had in(ueed him to take this step; and when
these were commnicated they were
felt to be so futile, that they must be
imnproved upon ; and heneo the long
plaidoyer which had been presented to
this House. He believed that His
Hlonour lad shown that there was no
need for understanding the constitutionral question, or any part of it, or to
be a distinguished advocate in order to
bu able to brin an opinion on the matter which was before the House.

It

sufficed to read the documents which
were presented for their considoration,
to sec hiow matters stood; and to-day,
fromn what they had been able to see,
it was plain that the couritry would
judge impartially those facts and
condemn
energetically
the
coup
d'état
wlich
had
been
coimitted by the Lieutenant-Governor
of the Province of Quebec; baving
made these few remarks, ho would conclude by stating that he would support,
with all his power, the motion of the
right hon. member for Kingston.
Ma. DOMTILLE followed, dwelling
on the gravity of the charges against
the Lieutenant-Governor, and urging
that stops be taken to prevent a rocur-

ronce of his acts.
MR. ORTON said ho had listened to
a most eloquent description of the
British Constitution from the right
hon. member for Kingston, who had
showp that up to the prosent time
Canada had enjoyed all the privileges
and benefits of Responsible Government. Indeed, the people of Canada
had in times past been accustomed to
pride themselves on the fact that in
this Dominion were exemplitied to
greater perfection than even in the
Mother Country all the beauties of the
British Constitution. It had been the
pride and the desire of every true
patriot in this country to try and perpotuate on this continent the institu-
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tions which they all so mach revered.
Butwhen ho viewed the events which
;had occurred within the past few
weeks, he felt that there was serious
danger threatening the institutions of
this country. They must lead to doubts
.as to whether this Confederation was
.one that would adhero together, that
would perpetuate the principles of
Constitutional Government. It ivas a
inatter of grave doubt as to whether
the giving to the Provinces the
priviloge of local self Government was
one that would not in the future be
fraught with great danger. It was also
a matter of grave doubt whether the
multiplying of the representatives of
the Crowin in this country was not a
.source of serious danger to our institutions. It was not bis intention, at
present, to enter into the constitutional
poi tion of the
question,
which
had
been
so
ably
discussed
by those hon.
gentlemen
who
lad preceded him, on this side of the
Jiouse. The marked silence of the
hon. the First Minister and his supporters, in discussing this question, on
the constitutional point involved, was
sufficient proof that they felt themeelves unable to justify the action of
the Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec.
Why had not the hon. member for
South Bruce spoken on this subject ?
Was the Lieutenant-Governor's action
endorsed by the Government? If it
was, the House should have heard the
opinions of that o)oquent and able
membor on the subject. Surely the
daring stretch of authority of Lieutenant-Governor Letellier was sufficiently serions to call for bis opinion.
But, no; the hon. member for South
Bruce remained significantly silent,
inot only silent, but absent during the
greater part of the discussion. Not
only did the hon. member for South
Bruce romain silent, but the hôn. the
Minister of the Interior, who prided
himself on bis knowledge of constitutional questions, had not given bis
views on this action of the LieutenantGovernor of Quebec, which had shaken
to their very foundation the institutions of this country, and had created
consternation from one end of the
Dominion to the other. Not only was
the silence of hon. gentlemen opposite
significant, but tho speeches deliverMa. ORTON.
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ed by bon. gentlemen supporting the
Government as well as that of the hon.
the Premier, were of a character to
create alarm in the mindm of ail anxious
for their country's welfare. The light,
flippant manner in which the hon. the
Premier treated this question proved
that ho was not equal to the occasion.
He should ha-ve risen above party prejudices, and have thoroughly grappled
with the question and discussed its
merits from a constitutional point of
view. He would quote from May, in
referring to events which occurred in
the reign of George III. He said:
"From this time no question has
arisen concerning the exorcise of the
prerogatives or influence, ofthe Crown,
which calls for notice. Both have
beeii exercised wisely, justly and in
the true spirit of the Constitution,
Ministers en.joying the confidence of
Parliament, hate never claimed in vain
the confidence of the Crown. Their
moasures bave not been thwarted by
secret influence, and irresponsible advice. Their policy has been directed
by Parliament, and not by the will of
the Sovereign or the intrigues of the
Court. Vast as is the power of the
Crown, it has been exercised, throughout the present reign, by the advice of
responsible Ministers, in a constitutional manner, and for legitimate objects. Ithas been held in trust, as it
were, for the benefit of the people.
IIence it has ceased to excite cither
the jealousy of rival parties or popular
discontents. This judicious exercise of
the royal authority, while it has conduced to the good government of the
State, has sustained the moral influence
of the Crown, and the devoted loyalty
of a froc people has never been disturbed by the voice of faction." This
was a description of how the prerogatives of the Crown should be exercised.
No intelligent member could read the
causes given by the Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec for his conduct, without
being struck with their trivial, and
almost absurd character. Oneof them
appeared to be the setting aside
of a dity for general
thanksgiving, which, it appeared, had
been officially communicated by hiR
Ministrv
the DeBoucherville
to
le
on instructions from Ottawa.
would not further refer to the roasons
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given, but ho would say that if such a
proceeding had taken place in Ontario,
there would bave been indignation
meetings from one end of the Province
to the other. Living in close contiguity to a great and powerful republic,
there was great danger that the disrespect for our institutions caused by the
,action of Lieutenant-Governor Letellier,
would develop itseolf into an admiration
for republican institutions, and tend to
subvert our Constitution. It not only
iendangered Responsible Government,
but it brought into disrespect our noble
Queen. The danger was very great
that the high handed and tyrannical
conduct of Lieutenant-Governor Lotellier would bring disrespect upon the
Crown, not only in this country but it
might have an influence even upon the
British Empire. They ali knew that
reveronce for the Queun was one of the
strongest powers in preserving the
loyalty and fidelity of the inhabitants
of this country ; this great respect for
our Queen and her authority was in a
great degree an element, which
held together the great British Empire
in India. It behoved them, therefore, if
they were to remain true to Great Britain, and true to their country, to denounce this uniworthy and unwise step
which had been taken by the Lieuten.ant-GovernorofQuebec. le could not
help contrasting the Speech made by
the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue,
,n this subject and that made by the
hon. gentleman last summer atQuebec,
a speech in which he laid down the
pritnciples of the Liberat Party at that
day, which were mingled with expressions of the loyalty and devotion to the
Crown that lie and the party te which
he belonged held so stedfatly; for
when the hon. gentleman the other
night made his flippant remarks, they
did net hear his eloquence in support
of preserving the dignity of the Crown
and the duties of Responsible Government in this country, but simply te
forward the sordid interests ot his
party in the Province of Quebec, and
enable them to grasp office at any
sacrifice. lHe (Mr. Orton), could not
belp feeling that the occasion was one
which might justify the impeachment
of the Lieutenant-Governor as a
traiter te his Queen and his country,
when they took into consideration that
125
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it might be used as a precedent by
other Lieutenant-Governors for dismissing their Ministries, and tending
to alarming disputes and other confusion between the different authorities
in our constitutional system. It had
been said throughout the country, that
the action of the Lieutenant-Governor
of Quebec was simply the outcome of a
deep laid scheme; and when they saw
the position of the present Government
throughout the country, as so plainly
indicated on many occasions,-when
ther sav the great unpopularity of
this Government, and its action denounced through the length and
breadth of the land, not by Conservatives, but even by Reformers-when
they saw the Liberal newspapers
denouncing the leaders of the present
Government as traitors to the Reform
party, and saw assemblies of Reformers
passing indignant resolutions, as they
had done in bis county, against the
course of the Goverument during their
reign, and when they saw these and
otber evidences of unpopularity,-they,
the people, could not help thinking
there might be some truth in the
motives applied by the public to the
action of the Lieutenant-Governor.
They could not help thinking that ho
had been influenced by this Government, that it was the desperate game
of a desperate Ministry, the gane of
a Ministry who knew they were about
to meet a disappointed people, and
wished to bring to bear upon the people the influence attaching to the
patronage of the Crown in the Province
of Quebec. He dared not allow himself to believe that the Prime Minister
(Mr. Mackenzie) allowed himself to be
a party to this plot, as ho had a higher
opinion of him individually; and if it
had been done, it was by those who
were desirous of power, regardless of
the best interests of the country. The
conduct of the Goverument and its
followers on this occasion, would lead
one to suppose they intended that the
whole power of the Dominion Government should be used to condone the
offences of the Lieutenant-Governor of
Quebec, and in that way enable him to
carry through the elections, and form
a new Cabinet successfully. Such a
course was as traitorous and deserving
of censure as the action of the Lieu-
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tenant-Governor. What the result of
the resolution before the House would
te, he knew not; but ho hoped there
would be found some hon. members,
supporters of this Government, suffi
ciently independent, and with a due
sense of the responsibility of their
position, and with sufficient patriotism
to vote for it, and thus show their dis&pproval of the dangerous course of
the partizan Lieutenant-Governor of
Quebec. It was, however, ho was sorry
to say, doubtful whether hon. members on the Government side would
have courage to take up such an independent and patriotic position. The
louse had seen too many instances of
the too confiding character of the
followers of the present Goverument.
They had seen many gross wrongs
upheld by the Government followers,
such acts as the Goderich Harbour
contract, Kaministiquia job and other
gross improprieties on the part of the
Goverument. lie would now proceed
to read some quotations in reference to
the position of the Liputenant-Gevernor
in Quebec, and to show the language
in which similar actions bad been referred to. In the reign of George IIL
there was an occurrence in ma.ny respects identical with the present difficulty. The King conceived against bis
Ministry a personal hostility, of so
bitter a character that after restraining himself for a great length of
time he at last took a stop, which was
fraught with great danger to Responsible Government, and the progress it
had thon made in Great Britain at
that time. He would read a few
extracts with regard to that event
from May. Referring te the latest
precodent in British listory, to the
conduct of the Lieutenant-Governor of
Quebec, that of George III., dismissing
the Pitt Government, ho said: "It
was the King's object not only to
supplant one party, and establish
another in its place, but te create a
party faithful to himself, regarding
his personal wishos, carrying out his
policy, and dependent on his will."
And then referring to what a Constitutional Government was,he went on to
say: " A Constitutionat Government
insures te the Governmont a wide
authority in all the Councils of the
State. lie chooses and dismisses his
MR. ORToN.
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Ministers. Their resolutions are submitted to his approval, and when that
approval is withheld, his Ministers
must either resign or abandon their
policy. They are responsible te the
King on one hand, and to Parliament
on the other, and while they return
the confidence of the King by administering affairs to his satisfaction, they
must act upon principles and propose
neasures which they can justify to.
Parliament. And bore is the proper
limit to the King's influence. As he
governs by Responsible Ministers, he
must recognize thoir responsibilities.
They are not only his Ministers, but also
the public servants of a free country.
But an influence in the direction of
affairs thus limited, by no means satisfled the ambition of the King. It
will be seen that when Ministers, not
of bis own choice, were in office, he
plotted against them; and when hbe
succeeded in establishing his friends in
office, he 'enforced upon them the
adoption of his own policy. The
King's tactics were franght with
danger as well to the Crown itself as
to the constitutional liberties of the
people. To revert to a policy under
which Kings governed, and Ministers
had executed their orders,
was in itself a dangerous retrogression in the principles of Constitutional Goverument. But the liberties
of the people were exposed to
greater peril than the Crown."
There they bad a King plotting against
his Ministers, and that seemed to be
the position of the Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec.
There were grave
grounds for thinking that it was a plot
into which he had been led by others for
party purposes. They could not bel p
but admire the course taken by the
DeBoucherville Government, and the
temperate manner in which Mr. DeBoucherville remonstrated with the
Lieutenant-Govornor with regard to
this. Mr. DeBoucherville had the confidence of the Local Parliament by a
large majority, and it remained yet te
be seen whether the tacties of Mr. Letellier were to be altogethersuccessful.
it was true, he had sucoeeded in. dismissing his Ministry, in bringing an
appeal to the people, under such circumstances as might divert them from
the real issue they had now before this
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House, namely, the danger to Responsible Government of this daring exercise of authority by the LieutenantGovernor. But he (Mr. Orton) thought
it was the sincere desire of every patriotic man in this louse and country
that ignominious failure should be the
result of such a stop. It appeared
to him that Mr. Letellier had been
moved more by party influences than
by any desire to preserve, as it should
be, the Constitutional purity of the
Crown.
He (Mr. Orton) felt
that ho had faithfully fulfilled
a duty which he owed to bis constituents, in expressing, as ho had
done, the indignation which ho knew
was felt throughout bis county at the
course taken by Mr. Letellier; having
done that, he left the matter in the
hands of the House, trusting that the
patriotic feeling of members on both
sides would be sufficiently strong and
expressive ; that good judgment and
wise counsel would prevail, and that
the result of this vote would be such as
to show that this louse had given it
as its opinion that it was unwise, that
it was against the best interests of the
country, that it endangered the liberties of the people of our young and
promising Dominion, and was calculated to bring into disrepute the prerogative of the Crown, and therefore
traitorous, at the very foundation
of our system of Government, to have
dared to act in the manner Lieutenant-Governor Letellier had doue.
Ma. OU [MET said that hon. gentlemen opposite were trying to prevent
hon. members of the Opposition from
expressing their sentiments, as they
hal a right to do in the House, with
regard to the question of vital importance whieh was before them for
discussion. The conduct of hon. gentienen opposite would be accepted in
the Province of Quebec and elsewhere,
as proof that the Government had
decided to endormir the louse, so to
speak, in order toprevent the continuation of this debate, which, probably,
was not very agreeable to the Administration. It was the habit of those
hon. gentlemen to prevent free debate.
The Government and their Liberal
friends agreed with marvellous unaniMity on this point. Everywhere they
125k
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commanded the majority; t.e Conservatives were hindered from speaking,
and forced by them to keep silence.
But, ho nevertheless believed that, at
the present moment, the voice of the
people was too strong and too unaninously supported in the House to
allow the advocates of the people's
rights, members of the Opposition, to
be tyrannically and arbitrarily dictated to by the Government and its
followers, as was doue in the Session
of 1874. Ie remembered that in 1874,
the Liberals, through their journals
and on the hustings, said that the
twenty-three incapables who represented Lower Canada in the Opposition, were unable to make their voices
heard in this Parliament, or to be
heard by the flexible and servile majority which supported the Administion. No one prosent during the first
Session of the present Parliament had
forgotten that, in fact, they could not
thon be heard; but since that period
the good sense of the people had
triumphed, and on each occasion that
supporters of the *Government had
been sent back to their constituents,
the people had returned Conservatives
to come here, and defend what the
people of Lower Canada called their
rights, their language, their nationality,
and their institutions. He regretted the
painful occurrence which had given rise
to thepresent discussion. The French
Canadians had beon proud to have
secured the free exorcise of their
rights, their language and their institutions in the beautitul Province which
their forefathers had watered with
their blood to gain those liberties ;
they,
in
fine,
had
obtained
the right of having one of their
countrymen to act as the representative of ler Majesty, and they were
proud to have a French Canadian
wearing not precisely the Crown but,
acting as the representative of Rer
Britannic Majesty, who ruled the
glorious British Empire. But he considered that they ought now to he deeply
humiliated on seeing that this high
position had fallen into hands se unworthy as those of the person who
now presided over the destinies of
Lower Canada, despotically and tyrannically-His Honour, Mr. Letellier,
whom the people of Lower Canada in
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view of recent circumstances called
Lue the First, (Luc Premier.) He
hoped that the cry of indignation
which the act of His Honour would
raise throughout the whole Province
of Quebec, would prevent any such act

The
over again being attempted.
French Canadians were proud to say
that they understood British Institutions. To such a degree was this the
case that the noble Lord wlho presided

over the destinies of the Dominion as
Governor-General, had complimented
the French Canadians on understanding
the importance and the mariner of
working British Institutions, and there
were none more loyal to Her Majcsty
or more worthy the name of British
people than they in the Dominion.
But to-day this opinion must be
changed since Mr. Letellier had deemed
proper .to play the tyrant, and reawaken in their midst the traditions
ofthe middle ages, the age of barbarism, which had for a long time past
disappeared for the glory of the world,
and which ho hoped would never
reappear in thoir beautiful Province.
fie bogged permission topass in review
as briefly as possible the different
the
before
placed
propositions
House by the right bon. memwhich prober for Kingston,
positions by the way had been admitted to be correct by the hon. the
First Minister. The first proposition
was, that Lieutenant-Governors under
the British North America Act, were
appointed by the Governor of Canada
in Couneil, as the representatives of
the Governor-General in the Provinces,
and their relations towards the Governor-General were precisely the same as
the relations which existed between the
Governor-General and Her Majesty in
Couneil. The Governor-General in all
that concerned British institutions was
rosponsible to Her Majesty in Council,
and his acts might be censured or
approved by thelmpei.ial Government,
the same as the Lieutenant-Governor
in the Province of Quebec was responsible Io the Governor-General here;
and as the conduct of the GovernorGenerai could be criticised in the Imperial Parliament, so eould the conduct of the Lieutenant-Governor be
discussed in this louse. This prin.
ciple was admitted on both sides of the
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Chamber. If followed from these
premiscs that the present debate was
essentially constitutional, and essenti-

ally in agreement witb the spirit of
the Constitution by which we were
governed, and if this debate was constitutional and in conformity with the
spiritof the Constitution, and if they
could discuss the conduct of the Lieutenant-Governor with regard to the
circumstances which determined him
to dismiss his Ministers, it equally followed that their opiaions on this important subject should be freely expressed inasmucli as the passage of
judgment upon Ris Honour's conduet
was in question. What was the reason
given by the hon. the Premier for
putting a stop to this debate? The
hon. gentleman held that this discussion was imp-oper and inoppcrtune;
and that an expression of opinion on
the part of this louse would be an infringement upon the people's liberties,
because His Honour had formed a Ministry and chosen advisers who had
assumed the responsibility of his acts,
because Ris Honour's conduct in the
person of his Ministers was now submitted to the decision of the electors of
the Province of Quebec, and because to
these electors alone belonged the right
of deciding the constitutional question
which was now before the House. The
hon. gentleman pretended that an expression of opinion on the part of the
Hlouse in this relation would unduly
influence the verdict which the people
would give under the present circunmstances. He (Mr. Ouimet) admitted
that this was very cunning reasoning,
but lie did not believe that, as a serious
argument, it would hold water. There
were now two parties whose conductwas to he judged : the Lieut.-Governor on the one hand, and bis Minieters on the other. The Lieut.-Governor, constitutionally speaking, was
not responsible towards the people,
who, in consequence of this fact, were
not called upon to decide upon the conduct of His Honour in his quality of
Lieut.-Governor, who, as chief of the
Quebec Legislature, could do no wrong.
The Lieut.-Governor, in the exercise of
his functions, was only responsible to
the Government here, by which he had
been selected and appointed, and,
according to the instructions given
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him by this Government, it would be
found that this Government ought
to judge Ris lonour's conduct. The
people of Quebec had to decide on the
other hand upon the fate of the Joly
Ministry; and he hoped that this
judgment would not ho long delayed,
and that the condemnation of that
Ministry would be overwhelming, and
of such a nature that henceforward
they would never find a public man
capable of assuming such a responsibility as Mr. Joly had undertaken. As
to the Lieut.-Governors bis case ought
to be pleaded before the Governor-General in Council, and if the advisers of
His Excellenev did not deem it
apropos to advise His Excellency under
the present circumstances, the members of this House were cortainly justiflied in making their voices heard, and
in claiming thaL a decision should be
arrived at by this House with regard
to the conduct of Ris Honour. They
had a right to complain to His Excellency that the Royal Prerogative had
been exercised illegally and unconstitutionally in the Province of Quebec; and also that the Lieut.-Governor had consented to take advantage
of his position to exorcise an influence
in favour of bis political friends,
which was certainly contrary to the
spirit
of the Constitution, as
interpreted by modern authorities.
Distinetion was to be drawn between
the illegality and the unconstitutionality of the acts of the LieutenantGovernor. In spite of the opinion expressed by a iearned authority, ho
believed that the act of Ris Honour was
legal, it was in conformity with the
written Constitution; but contrary to
the spirit of the Constitution as amended
by the good sense of the people, as
years rolled by, by our public men and
by the enlightened patriotism of those
who had endowed this country with
Responsible Government in 1841. The
hon. the First Minister had taken advantage of a subterfuge to evade his
own responsibility in this regard, and,
above ail, to prevent those members of
bis party who had still at heart the
traditions of the founders of their party
from judging this question upon its
merits and condemning the conduct of
Lieutenant-Governor Letellier, and in
doing so, taking away from the Liberal
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party all the advantages they expected
to obtain from this arbitrary act of His
Honour, which they had considered
necessary in order to secure their interests in the Province of Quebec. Everybody knew that the Liberals, before
this coup d'état, had little confidence of
success in the approaching general
elections; but since this coup d'état had
taken place, they had raised their
hends, as they believed that this act, by
giving them control of the Government
patronage in the Province of Quebec.
would enable them to carry a portion
of the counties in Lower Canada. The
Liberals had never hoped to carry
more than half of theso counties ; but
since this coup, Liberals had stated before him that they hoped to secure by
this subterfuge as much as one-half of
these counties, and in doing so to take
over to their aide some Conservatives,
as had already been done, and thus obtain a majority untit the federal elections arrived, and thon use the influence of the two Governments in the
Province to carry the Federal elections,
and maintain themselves in power
at Ottawa as well as at Quebec.
He wished that the good sense of the
people would do justice to this extravagant hope, as Lad been the case in the
past, and to the principles subversive
of the Constitution, of which these gentlemen had given such striking proofs
since the formation of their party. le
would now pass in review some of the
motives given by His Honour in justification of bis having taken the arbitrary proceedings of dismissing his
Ministers and replaeing thom by their
political opponents. His Honour aileged that ho had a right to give his
opinion on the measures introduced by
the Government, and to oblige his Ministers to receive his advice in lieu of
having his Ministers advise him. Every
sensible man must be convinced that
this singular idea was contrary to the
Constitution and highlyinjurious in its
resulte. His Honour had determined,
when ho accepted the position and
went to Quebec, to change the way in
which the public affairs of the Province were conducted, and to replace
the Conservative Administration with
Ministers belonging to his party. lis
Honour had had a long political career,
and had discussed political questions
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with great warmth,zeal and enthusiasm. theless it was easy to imagine that this
His Honour went to Quebec imbued provision would excite a feeling of hoswith all his prejudices, which had tility; and in proposing this Bill the late
acquired the force of nature, and which Provincial Government had shown exdominated his mind, as the consequence traordinary courage. Demagogues
of participation for twenty years in had taken advantage of this mneasure
active political struggles, and had re- to prejudice public opinion against the
solved that if he could nc>t change the late Government. But the Crown
way in which the affairs of Quebec ought to have been above the temptawere managed by the aid of Conserva- tion of aiding these demagogues,
tives, he would do so with the aid of although political friends were secondhis political friends. This had been ing their purposes. The action of His
the determination of His Honour from Honour had been in the highest dethe moment that he was appointed to gree Iunworthy of his position, and it
this position. This inference, apart frorn would be condemned by the indepenfacts known in the Province, most dent and honest electors of the Proclearly followed from His Honour's vince. His Honour had descended to
memorandum to the Governor General. the arts of a demagogue, and sullied
His Honour had played a hypocritical the dignity of the Crown, of which he
game, and endeavoured to take his Min- was the representative. The Liberal
isters from behind. He often absented party had always been distinguished
himself from the seat of Government by the violence with which it had dein order not to see what passed, and to nounced to the people the taxation
be able to say later that he knew which the Government thought proper
nothing of it. He would not dwell on to impose for the benefit of the public
the small matters which His Honour and the encouragement of the counhad alleged in justification of the dis- try's industries. The Liberals of
missal of his Ministers. There were onlv Lower Canada had always the word
two important questions brought up i~n "taxes " written in red letters on
this regard-the Railway and the Taxa- their programme, as being an
tion Bills. He believed that the Railway épouvantail (bugbear) to the people of
Bill was not more arbitrary than the that Province; and it was considered
one by means of which municipal cor- an excellent opportunity by the Lieutporations collected their taxes. The enantGovernor when the DeBoucherprinciple of the Railway Bill was not ville Ministry was obliged to force the
a new one. It had been admitted long different municipalities to pay their
before His Lonour was appointed subscriptions in to the Provincial
Lieutenant-Governor of the Province Treasury, to take advantage of this cry.
of Quebec. It was embodied in an Act The Liberals sought to profit by this
passed in 1875, 39th Vic., and His occasion to rouse the people against
Honour was not appointed until the the Conservative party, and to bring
month of December, 1876, after this into power, and to the control of Prolaw was sanctioned. This clause pro- vincial affairs, the extremely small
vided that these By-laws became obli. minority of which the Liberals were
gatory.
This was the principle composed iu the Quebec Parliament.
concerning which so much complaint The introduction of this measure, towas made. The Bill introduced during gether with the Stamp Bill, was the
the last Session of the Provincial only means by which the DeBoucherLogislature was merely intended to tille Government could repair the
put in operation this clause of the Act deficit and honour their engagements
of 1875. Everybody interested in the with regard to the Quebec, Montreal,
prosperity of Quebec, and in this great Ottawa and Occidental Ra¶Iway.
enterprise, *ould admit that the means This policy was' a necessity in order tO
which the late Government had taken restore the equilibrium of the Provinto secure the payment of these sub- cial finances, and it was certainly a
scriptions in aid of the railway were conrageous act to adopt it on the eve
proper, and not contrary to justice. of the eloctions. Oertainly the Liberals
There was nothing unjust in niakinga could not complain, because the fate
man pay what he onght to pay, never- Provincial Government had not foiMa. OtIMICT.
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lowed the same line of policy which
this Government had adopted. The
Ottawa Government had admitted the
painful fact that a deficit of three and a
half millions for the current year had
occurred in the revenue of the Dominion, but, in view of the coming elections,
that they would not now recur to the
imposition of new taxes in order to
cover up this deficit. Hon. gentlemen
opposite had said they hope that Providence would come to their assistance,
and at all events they thought that if
Providence did not favour them at
the present time, it would be time
to propose new taxation after the elections. But, although he wished the
contrary to happen, ho was very much
afraid that when the Federal elections
were over, they would still see deficits increasing from day to day, and
year after year, and it would then be
found necessary to impose new taxes.
The hon. gentlemen opposite were
very wise, however, in postponing the
question of new taxes until they were
sustained at the approacbing elections
for a new torm of five years. He
confessed that the DeBoucherville
G;overnment had not been so politic;
seeing a deficit and wishing to keep
the crodit of the Province unimpaired,
they took bravely and honestly the
only way left to them to meet the
deficit, resting on the good sense of the
people to sustain them in that emergency. They considered themiselves
>ledged to the completion of the Q.
. . & 0. RR., and facing the position as courageous and honest men,
they resolved tQ go ahead, even though
they exposed themselves to lose for a
time their popularity. The Liberals
of Lower Canada were unable of such
courage and honesty; they only
thought of retaining power and of
securing for themselves and thoir
friends good positions. Another object, but unavowed by them, was to
secure the annexation of this country
to the neighbouring Republic. The
present Govemnment, whenever it was
lssi hie, favoured the Americans at the
opense of the Canadians. This was
the case with regard to our manufacturing intereste and the award of contracts in connection with our public
enterpries. He believed that the
desire of this Government was simiply
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to bring about annexation, and to
oblige us in order to subsist and share
in the advantages which this Government refused us, to place ourselves
under the protection of the American
flag. He would not dwell upon the
pettiness of the reasons given by the
Lieut.-Governor in justification of the
arbritrary act of which his Honour
had been guilty in dismissing his
Ministers; but hc would simply
say a word as to the consequences
which would result to this country if
such conduct was approved. If Ris
Honour was able to dismiss bis Ministers once, what could prevent him.
repeating the same another time, until
the people, tired with the elections,
showed themselves disposed to support
the Joly Ministry. Of course His lonour would be more prudent on the next
occasion, and he would not again send
his letter of dismissal, until the supplies were voted. By this means, the
Government of the Province could be
carried on for twelve months. What
could prevent His Honour from dismissing again his next Ministry, if the
majority of the next House was opposed to Mr. Joly, who would then
be obliged to resign. If Mr. Letellier
had the right to do it on this occasion,
he certainly had the right to do it a
second time; and, if so, what purpose
did a Legislature composed of the
representatives of the people serve?
They would then return to the period
which was so painful to their countrymen, before 1841, when the principle
of Responsible Government was
secured by them. If the arbitrary
conduct of "Luc the First" was
permitted, this country would return
to the days of despotie influence and
irresponsible Government. Ris Bonour alleged that he believed that the
railway and the Civil Service were cost.
ing too much. He (31r. Ouimet) had
believed that taxes were offered to, and
accepted by the Crown, as imposed for
the maintenance of its dignity and the
proper carrying on of the affairs of the
country. Thia was the doctrine laid
down by many authors. If Ris Honour was the guardian of the deniers of
the Province, why was itthatdisàatisliod with his Ministers, he had increased the burden of taxation which
was laid upon that Province. In
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dismissing his Ministers ho had
rendered necessary a dissolution and
general election, which would cost
45,000
to
the Province from
850,000 ; in the second place, this
act had also rendered a new Session
necessary, which would cost, at least,
890,000 or $100,000; and, in the next
place, owing to the action of His
ionour, the construction of the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental
Railway could proba bly not be finished
before the end of this year or the
beginning of next year, so that the
Province would, in the meantime, be
deprived of the revenue which this
road could return and thus pay the
interest on the sums borrowed for its
construction, and everyone knew that
tenders for the leasing of this road, at
the figure of about 8300,000, had been
sent in ; in consequence of those facts,
the conduct of His Honour, who was
so much troubled by the contemplated
increase of taxation, would cost the
Province the extra sum, in all, of about
$450,000, or nearly half a million,
which would have t-o be raised by
taxation. Instead of lightening, His
Honour would increase the public bar.
dens, and the people of the Province
would be greatly astonished to learn
that all this was done in order that
the electors might anew express their
opinion regarding the railway policy
of the late Government, which was
submitted to them and approved of at
the general elections in 1875. It was
a new sort of testimony of respect for
the opinion of the people, for Ris
Honour to dismiss his Ministers and
call in a new Administration, formed
from a party which did not possess
the contidence of one-third of the
electors of the Province. It was for
this that His Ilonour had expelled the
people from his confidence, in the person of its representatives, and said to
the people, in a hypocritical and
deceitful (mensongère) manner: "lIt is
for love of you, and in behalf of good
government, which bas been absent
for a long time, that I have done this,"
Though aIl this had been done for Ris
Ronour's political partizans and friends.
His Honour had succeeded, stupidly, it
was true, but, nevertheless, he had
succeeded in placing the Joly Administration in control of the affairs of the
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Province, and the Conaervatives were
thus obliged to demand again the confidence of the eleciors, which the
electors had already granted them
in the most complete possible
manner. His Honour had certainly misled
the people, for,
instead of aiding economy, bis
coup d'état would necessitate ,increased
expenditure on the part of the Province, and an addition to their burdens
in the shape of taxation. The statements of Ris Honour were certainly
decoitful.
Ma. HOLTON: I understood the
hon. gentleman to say that the
Lieutenant-Governor had adopted a
hypocritical and lying course in the interest of bis friends in the Federal
Government, and in connivance, and in
conspiracy with them. I understood
this to be the substance of bis statement, and I would ask the hon. gentleman to repeat the same in English.
Ma. OUIMET, in English, said ho
had not precisely stated that the present Ministry here was a party to the
kind of conspiracy which had brought
about tho perpetration of what he considered to be a constitutional outrage
on the people of the Province of Quebec. The first paragraph of Ris
Honour's memorandum to the Governor-General set forth that, from the
very moment that Ris Honour had
left bis colleagues and this Government to go to Quebec, ho became convinced, on looking into the affairs of the
Province, that everything was wrong,
and that he had to put everything
right, and that this was bis duty to
Ris Excellency and the Crown, Of
which ho was the representative. Ris
Honour also represented that ho had
advised his Ministers in this direc tion
a great many times, but that they
would never listen to bis counsel. This
ho (Mr.Ouimet) held was sumcient to,
make them believe, or, at leat, infer
that when Mr. Letellier went to Que
bec, ho went there as a partizan of this
Government, with ail the prejudices
whieh he had accumulated during a long
career of active political life. Whether
Ris Honour had acted in good faith or
not, bis idea was that everything was
to be changed, and it appeared that the
only parties who were to benefit frOI
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this state of opinion, and of these acts, false witness, for he supposed that this
were members of the LiberaL party in was now the proper expression, that it
the Province of Qaebec, and in this was forunate to have this mode of
louse. This mnight Le insulting, and characterizing them. He had never
and he aupposed that the hon. member before thought, ho could tell a
for Chateauguay wiâhed to convey that man to his face that he was a liar;
and this bad been done to him,
impression.
MR. HOLTON: It is open to con- who, though not Prime Minisof the Crown, considered his
it appeared to ter
but
struction,
honour
as important, and pure, and
me that your statement in French,
involved the very grave charge against unable to be attacked as that of any
the Government here, of having con- member of the louse. And ho hoped
he would never bc Primo Minisspired with the Lieutenant-Governor that
of the Dominion, if lie was to have
of the Province of Quebee. I under- ter
reputation for rectitude and truthstood that the charge was made first the
fulness
which the hon. gentleman (Mr.
against the Lieutenant-Governor for
having acted entirely in the interest of Mackenzie) had acquired sineo ho
bis political party and friends, and had occupied bis prosent high position.
then against the mombers of this Gov- It was very weil to insult a young
emment of having conspired with His member, and lis influence in the House
Honour in order to bring about this might not be very great; but, after all,
a man could live an honourable life
crisis in Quebec.
without being either a member of this
MR. OUIMET said ho had repeated House or a member of this Governin English the substance of what ho ment. He would say more: that some
had stated in French.
of the hon. gentlemen now sitting on
Mi. MACKENZIE: I have simply the Treasury bonches would stand
to say that if the hon. gentleman did higher in public estimation if they had
make the charge which my hon. friend never attained their present positions,
fiom Chateauguay says ho did, it was because the people had lcarned to know
only a part of what is called bearing the standard of morality and honour
false witness against one's neighbours. according to which these hon. gentlemen ived. He sincerely wished that,
MR. OUIMET said he begged to if ho were to have the same destiny as
state distinctly that he Lad said these hon. gentlemen, ho would never
nothing in French other than what ho again be returned to this Par liament.
had stated in VEnglish; and ho thought lie Lad spoken in as Parliamentary a
he had made his statements in Parlia- phrase as possible while expressing his
mentary form. What the hon. the Pre- opinions on the great Constitutional
mier had stated, might justify one in question which was before the louse.
thinking that Parliamentary phrases He nover meant to insult ranyone, and
meant little. One could not, in did not expect to be insulted by anyaccordance with the rules of the House, one. His first proposition was that
call a man a liar; but one could say this Parliament had a right to discus.
that a member was bearing false wit- the conduct of the Lieutenant-Governor
ness against hie neighbour. He did in the exorcise of his prerogative, in
not thoroughly understand all the the position to which he had been apsecrets of the English language; but, pointed by the prosent Government;.
as he had so many occasions for mak- and if His Honour exercised hie proing the same statement to the hon. rogative in a sense conta ary to the
gentleman, he was greatly obliged to spirit of our Constitution, and contrary
hi m (Mr. Mackenzie) for having sug- t the form and spirit of the instructions
gested to him this mode of conveying which ho received from the Governorthat idea. They had heard so many General in Council, ho held that this
statements from the hon, gentleman, Parliament had a right to diseuse Ris
and so many emphatie denials, and so Honour's conduct, and to express an
nany affirmations, which had been opinion, whether in the forrm of cenSubsequently proven to have been rash sure or in approbation of it. They had
assertions, and to be-well, bearing before the louse the different docu-
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ments which contained the whole
question to be considered, viz.: the
memorandum of Hie Ronour the Lieutenant-Governor, and the memorandum
of the late First Minister of the
Province, Hon. Mr. DeBoucherville,
who was dismissed. He maintained that
the Government here, acted hypocritically in endeavouring to cover up its
responsibility, and in doing so in the
eyes of its partizans who wished to act
in good faith, and of those who in
Uppor Canada wero the political friends
of the hon. the first Minister, but who
were nevertheless prouder to say that
they were the political descendants and
heirs of Mr. Baldwin, and of the old
leaders of the Reform Party in Upper
Canada. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Mackenzie), acted hypocritically in
seeking to cover up his responsibility,
under these circumstances, and in declaring that it was not opportune to
discuss in this Ilouse the conduct of
his lonour the Lieutenant-Governor,
because at the present time, the Joly
Ministry were appealing to the country. lie held that the LieutenantGovernor and the Joly Ministry were
two separate parties. They had nothing
to do with the Joly Ministry, whom the
electors had to judge; but the Lieu.
tenant-Governor was not responsible
to the people, but only to the authorities who appointed him to his position,
in the same manner that the GovernorGeneral in the exercise of his prerogative, was not responsiblo to the people
of Canada, but simply to the Imperial
Government which appointed him ;
and which gave him the instructions
that His Excellency was obliged to
follow. He maintained in the third
place that in the exercise of his royal
prerogative, Lieutenant-Governor Letellier had conducted himself in art
arbitrary and partizan manner, and
further that the reasons which Ris
Honour had given in bis memorandum
in justification for his action, were ut.
terly futile and could not be entertained by any enlightened man, who was
zealous of the privileges and liberties
which he enjoyed by virtue of the Constitution with which this country was
endowed. These reasons were unworthy of considoration on the part of
asny man who believed that the people
and i.ot the Lieutenant-Goveruor nor
Ma. OUIMET.
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the Crown governed. They had, it
was truc, a Lieutenant-Governor at
Quebec, the same as there was a Governor-General here, and Her Majesty
the Queen in England, as the head of
the Executive, but with regard to all
questions of legislation, and all matters
that touched the interests of othe people, these personages had nothing to do,
they had nothing to say with respect
to the manner in which the people
deemed it properto govern themselves,
or to i mpose,or not to impose,taxes; and
in consequence of these facts, ho beld
that Liieutenant-Governor Letellier
had no right to intervene with respect to the policy of the DeBoucherville Government which was supported
by the great majority of the people of
Lower Canada. The conduct of His
Honour could only have been prompted
by partizan zeal, for ho could not
believe that lis Honour had acted
simply in obedience to inclinations and
a spirit of demoralisation that previously existed in him. He considered
that the greatest insult which could be
Hionour, would be to say,
offered to His
that in the exercise of his prerogative
in this fashon, he (Mr. Letellier) had
simply followed the instincts and
promptings of his nature. lie believed,
on the contrary, that ho had left
Ottawa inspired by bitter politicalprejudices, the accumulation of warm
political struggles and a long political
career, and with the consciousness that
the Liberal Party would be exterminated politically at the approaching
general elections of the Domnion ;
and with the intention that if ever
opportunity offered for changing the
state of things-as Ris Honour mentioned in his memoi andum-which
then existed in the Province of Quebec
-ad bringing hie party into powerand ho supposed this could also be
naturally inferred-and aiding them
in carrying the Federal Elections, he
would render that immense service, not
to the country, for it was proved that
this act on the contrary would onlY
impose a burden of one-half million
more of debt on the Province, but tO
his party. His HLonour desired to
bring about the state of things which
now existed at Ottawa, and which,
aecording to His Honur, ought also
to exist in Quebec. This House wonld
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assume a great responsibility towards
posterity if it approved of this
arbitrary act of His Honour. If Lieutenant-G4overnor Letellier could to-day
dismiss his Ministers without incurring
censure or running any risk, ho could
nlot sec why, after the next turn of the
political tide, a Conservative Lieutenant-Governor could not be sent to
Quebec; and in case the Joly Ministry
then chanced to bin power, turu them
out. What could the Libetals say to
this, if they now approved of His
Hlonour's conduct. The hon. gentlemen opposite said that the members of
the Opposition were Tories, and reminded them of the arbitrary acts of
which the Tories were ready to approve in the time of George III. They
were Tories, but not the Tories of a
hundred years ago. They were simply
Liberal-Conservatives; that was to say,
they inherited the traditions of Sir L.
Hypolite Lafontaine; but since 1873,
instead of doing like Papineau, dreamingo Utopias
l
impregnated with the lepublican ideas of France and theUnited
States, and of annexation to the American Republic, they had followed a
different course. Hypolite Lafontaine
said that since, with the blood of their
countrymen, they had conquered all
the grandeur and the priviloges of the
British Constitution, thero was nothing
else to do but to endeavour to work at
this Constitution and make it bear
fruit for the prosperity of their country in general, and of the nationality in
particular. Hence Ilypolite Lafontaine, and Mr. Morin, and Sir George
Cartier had deemed it proper to follow
tonstitutional
traditions-traditicns
which they had proserved in the Liberal-Conservative Party. There was
much more liberalitv and brendth of
view in the Lii>eral-Conservative
than in the Liberal Party ; for,
after all, the Liberals of Lower Canada
were the same as the Liberals of all
other countries. What was a Liboral ?
A Liberal was one who -wished to have
liberty ut the expense of the liberty of
everyone else; and this was the Liberalism 6f hon. gentlemen opposite,
who trampled under foot the rights of
others, in order to boast that they
thenselves were froc: that was to say,
free to do evi!, and this was Liberal-
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in politics. These hon, gentlemen
wanted liberty to do evil as well as
good; the liberty to abuse the rights
of others, and to accomplish the
interests of the moment, no matter by
what means. This was the Liberalism
of those hon. gentlemen. The Liberals
said that the Tories of Lower Canada
were hypocrites, who made use of
religion for more political purposes.
It was truc that the Conservative
party had the glory of possessing the
assistanee of the clergy since the time
of Hlypolite Lafontaine, and even previously; but those who said that the
Conservatives were the servants of the
Catholic clergy lied. The Catholic
clergy wore the allies of the Conservatives, but why ? Becau-o in Conservative

principles

they

had

the

stability of Catholie principles; because, in these principles, they had
liberty and

liberality,

a liberality

which was shown to oach and
to
all ;
because
they
had
respect for the traditions of their
ancestors, and never denied them from
day to day, according to the demands
of the moment, as did a certain momber of the Governmont, who was now
in the House, and who had the even.
ing previons confessed that when ho
committed bis follies he was a more
boy, although

lie (Mir. Ouimet) be-

lieved that the people who had known
the hon. the Minister of Justice for a
long time still considered him a more
boy. The bon. gentleman had, some
years ago, a great reputation, and no
one regretted more than himself (Mir.
Ouimet) that this reputation, of which
ho was so proud as a French Canadian,
and as a member of the Bar of Montroal,
had disappeared. Ho was to-day really
confused and humiliated to see that
this man as ho had agod, had lost so
much of that nerve which had distinguished him in his youth. To-day
the hon. gentleman was not a Tory,
but a taré, ne one should regret the
ècartades of bis youth, especially when
they were prompted by noble sentiments. He couldi never have believed
that the hon. the' Minister of Justice
would care to say that, when he did
what he had done, ho did not know
what ho di.
Ma. LAFLAMME: I never said, and
isma everywhere, in religion no well as I never pretendedlthat I was ashamed
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of what I had doue at that time. I
simply said that I was then young.
If one is not a Republican at the age
of 20 years, he is condemned to be a

fossil at the age of 45.
Ma. OUIMET: It is in this manner
that the hon. gentleman has finished.
I would rather have remained a Repub1 ican as at 20, than to have become
a fossil at 45; and, above all, to have
said what the hon. gentleman had
stated in this House.
MR. LAFLAMME : These are mere
personalities.
Ma. OUIMET said that they were
political personalities. He believed
that he had sufficiently demonstrated
that this question was one of great importance to the House; and that if a
verdict of approval of the conduct of
Lieutenant-Governor Letellier was
rendered by the majority of the House,
it would be disastrous in the future as
respected our free institutions. Such
a verdict ought to be deeply regretted
by the majority of the citizens in all
parts of the Dominion. He hoped that
this precedent would not be elsewhere
followed in this country. He had
beard it frequently stated by a great
number of the members from Ontario,
that such an act in the Province of
Ontario would be followed by rebellion
and émeutes, and that a Government
which would take the reins of power,
under the circumstances in which the
Joly Administration had acceded to
power, would be driven ignominiously
from office by the people, and replaced
by those in whom the people had confidence. He could not terminate
his remarks without protesting
statement of the
the
against
Minister of Inland Revenue, that the
Conservatives were people who did not
urderstand what Responsible Government was. H1e believed that the debate
which had been carried on by members,
of the Opposition, would amply prove
to the satisfaction of the House, that
the Conservatives did know what constituted Responsible Government. If,
in the past, and 100 years ago, those
who bore this name were extravagant
(outrés) admirers of the privileges of
the Crown, those who had succeeded
them had made rapid progress, and
were committed to the support of the
MR. LAFLAMME.
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proper working of the principles of the
English Constitution, and especially of
the principles of Responsible Government; and, above all, by their warm attachment to these principles they had
secured the deep esteem and admir.
tion of all true lovers of their principles and their nationality.
MR. COSTIGAN said ho fully understood the very great importance of the
question which had so long engaged
the attention of the House. No greater
proof of this could be required before
the country than the fact that the
able, the eloquent, and the forcible
speech of the right bon. member for
Kingston had, as yet, remained unanswered before the louse; and i>
greater proof as to the force of the
case now presented to the Blouse and
country could be had, than the fact
that no hon. gentleman among the able
gentlemen who held seats on the Treasury benches and the eloquent gentlemen who supported these Ministers,
was found who would even consider
the question from a constitutional
point of view, or attempt to
meet the arguments of the riglit
hon. member for Kingston. He
dwelt on the dismissal of his Ministry by Governor Gordon of New
Brunswick. The present Minister of
Marine ani Fisheries was leader of that
Government; he had for his colleague
the hon. member for Charlotte, and
himself (Mr. Costigan) was a member'
of the House supporting the Government. Against the action of the Governor twenty-two members of the
House led by the leader of the Government sent an address to IIer Majesty
complaining in the strongest way Of
the Governor's conduct. Surely nen
who could so act in a matter affecting
their own Province could not take a
different course when a similar outrage
had been committed in Quebec. The
reason hon. gentlemen opposite had
not come forward to defend Mr. Letellier was because they knew they had a
hard case. There was this similarity
between the cases of Quebec and NeW
Brunswick-that while the Governor
in both cases refused to be advised by
those who were the legal and constitUtional advisers, they were accused, he
would not say with how mucl truth,
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of having taken counsel other than
those entitled to give them counsel.
Besides, the hon. Mr. Smith at that
time complained of difficulty in the
and
transmission of documents,
that the answers he gave at one
time bore a very different interpretation in the papers next day. He
(Mr. Costigan) regretted to say that a
f'air expression of opinion had not been
«iven in the New Brunswick case,
und le challenged any one to say
that if the people of New Brunswick had been appealed to threefourths of them would not have
given the high-handed conduct of the
Lieutenant-Governor their entire condemnation. The reason it was not so
condemned was that other influence
was brought to bear, and the question
tried was not one of constitutionality,
Lut of Confederation, and many were
prevented from giving their moral
support to the cause of justice during
the struggle because of strong political
reasons. In the same way, be believed,
that some hon. gentlemen would be
prevented from voting for the amendnient, though it was very inildly and
judiciously drawn up. It had been
kept free of every political character
in order that the House might pronounce an impartial judgment on ýthe
course taken byi
His Honour the Lieuenant-Governor of the Province of
Quebec. He hoped he might not be
considered offensive if he said that
political feelings might enter into the
minds of hon. gentlemen on the other
ide in giving their opinions. le
thought that after all it was a benefit
1o the country that the hon. the Premier had resisted the desiro of the
mainority for an adjournment, because
if that request had been complied with
<nfly one side of the question would
have appeared on the records, and that
would have been in favour of the
mirendment. He thought no more seriOUs a question could have been disvussed by the House than that now
under consideration, and no graver opPosition could have been offered to any
<question than that with which this
amendment was met. If the House
aPproved of the action taken by the
Lieutenant-Governor of the Proyimce of Quebec, it would be
imPossible
for the
people of
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any Province of tho Dominion to
maintain free, independent Responsible Government. It must be quite
evident to any man possessed of conmon sense that if the fHouse endorsed
the principle laid down by Lieut.Governor Letellier, they would be
endorsing a most dangerous one. The
whole case amounted to this, that Mr.
Letellier, finding a Conservative Government in Quebec, and finding, also,
that he could not, as a Liberal, concur
in their administration of affairs, dismissed them. Now, in ordor to show
the unfairness of such a proceeding, he
would suppose a case-a very unlikely
one, no doubt. Lot them supposewhat was certainly very unlikelythat the Liberal leader of Quebec
should be returned with a very great
majority, and that Mr. Joly Lad succeeded in forming a Government there.
Then suppose, also, that under a new
state of things a Conservative Government was formed in Ottawa, and that
the Lieut.-Governor of Quebec was also
a Conservative, the latter might, after
the same fashion, go down to the Province of Quebec, and, saying that he
did not approve of the legislation of its
Liberal Government there, might dismiss them. Would hon. gentlemen
opposite approve of such a proceeding?
Be opined they would not. If this
kind of proceeding was allowed to go
on, a Liberal or Conservative Central
(overnment might control the whole
of the Local Legislatures as they
pleased, through the Lieut.-Governors,
exercising those powers which they
undoubtedly possessed. With regard
to the character of the hon. gentleman
who had given rise to this long and
important discussion, he would not attempt to say one word which might
be considered offensive, as he did
could there by
he
think
not
strengthen his argument. The hon.
member for Montreal Centre, being
a lawyer, was well able to handle a
bad case, but he (Mr. Costigan) was
surprised that the late Minister of
Justice, the hon. member for South
Bruce, should not say anyth ing regarding the matter under consideration.
This was to be regretted, because it
was generally the case that the hon.
member for Montreal Centre inagined
he found new light, and, in the present
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instance, ho had failed to do so. He
hoped those few remarks would be
taken in good part by the hon. nember
for Montreal Centre, whose speech, ho
might remark, was not intended to
wound the feelings of any one. He
had expected that, after the able
manner in which the discussion had
been opened by the hon. member for
Kingston, point%of constitutional law
would be taken up by memberA on
both sides of the ilouse, and elucidatcd. As far as hon. members on the
Opposition side were concerned, his
anticipations had been fully realized,
but ho regretted to say that the heads
of the Government party had remained
silent.
Mr. SMITH (Westmoreland) said
ho did notintend offering any observations on the question now before the
Ilouse, and should not have donc so,
but that the hon. gentleman who had
just sat down, who had addressed
himself to the subject with great
ability, had made special reference to
himself, in regard to transactions
which took place in bis (Mr. Smith's)
Province, to show that the action he
was now about to take would place
him in a false and inconsistent position. He thought that he should
satisfy the House that it would place
him in no such position, for the action
he took in New Brunswick he was
ready to defend now. He thought
iis, and the other case, quoted by the
hon. member, were precedents that
rather justified Mr. Letellier than
otherwise. The first case took place
in New Brunswick in 1856, when the
Lieut.-Governor, Mr. Manners-Sutton,
dismissed his Minstry. Mr. Todd had reflerred to this case, and, as that author
described it, better, perhaps, than ho
(Mr. Smith) could do, it would be as
well for him to read it.
" In 1855 a Prohibitory Liquor Law was
passed by the New Brunswict Legislature.
But the Act proved to be wholly inoperative,
and incapable of enforcement. Wbhereupon the
Lieut.-Governor, J. H. Manners-Sutton, without expressing any opinion upon the principle
of Probibitory Legislation, sent a memorandum to his Ministers in which he expressed his

conviction that a continuance of the existing

condition of affairs was fraught with peril tothe
best interests of the community, and called for
immediate remedy. He, therefore, suggested
a dissolution of Parliament with a view to a
decided expression of public opinion in favour

MR.

COSTIGAN.
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of, or in opposition to, the Prohibitory principle. Ministers dissented altogether from
His Excellency's conclusions, and woeU not
advise a dissolution. Fuirther correspondence
ensued without a change of opinion on either
side. Finally, the Lieut.-Governor stated that
as he " never contemplated a dissolution of the
Assembly without the concurrence ofresponsible advisers " he claimed that eilher the

Executive Council should asEume the re-

sponsibility for the issue of a proclamation of
dissolution or that they should retire, and enable him to seek for other advisers who would
consent to this Act. As Ministers still demurred to either course, His Excellency directed the Provincial Secretary to prepare and
countersign a proclamation dissolving the As.
sembly. His request was complied with, but,
immediately afterwards, the Minstry resigned.
The Governor requested them to retain office
until their successors were appointed. In
nine-das he notified them that he had succeeded in forming a new Administration, who,
agreeing with him in the necessity for an immediate dissolution of Parliament, were pre.
pared to resume responsibility for the same."

Now, in this case, as they were aware,
the Government had a very large
majority, and the Liquor Bill was introduced by Mr. Tilley, who was a
member of the Goverument as well as
himself, and it properly passed. The
Lieut.-Governor asked them to take
the responsibility of dissolution, but
they refused; in a few days, however,
they thought it best to do so, and dissolution took place. The people were
appealed to, and they sustained both
the Lieut.-Governor and the Government, and when Parliament again met,
resolutions, approving of the course
taken by the Lieut.-Governor, were

passed, so, as far as the people were
concerned, they approved of the consti-

The
tutionality of the principle.
Imperial Government was appealed to

that time, but they did not remove Mr.
M. Sutton, nor even censure him. le
argued, therefore, that this precedent
was in favotir of the course pursued by
Mr. Letellier. Thon, with regard to
the other case, they ound it entirely
dissimilar to the one under discussion.
In that case,a dissolution took place,and
the country was appealed to on the

question of Confederation, and a decisive opinion was given upon it, notwithstanding which, the Lieut.-Governor (Mr. Gordon) dissolved Parliament. They complained that, inasmuc'

as the people had decided upon that
question, ho had no right to dissolve
again. They petitioned the QUeen
with regard to it, charging the Lieut.-
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Governor with moral turpitude and
misconduct, and with having consulted,
behind their backs, with their political
The people afterwards
opponents.
sustained the Government and ap,
proved of his conduct; so this, too, was
surely a precedent in favour of Mr.
Letellier. Her Majesty did not dis.
place the Lieut.-Governor, although he
had done a worse act than Mr. Letellier.
The ground he (Mr. Smith) had taken
was this: he did not consider they
were called upon to express an opinion
as to the constitutionality of the act of
Mr. Letellier. Ie had appealed to the
people at the polis; and if they approved
of bis conduct, should notthat influence
this Hlouse in the course o be adopted ?
Surely Mr. Joly had assumed
the responsibility of that act, he
became a partieeps criminis; he was
on bis trial now before the people
of Quebec, and was it right
that this Parliament should take any
action that could prejudice him before
the people. They found there was a
dispute as to the facts of the case, and
surely they ought not, under these circumstances. to prejudge the case. If
Mr. Joly had do>ne wrong, the people
had power to punish him by dismissal
from office; they had no power to dismiss the Lieutenant-Governor, but if
they condemned him, it would thon be
lime for this Parliament to act. He
believed he had shown that the course
he was taking was not inconsistent
with his past action, and that it would
be approved by bis constituents.
MR. ROULEAU criticised Mr. Le-

tellier's objections to Mr. DeBoucherville's conduct and administration,
commenting on Mr. DeBoucherville's
replies.
M

it. HIAGGART contended that the

Lieutenant-Governor had- struck an
almost vital blow against the liberties
Of the people of Quebec, and ho was
surprised that anyone should attempt
to justify it in this House.
M
R. POPE said ho was a little surPrised at the moderation of his right

hon. friend in drawing up this motion,
as was the hon. the First Minister. He
considered this question as one of extrenely grave importance, and that a

stronger resolution would have been
Warranted. Their forefathers had
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fought and struggled for these rights,
which now were in danger. And was
it to be said that, in the Province of
Quebec, these great principles which
they Lad inherited from their fore.
fathers, were to bo forgotten and given
up, though these rights had been
handed down to them unimpaired.
At the first moment that this

unconstitutional,
unwise
wicked,
and unjust act had came to the knowledge of the hon. the First Minister, he
couli have remedied the evil, and
placed things in the position in whieh
they would have been had there been
an honest, Constitutional Governmont
in the Province of Quebec. But the
hon. gentleman had not interfered,
though he dared not defend the conduct of the Lieutenant-Governor. The
hon. gentleman had known of this
matter a month ago; and he should
have restored the late Ministers to the
places from which they had been driven
b an unjust, an unconstitutional, and
a tyrannical nt. He feut certain that
a majority of the louse would vote
against the motion, and as positive
that a majority of the people would
support it. The people would not consider lightly the responsibility assumed
by those who opposed this motion. If
this sort of thing continued, it would
lead to trouble and rebellion. The
majority could not bo bound down by
a tyrant or a power not exercised
freely >efore thelaw. If the majority
of the people's representatives were to
be turned in this manner, where was

the thing to stop ? It was idle to
talk about a remedy obtained by an
appeal to the people. The iailway
policy of the late Government of the
ProvincA of Quebec had been pronounced on at the polis, and the other
questions brought up were hardly
worthy of consideration-they were
almost ridiculous. He was afraid that
the question of taxes would be dwelt
on too much, and that the censtitutional question would be almost loit
sight of. The Liberals had tried to
charge the issue that Mr. DeBoucherville was no favourite of his; but he
felt that a great injustice Lad been
done to that Minister. He felt very
strongly about the way in which Mr.
DeBoucherville had been treated.
Ie had always felt it was unfortunate
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that the Government had built the road
from Montreal to Ottawa; that they
ought to have given some round subsidy to a company to do it ; but that
lad nothing to do with the case bore,
whether it was wise or unwise. It
had been said that every single
farthing raised in the country should
have gone on that road, and that the
other road should not have got a
dollar. He (Mr. Pope) disagreed with
this contention, because the faith of the
country had been just as much pledged
to the other roads as to thet one; not,
perhaps, to so large an extent, but in a
proportionate sum. Under ail these
circumstances, looking at the position in
which the House of Assembly at Quebec stood, with a majority of twenty, ho
would ask the hon. member for Westmoreland if he could conscionciously
say that the Lieutenant.Governor acted
wisely? Ris hon. friend had to say
one thing or the other. His hon. friend
had objected to the course taken by
the Government of New Brunswick in
connection with the Prohibitory
Liquor Law. The case was not
nearly as bad as the Quebec
one.
lad the Lieutenant-Governor
of Quebec said to his advisers: You
must appeal to the country? That
was the position which had been
taken by the Governor of New Brunswick. Without expressiig any opinion
on the principle of prohibitory logislation, t he Governor ofNew Brunswick
sent a memorandum to bis Ministers
expressing his conviction that the
continuance of the present state of
affairs was fraught with danger to the
best interests of the community and
called for immediate remedy. He,
therefore, suggested a dissolution of
Parliament, The Ministors dissented
altogether from His Excellency's conclusion and would not advise a dissolution. Was there any comparison
botween them and the Quebec Ministry ?
MR. BOWELL arguod that Mr. Letellier had exercised undue pressure in
the dismissal of his Ministry.

Ma. MACKENZIE said the hon.
member fbr Kingston bad agreed
upon certain conditions upon which an
adjournment could be had. The conditions were that the House should adjourn now, and that a vote should be
taken without debate on Monday evening, after the trains came in, and that
until that bour the House should proceed with other business.
SiR JOHN MACDONALD said he
bad agre d to those ternis, and hoped
to have a vote at about ton o'clock on
Monday night.
Ma. MACKENZIE: Then the understanding is that the debate be adjourned.
Debate adjourned.
THE IMPERIAL CATTLE BILL.
Ma. MACKENZIE, in moving the

adjournment of the House, said perhaps
it might be gratifying to members generally, to know that by a telegram received to-day, from our agent in London, the Government ascertains that
the Imperial Government bas agreed
to a modification of the Cattle Bill in
the interesta of Canada.
House adjourned at

Five minutes past
Six o'clock, p.m., 13th inst.

HOUSE

OF COMMONS.

.Monday, 15th April, 1878.
The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERs.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

MR. MITCHELL said that be had
left on Friday last for Montreal, having paired with the hon. member for
Lisgar, and he now found that with
regard to the motion respecting theQuebec crisis, an arrangement had been
entered into to take the vote this
evening at ton o'clock, without debate.
Ie did not consider himself bound by
MR. MACKENZIE: If the hon. gen- any arrangement made by any one for
tleman will stop now, I will admit him in this House. and on a subject
so important as this. He feit that the
that ho has convinced me.
Ma. BOWELL: Then, resign.

MR. PoPE.

circumstances imperatively required
him to express his views. Ris name

