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given was sufficient. Now, probably,
hon. mnembers on the other side would
declare that the Dominion Board of
Trade had lost its influence and could
not understand the question as it did in
previous years when they thought
proper to bring forward a condemna-
tion of the polities of the Liberal
party.

Mit. MOUSSEAU moved the ad-
journment of thedebate.

Motion agreed to.
House adjdurned at

Fifteen minutes after
Twelve o'clock.
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Tuesday, 12th Feb., 1878.

The Speaker took the chair at Three
o'clock.

PIAYERS.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCEL-
LENCY'S SPEECH.

The Ilouse resumed the considera-
tion of lHis Excelleney's Speech at the
opening of the Session.

MR. MOUSSEAU said the hon.
gentlemen opposite had now been in
power for almost the space of five
years; their term of office was drawing
to a close, and this Session was the last
of the present Parliament. These
hon. gentlemen had presented the
House with a bill of fare which con-
tained nothing at all-in effect it set
forth this fact itself. The House had
been merely called together for the
transaction of ordinary business, and
nothing of an extraordinary nature,
nothing of any importance was pro-
posed to be done. No assistance was
to be extended to the country suffering
under general commercial depression;
in fine, nothing whatever was to be
done. Of course, the Huse, as well as
the country was very seriously dis-
satisfied with this programme and the
Speech from the Throne. With re-
gard to the Address which was moved
in reply, he considered that it was the
duty of every member to inform the
House in what manner he looked upon
the policy pursued by the Ministry.

MR. LAFL AMME.

They would tell the Administration
they had done nothing. It was true,
that bankruptcies and commercial dis-
asters existed throughout the country,
but nevertheless, the Ministry had done
nothing. They had not made use of
the means at their disposa], either in
the direction of protecting our indus-
tries or of reducing the publie debt or
of diminishing the public expenditure.
What was the answer received by hon.
members on making these statements?
It was always the same, viz :-that
the leader of the Opposition, his hon.
friend from Kingston, had pursued the
same policy; and that the Conserva-
tives had done the same thing when in
possession of power. Well, he thought
that the country was beginning
to be disgusted with this reply;
the hon. gentlemen opposite had not
attained office to live on the past career
ot the Conservatives, or on the past
faults or blunders of the (onservative
party. They obtained office in order
that they might live their own life and
exemplify by their deeds, their acts,
their measures and their reforms, the
famons reform principles of which
they had heard so much. Nevertheless,
these hon. gentlemen hesitated, or re-
fused altogether to put those principles
into practice. If hon. members would
closely examine the five years which
had elapsed since the hon. gentlemen
opposite had taken offlce, hon. mem-
bers would find that the legislation
presented to the louse and the coun-
try by these hon. gentlemen was
almost nil, such legislation as increased
the burden of taxation, and the expen-
ses and the publie debt in addition,
excepted. The only measure of any
importance which these hon. gentle-
men had passed was one which he was
glad to say he had opposed most strel-
uously,-the establishment of the
Supreme Court. This was the onlY
measure, properly speaking, that had
been submitted to Parliament during
their five years of office by these hon.
gentlemen. Now, he had aiways under-
stood-and so history taught thenm
with respect to all other countries-
that when new men reached office, it
was not to secure fat situations and
sinecures for themselves, nor to plaY
the role of place-hunters and office-
seekers, but because they were pre-
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sumed to be better men, or because
their principles and their measures or
their social and political reforms which
they presented to the country, wore
better than those of their predecessors.
He wouli repeat that, during the past
five years, the bon. gentlemen opposite
had done nothing of the kind; and it
was not to be wondered at, as had yes-
terday been stated, that the country
generally, and the Province of Quebec
particularly, were disgusted with the
present supremacy of the Liberal
party. And in many instances it had
been shown that this disgust was so
deeply seated, that it was impossible
for the electors of the Province of
Quebec to endure the yoke of the Liber-
al party. This feeling had been exem-
plitied and illustrated in the numerous
instances that Lad been afforded to the
electors of the Province of Quebec for
the rejection of Ministerial candidates,
at partial elections since the vear 1874.
In one matter, and in one matter only,
would public opinion, as represented in
the Hlouse, concur with the statements
contained in the Speech from the
Throneu; and this related to the expres-
sion of regret the Speech contained
with reference to the approaching de-
parture of their Excellencies, Lord
and Countess Dufferin from this coun-
try ; and every one would endorse the
eulogium which had been paid these
high personages, and what had been
so well said in this regard by the right
hon. member for Kingston. In view of
the high literary attainments, high
social position, real talents and practi-
cal statesmanship of His Excellency,
they hoped that he, Lord Dufferin,
would, on his arrival in England, be
accorded by his party a position wor-
thy of all his great merits, talents and
attaimments. One of the chief boasts
of the Liberal party on attaining office
had been, that they took office resolved
to raise their now famous standard of
public morality. This was exhibited
as the leading plank in the Reform
Programme and platform. The Liber-
als and Grits on taking office had
declared their intention to replace the
corrupt Administration of Sir John A.-Macdonald and Sir George Etienne
Cartier, with purity, and to raise aloft
the standard of public morality; and
one ()f the special means by which this

was to be accomplished, was te pre-
vent the interference of Ministers and
high public officials in the elections of
the representatives of the people.
During the many years that the hon.
gentlemen were in opposition, many
speeches, many discussions, and many
motions had been made with that ob-
ject in view ; and not later than in
1873, the last Session that the Conser-
vatives were in power, the present
hon. the Prime Minister had made a
motion which he would read to the
Ilouse. It Lad been made in 1873.
Mr. Mackenzie had moved:

"It is highly crýninal in a Minister, or tle
Ministers, or other servants under the Crown,
to directly or indirectly use the power of
their office in the election of representatives
to serve in Parliament, and any attempt at
such influence is at all bimes to be resented
by this House as an insult to its own dig-
nity, honour, and independence."
A few moments subsequently, these
hon. gentlemen had succeeded to
power on the resignation of the late
Government, and taken the seals of
office; and a few years afterwards,
during last November, an election had
taken place in Quebec Centre. A
member of the Government, the hon.
the Minister of Inland Revenue, had
just been defeated in the county of
Drummond and Arthabaska, because
he (Mr. Laurier) Lad been unfaithful
to all his past promises, and conse-
quently the Ministry had been obliged.
to create a vacancy for him in the
ancient city of Quebec. What did
they thon see? Ue would answer
frankly-nothing less than direct
bribery, offered to the electors of Que-
bec LBast. A portion of these elec-
tors were told that if they voted for
the Minister of Inland Revenue, the
Government would grant them the
free importation of French wines, while
others were informed that if they
voted for the hon. the Minister of
Inland Revenue they would secure for
them the free importation of Canadian-
built ships into France. .He had heard
the explanation given on this point by
the hon. the Premier. He could not
contradict the hon. gentleman, but ho
was sure that the whole country would
endorse his opinion that the transac-
tions or dealings which had taken
place with regard to the duty on
French wines and the duties fimposed

Tie Addre88.



80 The [CMOS]Ades

by France on Canadian-built ships,
would always bear the appearance of
direct and positive bribery, offered to
an entire constituency by the Govern-
ment, wbich dosired to have one
of thleir number, who had been
defeated, elected by these means.
It was n t the first time during this
Parliament that he had had occasion
to see practice placed in opposition to
theory and those famous principles-
.especially that principle which related
to the raising of the standard of public
morality. He had heard in the House
in 1874, during his first Session. Major
Walker explained to ,the House, with
great show of indignation, how lie
abandoned Sir John A. Macdonald, and
how he had separated himself from
the Conservative party. Major Walker
had spoken in magnificient ternis of
the great extent to which corruption
was practised by all the Conservatives,
and had said that they,in effect,infected
the whole of public life by the corrup-
tions which they practised in the
carrying on of the elections and else-
where. This was during the Session
of 1874 ; and a few months, if not a
few weeks afterwards,that same gentle-
man was proven before a court of his
country to have freely expended some
$30,000 in the carrying on of his elec-
tion. This, ho had no doubt, was ex-
pended in order to raise the standard
of public morality. That same gentle-
man who had spoken in such strong
terms in the House in f. vour of uphold-
ing the public morality, and in
announcing the corruption alleged to
have been practised by others, had got
his deserts and was disqualified. But,
nevertheless, that gentleman did not
lose in the estimation of his friends,
the hon. gentlemen sitting on the
Treasury benches, and lie (Mr.
Mousseau) understood that this Major
Walker had, since that time, obtained
promotion in the militia ; and that
those who had pre-eminently aided him
in his election and used direct briberiy,
had received excellent appointments of
lucrative births under the Administra-
tion. Another illustration and ex-
emplification of the manner in which
public morality was vindicated by the
hon. gentlemen had also been witness-
ed in the county of Chambly, which
at the present time was so ably repre-

M. MoUssEAU.

sonted by his hon. friend Mr.
Benoit. An election had taken place
in that county, as everybody was
aware; first two or three elections,
and we have contested them ail, and
ho thought it required a third election
before his hon. friend had succeeded in
turning the former momber out (Mr.
Jodoin). The first election had been
decided before the courts, and thorough
investigations had taken place, ex-
hibiting a vast amount of corruption
and bribery. They would see how at
the beginning of the new reign of the
Liberals in the Province of Quebec, and
they had tried to irnitate the Grits of
the Province of Ontario in the manner
of carrying elections and in their man-
ner of raising the standard of public
morality-a cardinal principle of the
hon. gentlemen opposite. The princi-
pal witnoss heard in the contestation
of the olection was the brother of the
respondent; and the following com-
prised the small amount of money
which he had expended in order to
raise the standard of public inorality
in the county of Chanbly:-

"I ai» the brother of the respondent; I
took an active part in the contest ; a central
comnittee was organized at Longueuil; I
went there frequently; I ex pended noney of
which the conimrnittee and the respondent
were ignorant; I gave $500 to M. Auguste
Beaudry, $400 to M. Antoine Rochelau, $400
to M. Hilaire Benoit, $100 to M. Luc
Champagne, 100 odd dollars to M. P. G.
Charlebois, about the sam3 amount to Chas.
Poirier and François Poirier, $400 to Isaïe
Lespérance, $250 to Dr. Roy, $100 to Nazaire
Charron, $200 to Thos. Gréfontaine, $50 to
Laurent Achin, $200 to M. Duchatel, $150 to
M. Leioine, $50 to one M. Perrault, $40 to
another Perrault, $75 to M. Leduc, $75 toM.
H. Vian, from $75 to $90 to Joseph St.
Gernuin, $100 to M. Chaffer, $100 to M.
Robert; I gave afier the election $300 to Jos.
Pattenaude, $300 to Andre Ste. Marie, $300
to Jos. Richard, $1,000 to Eusebe Gibeau,
$900 to Auguste Beaudry; I paid Chas.
Racicot $40, Chas. Charron $20, Auguste
Dufort $20, Alf. Longpré $15, Abrahaili
Deragon $60, Jos. Allard frorn $125 to $160,
Louis Birs froin $60 to $75, JosephBoyd$12,
Toussaint Lespérance $30, Albert Lapointe
$200, Eucher Lavoie from $6 to $8, Jobil
Delore $6, J. B. Fausse $20, Albert Morin
$6, kTazaire Morin $6. The total of the
disburseinent for the election was $9,000."

The number of electors to whom
money had been given was very nU1-
erous, and in toto the small sum of
$9,000 had been spent with a view Of
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raising the standard of public rhorality
in that county. Hle regretted to say
that a gentleman whose name ho was
obliged to give, had been connected
with these proceedings. The exaini-
mition continued as follows -

" Where did you obtain this money? I
zot it from a friend. M.. Louis Tourville,
inerchant, of Montreal; I received noney
beibre, during and aiter the contest, between
the day of nomination and the day of polling,
I obtained fron $2,000 to $3,000, the balance
was given me before the day of nomination
and after polling day; M. Tourville gave me
this money in bis office on Commissioners
Street; I think that it is M. Rudolphe
Laflamme, Iawyer, of Montreal, who advised
me to go and see M. Tourville."
This gentleman had been advised by
Mr. Rudolphe Laflamme, of Montreal,
to go and see Mr. Tourville. The
Minister of Justice had been working
in that county as the hon. gentleman's
friend had worked in London, both
being intent on raising the standard of
public morality; and some parties
thought that this Mr. Rudolph La-
famme was identical with the present
Minister of Justice, and in a few of the
details which he had given con-
cerning this election, which were
insufficient,-probably his hon. friend
the Minister of Justice might
complete them, as the hon. gen.
tleman might recollect the facts much
better than he did himself,--that though
so high ground had been taken by the
hon. gentlemen opposite in order to
raise the standard of public morality,
of which so much had been said, the
hon. gentlemen opposite had done ex-
actly the contrary to what they had
pronised the country that they would
do. Much had been said yesterday
touching the amnesty question, and a
great deal by the hon. gentlemen the
lkhister of Inland Revenue and the
hon. the Minister of Justice on the sub-
ject. le regretted very much that he
could not agree with these two hon.
gentlemen, because the had either
nisrepresented some of 'the facts or
they misunderstood them entirely.
That question had taken the form which
ithad assumedowing to the steps taken
by the hon, gentlemen opposite. It was
rought forward in that guise by these

ho.. gentlemen and not by the Conser-Vative party. He was quite prepared
to aeknowledge that a great many dif-

6

ficulties had been encountered by their
friends in 1871 and 1872, and particu-
larly in 1870, touching this matter,and
he was more roady to admit the exis-
tenco of these diffiulties,as he was well
aware of the keen feeling entertained
by the Englisli-speaking population on
this subjeet. He had been accustonied
to tell his hon. friend at the time-and
lie repeated it to the House here, and
before the House and country to-day
with pleasure-that the law-abiding
character of the English population,
which had been exemplified in a most
remarkable manner some years ago,
owing to the fact that an English
subject had been killed in Abyssinia,
and the amount of £7,000,000 had been
expended by the English Government
to avenge his death. He had remarked
at the time that such being the case,
they could not expect that the English-
speaking population of this country
would witness without anxiety and
without indignation the death of that
man, Thomas Scott. Subsequent cir-
cumstances, besides, had embittered
this feeling. It was the use made of
that offence and crime in Ontario
which had intensified the public feeling
on this subject. In the Province of
Ontario the courts had done their best
to excite a feeling of indignation
among the English-speaking popula-
tion against bis right hon, friend, the
member for Kingston, and the right
hon. gentleman's friends, because he
(Sir John A. Macdonald) was suspected
of having made some promises of
amnesty to the rebels of Manitoba, or
in the Province of Quebec. An exactly
contrary state of things existed
throughout that ancient Province. In
all its cities, in all its towns, and in all
its parishes, a similar, but contrary,
state of feeling had been excited, and a
universal cry had arisen in the elections
of 1872 with regard to this amnesty
question, and the greatest calamity
that had befallen the late Sir George
Cartier and his friends was precisely
due to the fact that the Liberals had
reproached him in his party, and all
his friends, in not having granted such
complete amnesty to the persons in-
volved in the North-West difficulties.
This was the great war cry of the
Liberal party during those elections.
It was used with great effect in
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Montreal Eiast and in the counties, and
in fact throughout the Province.
Re would not assume to Say
that they were wrong at hie
time ; but at the lime when. in
1875. tLe hon. gentlemen opposite had
<eoni>nlted to grant merely a partial
cmncstv, he thouliht they -were in the
wr>oig, if thcy knew anything of the
polities and anything of the great
difficulties which we had first in Iis
onntry, in the solution of sucüh difi-

cult questions. The hon. gentlemen
opposite lad either ueted im bad faith
in 1872, or they Lhd acted in bad faith
in 1875. For if it was impossible to
grant a complote annesty in 1875, it
was still more impossible to grant it in
1872, when, owing to the use which
had been made of the question in the
Province of Ontario and in some parts
of the Province of Quebec, and in the
Maritime Provinces, a great state of
public indignation existed on the sub-
ject. Hence it is no excuse for the
hon. gentlemen opposite, to now come
blefore the Hlouse, and say that they
had done iheir duty in this particular
instanee. ," No," as in ail other cir-
cumstances, the hon. gentleinen op-
posite had also in this case been false
to themuselves, and unfaithful to the
promises which they bad made
to the electors. In this particular
they had acted as they had done under
other circumstances, and that was in
bad faith ; curiously enough the hon.
mover of the Address, the hon. the Min-
ister of Inland Revenue, and the bon.
the Minister of Justice had fallen into
the same contradiction. They tried
to assume a strong position against the
right hon. member for Kingston and
the late Sir George Cartier. They had
denied the correctness of the allegation
that an amnesty had been promised,
and then they denied having done so;
and in 1875 these hon. gentlemen
voted precisely the contrary in this
resolution which was so carefully and
accurately drawn. He believed, that
by the then hon. Minister of Justice,
the hon. member for South Bruce, a
partial amnesty was granted, based
upon the famous promises which were
alleged to have been made by the right
hon. member for Kingston and the
late Sir George Cartier. This was
positively set forth in the preamble of
the resolution, which was as follows:

M. MoussEAU.

" That fron Ihe evidence reported to this
flouse by the commhinttee appointed last
Session on the quesîous arising out of the
North-West troubles. it appears that the late
Sir G. E. Cartier, Minister of Militia and
Defence. and durign Sir J. A. Macdonald's
inness, acting Mini:ter or Justice, leader of
the G overniment, and its representative in its
negotiations with 11-i delegates fron the
North-West, at vaious times gave divers
persons of prominence in the North-West,
anongst whon were Arehbishop Taché,
Father Richot, the Hon. M. A. Girard, and
the Hon. J. Royal, assurancesthat acomplete
ainesty would be granted by the lmperial
Governient in respect of al] acts coniniitted
by all persons during the North-West
troubles, and requested that these assurances
should lie, as they were, communicated to
the interested parties, etc."
le said he left gentlemen to try to
make that fact agrec with their
professions of to-day. Another incon-
sistency of the party of the gentleman
opposite, and especially of the Liberals
of the Province of Quebec, was their
policy on the economical matters of
Free-Trade and Protection. H1e was
fairly surprised when he heard the lion.
the Minister of Inland Revenue try to
prove or, at least, assert that the party,
as a party, had not promulgated
the doctrine of Protection in 1872. H1e
did assert most positively, and it could
be proved by everybody who is
familiar with our history,and especially
with our struggle in 1871 and 1872,
that the old Liberal party and the old
National party did have as a feature
of their principal platform, Protection
all through, not only in 1872, but un
1871 ; during the campaign of 1871,
during the local elections for the Pro-
vince of Quebec, when the National
party was beginning to form at that
very time, although it was at that tine
not the proper opportunity. TheY
tried to inculcate in the minds of the
electors for the Province of Quebee,
that all the blame was to be laid at the
door of the late Sir George and the
hon. member for Kingston. If there
was so mach emigration from the Pro-
vince of Quebec; if there were 50

many French-Canadians in the United
States; if we were poor; if we had no
manufacturers, it was the fault of
those two statesmen. fie said he had
read here one of the best speeches
delivered by the hon. member for Mon-
treal East (Mr. Jetté) against the
lamented Sir George Cartier in 1872.
It was an inflammatory speech; there

AMress.
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was one column of that part reported
in the Yational of the 25th of July,
1872, in which there was a long de-
monstration tried to be nade by the
hon. member for Montrcal East (Mr.
Jetté). He was then a candidate. lie
tried to show that ail the evils that we
suffered in the Province ofQuebec; that
there was a want of manuficturers and
a r:igration of French-Canadians to the
United States which was due excii-
sively to the Conservative party, to
the lamented Sir George and the hon.
menber for Kingston. If that migra-
tion did take place ; if we were poor;
if we had no manufactures, it was be-
cause we were afraid of the English,
nifd the best neans to get manu-
factures would be either to get them
tron England or by some other mode.
But it was the chief platform of the
hon. menber for Montreal East with
which he succeeded in defeating Sir
(eorge Cartier. He said that during
the late election he went into many
counties of the Province of Quebec,
and whorever he met a Liberal or a
National it was the same platform-
protection in order to start the manu-
fetories of this country ; the means
how to provide the funds to start a
national industry. And there were
loud complaints against the Conser-
Vatives, against the lamented Sir
George, and against the hon. member
for Kingston, because they did not
raie enough to protect our struggling
industries, and it was of the same sort,
later, too. It was but too well known
that in the programme of the National
party it had not been included.
Well, we know why it was not in-
eluded. The nestor of the- young
and rising party, the hon. member
for Chateauguay (Hon. Mr. Holton)
had always been a Free-trader, and as
they could not bind him, they tried to
conceal that principle of theirs under
the disguise. Ie was sure he read it
mn- the first programme published. le
thought the word protection to all
mIanufactures was one of the argu-
ments; however, he had not had time
te Search and look through the papers

find it. As it was read yesterday,
thrather in the book which the Hon.the Minister of Inland Revenue held
wh1 bis bands, there was found an articleWhich he did lot dare to read. As it

wfas, it was sufficient for those who
understand the French language or
the English language to know that it
meant protection to manufactures; to
r'egulate our sales, our commercial
relations, so as to provide fbr the
establishment of our' manufactories.
If that did not mean through t-he inde-
pendence of other's territories, or the
independence of some one or another,
that we will be the masters of our
position and of our tariffs and our
trade, he did not know what it could
mean. But ho would go further and
would tell them that it was one of the
platforms which bad been accepted
by all the French Nationals and
French Liberals of Quebec. At the
time of which he was speaking, in
1871 and 1872, it was a very good
argument and a very good pretext
against the Conservatives, and against
Sir John, and against Sir George. If
it were not puc in the article in words
as complcte as it was in the speeches,
it was to keep good company with the
Liberals of Ontario and the hon. mem-
ber for Chateauguay. It was not to
disturb the peace of the party at that
time. It was not to peril by the plat-
form the arriving of that party to
power. But there were documents
which could bear out exactly what
he had said. The leader of the Liberal
party in the Province of Quebec did
understand it that way. He did un-
derstand that party as a National, or
Liberal if they liked-he should have
a word to say about that in a few
minutes-was pledged to the policy of
that party; that the party was pledged
to theprotection of manufactures, and
this he had spoken at the time in their
own party. They knew what they were
about. They had studied and knew
about all these mechanical questions far
more than is known either by the hon.
the Minister of Justice, or the hon.
the Minister of Inland Revenue. They
knew very well that there were years
of prosperity. They knew very well
that there had been times of the great-
est prosperity we had evor known in
this country, and they knew, as had
been admitted by his hon. friend him-
self, that their imports had become
so much in excess of their ex-
ports that it was necessary to stop
that, and the only means .to stop that
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was to try and encourage our manu-
facturers in order to keep here the
money sent every year to England.

" QUEBEC, 24th March, 1876.
"G. T. ORTON, M.P.,

" Chairman Agricultural Coinmmittee.
"MY DEAR DOCTOR, -I only received to-

day a printed form of questions from your
Coniittee, in the labours of which I take a
deep interest, and hasten Lo send you my
answers. I am afraid they are rather lengthy,
but I muet acknowledge that I feel some
satisfaction in bein1g alIlowed to give rny
views on the subject, however little weight
they may carry. It is a sort of protest,
against the accusation of inconsistency
which has been brought against me durino,
this Session of the House of Commons, ani
in the press, for having given un the main
plank of the platform of our Parti National.
We claimed, above all things, a National
Commercial Policy. My friends have been
twitted with havig given it up, and I
was brought in as the leader of the Parti
National; but I have not given it up. If 1 re-
member correctly, you helped me in 1873 to
obtain the exemption of the duty for the
beet-root sugar manufacture, and I hope
you wili approve my views on the subject.

"1 remain, my dear Doctor,
" Yours sincerely,

" H. S. JOLY."
Here was the leader of the National
party himself coming to protest; and
what did he say in that letter ? First,
that it was an article of the National
party's programme, and for a National
policy, which he explained in his
answers, as could be seen in the Blue-
book. There the leader of the
National party (Mr. Joly), admitted
positively that one of the articles of
the programme of the National party
was protection to manufactures, and
that article, that part of the pro-
gramme, had been given up by his
friends, whilst he himself was still ad-
hering to it. But other measures, other
pretended reforms, were brought for-
ward during those elections in those
times. One of them, with which they
did a great deal of mischief to the
Conservative party, was the question
of the New Brunswick schoots. le
had already said that in Montreal East,
in 1872, inflammatory speeches had
been made, both by the actual member
and by his friends, on two questions-
the question of emigration and protec-
tion to manufactures-because they
attributed the diminution of manufac-
tures and - the great emigration of

MR.iMOUsSEAUJ.

Canadians to the United States to the
policy of Sir George Cartier. But at the
same election there was another ques-
tion raised, and which was made use of
in the most dishonest way, as was con-
firmed later by their own conduct, for
which hon. gentlemen opposite, especi-
ally the Liberals ofQuebec, would never
be able to meet their elect ors. They
reproached Sir George and the whole
Conservative party with not having
corne to the aid of thesc Catholies of
New Brunswick. He would quote one
of the speeches made at that time, and
these speeches ho read in every county
he happened to be in; they were used
in every county, in every parish, and
at every church door during the year
1872. laving read the speech in the
French language, the bon. gentleman
went on to say that the quotation was
too long to be translated, but it might
be summed up in this way : He ex-
plained that the Catholies of New
Brunswick were ill-treated by the leg.
islation which had been passed through
in 1871 and 1872 ; and that the Catholica
of New Brunswick, being thus prose-
cuted, had appealed to the Federal
Government, and that they (the
Conservative party), led by the hon.
member for Kingston and the lamented
Sir George, refused to come to their
aid. and had refused to make use of or
employ the clause of the constitution
which allowed local legislation, and by
refusing to make use of that law they
had in fact refused to come to the aid
of the Catholies of New Brunswick.
Everybody knew what these gentle-
men, when in power, did to come to the
aid of those Catholics. When they were
brought face to face with their past
promises, which they did not fulfil,
and with their past principles, which
they had betrayed, they had an answOr
ready, and would say that they would
not mingle politics with religion. That
was the only answer that could be got
from them; that was the only answer
that could corne from the lips O
two Ministers of the Crown. When
told, with much solemnity and indig-
nation, that the Conservatives wanted
in the Province of Quebec to fornm
a Catholic party, he was ashaUled
that such an accusation should be
brought before this louse by g
member of the position and st8 ndinlg
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,of the hon. Minister. He was ashamed
of it because the hon. Minister knew
when he brought that accusation that
it was unfounded; he knew perfectly
well that it was pure imagination or
party tactics. When the Liberal party
failed to secure the help of what they
called the clerical party, they turned
round and tried to secure the Protes-
tant vote of the Province of Quebec.
He was sure that when the hon.
Minister brought that accusation, he
had lost histemper under the accusa
tion of the hon. member for Terre-
bonne (Mr. Masson). If he had not
lost his temper he would not have
done so. He brought his accusation
with much solemnity and much ap-
parent indignation; but what were his
proofs? Two or three insignificant
extracts from newspapers with regard
to the New Brunswick school question,
that the advice of the Bishop had been
such a way and not such a way. This
was the evidence brought by an hon.
Minister of the Crown, coming for-
ward and throwing to the whole party,
and to the whole Province an accusa-
tion most dangerous, and calculated to
to do the greatest mischief in this
country-an ccusation which those
themnselves who made it knew to be
utterly baseless, and utterly ground-
less. He would tell another story ;
he would show the reverse of the
medal. Those gentlemen who were
working so hard to get the Protestant
vote of the Province of Quebec, began
by courting the clergy. They began
in 1871 and 1872, those gentlemen who
were for the programme, by saying
that it was published in the Montreal
Her&a. They told the Protestants
of Quebec that it counted for nothing
at all calculated to injure the interest
or the position or the estates of the
Protestants of the Province of Quebee.
They were goingfrom Bishop's palace
to Bishop's palace, from presbytery to
presbytery, and from priest to priest,
begging their aid and making lots of
promises, and at that time they werethe best Catholics in the world. But
after the scene of 1875, some Ministers
felt the necessity of going before the
electors; and what was seen then ?The hon. the Minister of Justice rnade aspeech, saying that he was for the
Syllabus, that he was for the indepen-

dence of the Pope, and he was the best
Catholic in the world. It was a nice
movement, or something else which
he did not like to qualify. But the
hon. gentleman did the same again
elsewhere. He did himself (Mr. Mous-
seau) the honour, in 1872 and 1876, to
come to his county. They had a local
contest there, and all the stars of the
Liberal party were there. There was
the Minister of Inland ]Revenue, and
there was the Minister of Justice; and
a famous speech, a good speech, of
course, the Minister of Justice made.
He did the same thing there; he put
himself under the waistcoat of the
Pope, and he brGught the best evidence
in the world, because it was the
Bishp's palace. They did that in
1872, and they did it in 1875 and
1876; they would do that every
time tby wanted. But in 1875
there was some disagreement, and they
felt quite discouraged, and then they
changed their minds. They had begun
tO be known, and there was some dis-
agreement. So they changed their
minds, and instead of trying to secure
the help of the clergy they tried to
sow division, the most awful division,
in the Province of Quebec. Those very
men who had made use of the pro-
gramme of 1871 and 1872 went to their
friends and implorcd them at certain
elections, when they were with Pro-
testants, to tell then that the Conserva-
tive candidate would not give as much
satisfaction to the Protestants as would
the Liberal candidate. His friend the
hon. member for Kingston (Sir John
A. Macdonald) had news of it, and
wrote a letter to know vhat he had
written them, and he got an answer
which was published in the National
of the 3rd of July. In that letter what
did they see ? They saw that after
having been to the Bishop's palace,
after having been good Catholics, after
having done all they could to approve
the programme in 1872

Ma. LAFLAMME: I never ap-
proved of it.

Ma. MOUSSEAU : After having
donc all that, he now declared
that he had been a right good Protes-
tant; and then those very gentlemen
coolly told the Conservatives that they
wanted to form a Catholic party.
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Well, they bad begun to be known
now, and Protestant Liberals after the
next election would be very few
indeed; he could tell them that.
Now, the results of that were
damaging to a certain extent.
Before the election, of 1875, an article
appeared in L'Evenenent stating that
-Mr. DeBoucherville's Government were
threatening the liberties of all Pro-
testants in Quebee. Of course that
statement appearing in a French
journal was viewed in a serious light by
iProtestants and there was no wonder
that Protestants came forward to
defend their co-religionists. But it
was well known what these accusa-
tions meant. The hon. member for
Montreal East (Mr. Jetté) in bis
celebrated letter published in La
3iinerre, claimed that the Li berals were
as good Catholics as the Conservatives,
and that the church placed them on
the same footing. The lion. the Min-
ister of Justice accused the hon. mem-
ber for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins)
with having treated him unjustly.
That accusation was very serious. and
he was sure the hon. Minister en
reflection would sec the necessity
of withdrawing the expression. The
hon. meraber for Hochelaga, wTho pos-
sessed much talent and influence, and
was an excellent writer, was placed in
a diflicult position, for the Liberals
and Nationals did their utmost to stand
well with the Church througb that
bon. member, and when Le proved
that they were treasonable to the in-
terests they Lad advocated in opposi-
tion, particularly in 1872, they felt
injured. Hon. gentlemen oppo:ite
were fond of casting accusations against
that bon. member, but instead of injur-
ing him thev w-ould only increase
by hundreds of votes the majority of
that hon. inember at the next election,
as compared with that of the hon. the
Minister of Justice in Jacques Cartier.
The hon. the mover of the Address
had stated that the country and the
louse should feel thankful to the
Government for the economy an0
retrenchment they Lad practised.
But he would be glad to know wherein
they had practised economy and re-
trenchment, for the amount of expen-
diture and number of officials had
increased. In some sections it was

MR. MOUSSEAU.

difficult to travel far without stum-
bling on some Government employé.
Not only did the Government not
decrease the number of the employés,
but so largely increased the number
that it was necessary to erect a new
building for them. Those observa-
tions were sufficient to prove why
and how the people of the Province of
Quebec became disgusted with the
Liberals of that Province, and more
particularly with regard to their lalse
promises.

MR. JETTE said that as the bon.
member for Bagot (Mr. Mousseau) had
constantly referred to him in the
course of his remarks, he felt called
upon to make a reply. The line of
argument followed by the hon. member
was certainly not specially addressed
to the Ilouse, but rather to the people
of the Province of Quebec, and especi-
ally with a view to the general elee-
tion in that Province. It were well,
perhaps, that a brief answer should be
made to bis statements, one of the
principal of which was ever that the
Liberal party in 1871-72 endeavoured
to win the support of the clergy ii
Quebec under false pretences anl to
cause the elections to tirrn upon ques-
tions iii which the support of the
clergy could have been obtained.
It was a weil-known fact that in the
Province of Quebec the Liberal party
for years past had received o pposition,
not especially on p:>liticar, but on
religious questions. That was a fact
so well known that in 1871-72 it wa>
found necessary by some persons,
who desired to meddle with politics
and enter the field, to seek to put these
religious questions aside and to enter
into the eontest able to say to the Con-
servatives, " We are as good CatholicS
as yon are, and we want to talk poli-
ties and nothing else." In 1872, when
the programme of the National party
was framed, it contained 011V
political measures and ideas, and when
the election of 1872 began, it was
fought merely on political questionS.
It happened-and he stated this as
evidence of what he affirmed-that inl

1872, the Conservative party bad not
secured the support or approbation Of
the clergy in Quebee. The question
of the New Brunswick School Law Was
before the country, and the Conserva-
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tive party had not done its duty
towards the Catholics of New Bruns-
wick on that question. The question
was discussed, and it was argued that
the Federal Government had the power
to disallow the law that had been passed
bW the Provincial Legislature, and that
the Federal Government had,neverthe-
less, not disallowed that law. The
elections were contested on that ques-
tion, no doubt, and he was free to
admit, that in every constituency in
Lower Canada, in 1872, that question
was one of the most prominent of
those discussed before the electors.
Upon that question he took sides
against the Government of the day,
and against the conduct of the then
Minister of Militia-Sir George Cartier
-and stated that in his (Mr. Jette's)
opinion-with the reservation that
was in his speecn, and which the hon.
meniber for Bagot (Mr. Mousseau)
had stated, and without judging as
to the propriety of exercising at the
time the power granted by the Con-
stitution-that power of disallowing
that law was certainly given to
the Dominion Parliament by the
British North America Act. The
hon. iember for Bagot (Mr. Mous-
seau) and the country knew what the
Liberal party and the Parti National
had donc in this House upon that ques-
tion, and it was useloss to revive a dis-
enssiorn on the New Brunswick School
ACt. The House well knew what
anendnent was proposed, what course
taken by the Liberal party in 1873,
andi what would have been the resuit
if they had been sustained by only
a few imembers on the other side of the
louse. Since that time the ques-

tion hal been settled, not in a wav to
entirely satisfy him (Mr. Jetté), but in
a manner to satisfy those most in-
mfiediately interested, and, as he
believed, that must be held to besu$fcient, he had nothing more to sav
UPon that point. Although in 1872the question of the New Brunswick
Sehool Act was before the electors, the
hon. member for Bagot (Mr. iM>us-
seau) said the Liberals had endeavorod
at that time to win the support of the
Gatholic clergy, and to lead the elec-
tOrae to believe that they were the
candidates favoured by the clergy.
le (Mr. Jette) might mention this

fact; that in 1872 a fly sheet was pub-
lished during his election stating
that he was a favorite candidate
of the Bishop of Montreal. It
was publishod by some unauthorized
person who thought he could assert
such as a fact. The statement was
contradicted by himuself, for having
gone to the source they learned there
was no reason for it, and more than
that, ho, could say it was not a fact; on
the contrary, that the Bishop of Mon-
treal had declared at that time, that le
was favorable to the candidature of
Sir George Cartier. He gave that in-
stance to show that the Liberals had
not sought under false pretences to
obtain the support of the clergy, but
that they conducted the elections on a
discussion of political topies on their
morits, without reference to religious
questions. The hon. memnber for
Bagot (Mir. Mousseau)had referred to a
letter sent by a Montreal gentleman
to the electors of Coteau Landing. He
was glad to have the present occasion
to state that ho did not approve of
that letter, and imnediately after its
publication, which was during the
local election of 1875, in the Province
of'Quebec, he took the tirst opportunity
afforded at a public meeting held in
favour of Mr. Duhamel, in Montreal
East, to declare that ie repudiated
that letter, ani al[ the sentiments ex-
pressed in it.

Ma. MASSON : Yoa carried the
election with it.

MiR. JETTE said that sueh was not
the case. The hon, meinber for Bagot
(Mr. Mousseau) had asserteJ that the
Conservativo party had never sought
to obtain the support of the Clergy
agai nst the Li berat or National party,
and that the charge that the Conser-
vative party had trie1 to form a Cath-
olic party in Quebec, aid expel from
the Church, Liberals and Nationalists,
was false. It had, moireover, been
asserted that at the late clotions in
Drurm mond and Arthabaska and tue bec
East, the clergy had not interiered.
That fact,which was acknowledged by
the hon. the Minister of Inland Rev-
enue, ho (Mr. Jette) was glad to say
was true, and ho hoped it votld con-
tinue in future. It was an important
fact which could uot be ignored, and
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which would probably help much to
chanre the result so often predicted·by
Quebec Conservatives, that whenever
the Conservative party was left to dis-
cuss political questions without refer-
ence to religious questions, the Liberal
party was always successful.

MR. MASSON: Look at Drummond
and Arthabaska.

MR. JETTÉ said it was to be hoped
that the time had arrived when politi-
cal questions alone would be diseussed
at elections, and under those circum-
stances the results to the Con-
servative party would not be such
as were predicted by hon. gentlemen
opposite. The hon. member for Bagot
(Mr. Mousseau) had alluded very
briefly to the amnesty question, and
for the very good reason that his posi-
tion was a rather peculiar one on that
question. That hon. member had
charged Quebec Liberals with having
asked, in 1872, for a full amnesty for
all persons implicated in the North-
West troubles, and yet been willing to
accept a partial amnesty in 1875, and
that, therefore, they had acted in bad
faith during one of those two years;
adding that, perhaps the action was
iot so wrong in view of the fact

that there probably were political
reasons behind it. But he was able to
demonstrate that the hon. member for
Bagot (Mr. Mouseau) himself occupied
an anomaloiis position on this ques-
tion. When, in 1874, on the
motion for the expulsion of Riel, the
hon. member for Bagot moved that an
amnesty, full and entire, should be
given to Riel, he was reproached with
not being sincere; and the hon. mem-
ber for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins),
whom the hon. member for Bagot had
described as a very good writer, pub-
lished an article accusing the hon.
member with having made a motion
injurious to the cause of Riel. The hon.
member for Bagot was then very
devoted to the interest of Riel. He had,
however, read in a newspaper pub-
lished by that hon. meinber, opinions
so decidedly adverse to the course
taken by Riel in the North-West, that
he was surprised to find the hon. mem-
ber prepared to condone the execution
of Scott and ask for a full and
unqualified amnesty. The following

Ma. JETTE.

wuaF from an article published in that
hon. gentleman's paper:-

" We are led to believe that the French
press was in error about the troubles in the
North-West. This error we shared with
our contemporaries, and we are not ashamed
to con fess it. But most valuable and reliable
information, coming to us from a venerable
source, deserve to be mentioned .

" Surely, if these informations are correct,
and rwe have not even the least shadow of
a reason to question their correctness, we
understand the alarm of the Englis. popula-
lation. On another account, the capi'al
punishment inflicted to Scott: cannot be ex-
plained neither in law nor reason. Atter all

iel has only an usurped authority, and if
Scott annoyed him so much, he had only to
iniprison him in Fort Garry, as he did
so many others. We bitterly regret thie
execution of Scott, because it will do much
to diminish French influence in that latitude;
we are even told tbat it could, perhaps, en-
tirely destroy and prevent Bishop Tache's
intervention. We sincerely hope that, at
least on this point, our correspondent is in
error.

4 This murder, it is difficult to call it otherwise,
necessarilv inspires suspicion against all
Riel's intentions. How can we believe that
he sincerly desires annexation to Canada,
aQ he has it written to the Courrier de St.
lyacinthe, when lie throws a corpie, an in-
superable barrier, between him and the Imi-
perial and Federal Governments."

He understood very well that the
writer of such an article could not be
very much at ease on that question,
having his article of 1870, his motion
of 1874 being in conflict with the
sentiments expressed in that article.
The Liberals were in a more logical
position; they had claimed an entire
amnesty for Riel, but when they saw
that the feeling among the population
was so strong that an entire amnesty
was not possible, that it would have
created troubles probably, they ac-
cepted what they thought it most
politic to accept, and they were glad
to see the Government take the
matter in their hands and endeavour
to settle it to the satisfaction of every
one. The hon. gentleman had spokea
of Protection. The hon. gentleman
knew bis opinions upon that question,
and that he had always, not only by
his speeches but by bis votes, affirmed
what he said during that campaign.
Now, the hon. gentleman reproached
him, because in 1872 he had stated that
the country was suffering from the bad
Government under which it had been
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for over twenty years, and said that
it was wrong for him to say that if the
French Canadians had emigrated to
the States, it was due to the state the
country was in, and on account of their
having no protection for their manufac
tures and industries, and no means
for part of the population to live.
This, if he was not mistaken, was
exactly the line of argument followed
on the previous day by the right bon.
member for Kingston (Sir John A.
Macdonald), when stating that the
present Government was responsible
for the state in wbich the country then
was, and he was glad to think that,
when in 1872, he spoke of the state of
the country in the way he did,
he only stated it six years before the
bon. member for Kingston. The re-
sult of all this was only to show that
those gentlemen on the other side were
very proud in stating that they had
won some elections in the Pio-
vince of Quebec, and they boasted that
they would win more during the next
campaign. He believed their position
was now changed, and he was quite
sure the Liberals would be ready in
1878, as soon as the elections com-
menced, to meet them upon political
grounds alone, and that they would be
able, not only to maintain their ground,
but would probably be able to cover a
larger area.

MR. HUNTINGTON: The hon.
mnember for Bagot (Mr. Mousseau),
Complains that the defence of the
Government is a declaration, "You
did so yourselves," and I quite agree
with him, that if the Government had
no justification for the course they pur-
sue, except that their predecess rs
pursued the same course, it would be
but a poor defence; but I would ask
with what decency can the hon. gen-
tleman reproac.h this Administration
for their acts of policy, and for pursu-
Img the same course which his own
party pursued at a time whern they were
'. Office ? The policy may be right,
or it may be wrong, but it is
not from their mouths that thereproach should come. The Govern-
Ient lave certainly little to stand be-fore the Country with if they rely upon
the ans wer that they have followed the

urse Of their predecessors, especi-7 When our enemies promise that

the state of things which afflicts the
country will be altered in a moment if
they take the places of the Govern-
ment; but when they were denounc-
ingso fiercely the policy that bas been
pursued-it may be wrong and we
may have to defend it-it is the best
evidence of the hypocrisy of our
accusers that they did all these things
themselves- that with which they are
now charging the Government. From
the very tirst the policy of the Oppo-
sition has been one of misrepresenta-
tion on the one hand and recrimination
on the other; but they themselves
have been guilty of the blunders
they wish to charge upon others.
The hon. gentleman has delighted
the House, and we have had some
cheers from the opposite side about
the calamities of Colonel Walker
and poor Mr. Jodoin of Montreal.
They can denounce as much as they
choose; I have no objection. I
would merely remark that when the
hon. gentleman approached that sub-
ject, f rom the cheerful countenances of
the hon. gentlemen opposite-which
have not been so cheerful the
last day or two-1 thought the
hon. gentleman had discovered
a mare's nest that had never
been discovered before. You would
not think, from the maniier in
which allusion was made to Mr.
Jodoin's disqualification, that the hon.
member's leader had been unseated for
corrupt practices. H1e did not tell
you that. You would not suppose
that the judge on the bench who tried
the case said that he abstained from
exercising bis power to inflict disquali-
tication, and that, perhaps, he was
doing wrong in giving the accused the
benefit of the doubt. Why some of
this eloquence which comes from this
trampling upon dead men, as the hon.
gentleman seemed to believe, came of
following the example of those who
had represented this country for
twenty years. Now, Mr. Jodoin
had never contested an election before,
and Col. Walker had leai ned his
polities from the right hon. gentle-
man opposite. The right hon. gen-
tleman, however, had had the ex-
porience of a life time in politics,
and yet lie was unseated and would
have been disqualified but for the char-
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itable doubt the jidge exercised in bis
favour,and the judge felt it his duty, at
the same time, to express his opinion
with regard to the case. And yet we
have these lamb-like expressions from
the hon, member who yet is ashamed
to have attention drawn to the fact
that his friend the leader is tainted
with the same crimes with which le
would charge others. I do not say it
was right of Mr. Jodoin to corrupt
the electors, but if ho had been as
happy in his witnesses as some others
were, [ do not think we should
have got all the details of this
election expenditure. I d.ire say if ho
had gone to New York, or somewhere,
and fairly kept away fron the servi es
of processes, that the details would
have been very scanty, and disqualifi-
cation might have been avoided,at least
there would have been ipplied to it no
such strong terms as in the other case
to which I allude. I recommend to the
lion. member silence; I recommend to
him the doctrine "those who live in
glass bouses should not throw stones."
And if the hon. gentleman's represen-
tations as to the corruption of this side
of the Ilouse were truc, and the cir-
cumstanecs cf the case of Colonel
Walker were fairly represented as he
represents them, he bas, in the leader
of his own side ofthe H1ouse, as bad a
case. For the hon. gentleman to say
that they must not hurl back this
accusation and refer to the case of Sir
John, is a babyish defence, and un-
worthy of the respectable position
which the hon. gentleman occupies in
this House. Having shown that if the
accusations of the hon. gentleman were
true, that it does not lie in his mouth
to make them, I would say that the
policy of the Liberal party throughout
the Dominion bas always been for
purity of election, and I say that the
policy of the Conservative party bas
always been for maintaining the oppor-
tunities for corrupting the electors; an d
that every amelioration of the Election
Law that has been proposed during
the last twenty years bas only
been yielded by the right hon.
gentleman and bis followers, when
they have boon forced by irresistible
publie opinion. That amelioration bas
been proposed by our side first, and
has by them been voted down again

Ma. HUNTINGToN.

and again. In 1863, if I am not mis-
taken, Mr. Dorion proposed an ameli-
oration of the Election Law, which, if
carried out, would have accorded to the
clectors many of the benefits which
this law proposes; but the right hon.
gentleman and his followers strongly
opposed it. No doubt the right hon.
gentleman, before he left office, began
to speak as thougli b had some res-
pect for purity of election. Perhaps
he had ; but the traditions of bis
party, the exorcise of patronage, and
the policv which ho followed, finally
destroyed him. If ho was really in
favour of an amelioration of the Elec-
tion Law, why did not he pass the
measure before 1872. For years we
insisted upon having speedy remedies
for the corruption that existed ; we
have seen irstances lu this fHouse
where all the obstructions possible had
been raised to cause delay. Commit-
tees were appointed again and again,
used as partizan tools; and some-
times the members were seized with
sickness, which made it impossible for
them to report until the opportunity
was lost, and their party purpose was
served. These were the tribunals by
which they wished to be served, " These
were thy gods, O, Israel !" But I
may tell bis hon. friend, the member
for Bagot, that an opportunit-y for
speedy justice at length arrived,and in
order to raise the standard of polities
in this country, the hon. gen-
tleman now at the head of the Govern-
ment, with the aid of' bis friends,
passed an Electioi Law by which elec-
toral corruption became practically
impossible in this country; a law, the
necessity for which the Conservatives
were generally agreed upon ; a law
for which the Liberal party had been
struggling for tw'enty years. And
when that law was passed where did
it find our people ? Our people went
to the elections of 1874, educated by
the right hon. gentleman opposite as
to what was indispensably necessary;
educated by the system which had
sustained the right hon. gentleman;
and they forgot the provisions and
stringency of the law, and some Of
them fell by the way. But do yout

charge that against this party-charge
it against the bon. gentleman at the
bead of this party, when he furnishod
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the guillotine to apply to bis own best
friends ? Do you charge it to him
because these men, in the first election
after the Bill was passed, never used it
because they believed to be true
what was said while the Tories were
in power, that a Liberal who had not
cash was a fool to present himself
before the people ?

MR. BOWELL: They got the
monev.

MR. HUNTINGTON: The hon.
gentleman says they got the money.
If he thinks so all be bas to do is to
prove it.

MR. BOWELL : You said so.
MR. HIUNTINGTON: At all events

I know what I now say, I will again
repeat, because I do not think that the
solemnity of the hon. gentleman's face
seems to indicate bis appreciation of bis
responsibility-that all the corruption
which was bere practised was partly
due to the weakness inherent in human
nature ; but all these corrupt practices
are the results of the system by which
the Conservative party, when in power,
educated the people of this country up
to corruption during a rule of twenty
years. Let them look at the facts. fer
this is a more important subject even
than it has been made out to bc in the
eloquent speech of the hon. member,
because it was the staple in trade of
the hon, gentleman opposite for years.
Let them look at the facts as they
existed while the Liberal party was in
Opposition. liow could we then have
spent money? We had no friends at
Court-we did not have any opportu-
flities. The truth is that the Li berals
are so honest that they told the truth
when they were accuscd. They learn-
ed the lesson whieh had led them to
8o expose themselves, but then they
had not learned the diplomatic art of
keeping the truth to themselves.
Why, I remember when the Oppoi-
tion in this country was very sniall;
but then it grew a little larger and
stili a little larger, always the while
endeavouring, on great constitutional
questons, te aid the Government ofthat
of adand denouncing a corrupt mode
Wh mestering the public affairs.

did the then members of the
PPesition have to corrupt the electors

•ith? Where had they the blandish-

ments and the caresses of patronage
and power to attract the people .to
their side ? No; they had none of
these things. They had only those
who stood by men who lived up to their
principles, and these men stood by
them becanse they had nothing to give
in return for such support save their
adhesion to their principles. They
had nothing to bestow in return for that
steady support which in history is
given to men claiming the support of
their country. It was the bon. gentle-
men opposite who had the opportunity
of rewarding their supporters. Hon.
gentlemen opposite, with a loose elee-
tion law and with loose means of dis-
tributing patronage, enjoyed such op-
portunity ; there were no means for
detecting them, and there was no power
in this country, as had been for years
believed, able to resist the artifices of
the right hon. gentlemen opposite.
It was the hon. gentlemen opposite
who possessed the means of corruption,
and God knows that they bad u-ed it
well. His hon. friend behind him says
unsparingly, and perhaps this is the
better word, these hon. gentlemen used
them " notwisely but too well." Ionly
rose to make this point. I am sure that
there are on the oppesite benches hon.
gentlemen who would be sorry to be
misled, and I think it would be well
for then to go back to the cardinal
principles. I will say this, that the man
who believes that any great political
party can be so administered, that, on
the one hand, it shall make no
mistakes, and that, on the other
hand, no one in that party
would be guilty of wrong-doing, must
be-I will not say stupid, but at all
events-a very confiding person. It has
been, beyond question, necessary for
this coiintry, and the electors of this
country, that a stringent law against
clectoral corruption should be passed;
protecting, moreover, those whom the
people sought as their representatives
against the corruptions which had been
becoming dominant, and which, if they
had not been checked, would have
caused the ruin of the country. Be-
fore many more yoars had been passed
over, this would no doubt have been
necessary; and 1 must say that when
the hon. gentleman rose and attempted,
or pretended that something like poli-
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tical wrong, something like a political
fallacy, had been committed by the hon.
the Premier, who, the hon. gentleman
pretended, had undertaken on the floor
of the House to raise the standard of
public morality, the hon. gentleman did
not do it because he was able to show
that a few of the friends of the Gov-
ernment-and very few. by the way-
have fallen under the operations of the
Electoral Law. The hon. gentleman
knows that the fact that a few of the
friends of the Government have fallen
owing to the stringency of the provi-
sions of our own Electoral Law, was no
proof of insincerity of desire on the
part of the Government to raise the
standard of public morality ; and to
denounce the Ministry on this basis of
facts, as the hon. gentleman has doue,
is a piece of misapprehension which
is very rare save on the other side of
the House.

Si JOHN A. MACDONALD: I
might mention to the hon. gentleman
that those gentlemen, including myself,
who fell under the operations of the
Controverted Elections Act, did so
under the Act which was passed and
introduced by myself, and not by the
hon. gentleman.

MR. HUNTINGTON: I will just
mention to the hon. gentleman (Sir
John A. Macdonald) that I remember
the vehemence with which that hon.
gentleman resisted efforts made in
the direction of electoral reform a
great while ago. He is now becoming
an old man, and if the hon. gentleman
and his late colleague, Sir George
Cartier, whose death we all regretted,
have registered on the Statute book of
this country, and on the legislative
proceedings of this country, one thing
more than another, it is the fact that
they were the enemies of freedom of
election. Those hon. gentlemen were
always opposed to the reforms which
had been introduced. These they had
always resisted. The hon. gentleman
(Sir John A. Macdonald) did not inter-
rupt me I am sure for the sake of per-
mitting me to ornament my speech
with the consequences of it. The hon.
gentleman reminds me that he (Sir
John A. Macdonald) leads a party
which is not much in the habit of
originating great reforms. This

MR. HUNTINGTON.

country up to the present time has
been in a prosperous condition, and the
hon. gentleman (Sir John A. Macdon-
ald), I believe, calls himself the father
of Confederation. The hon. gentleman
is, moreover, in some places, called a
" Baldwin" Reformer. Why, Sir, time
works wonders. The hon. gentleman,
I suppose, takes to himself the credit
of having proposed the construction of
the Intercolonial Railway- The hon.
gentleman also takes credit to himself
for having, in his younger parliamen.
tary days, assisted in the settlement of
the Clergy Reserve and Lower Cana-
dian Seigniorial questions, why the
hon. gentleman was in power for
twenty years, and thero could hqve
been no legislation which he did not
pass; but then he was forced to do so
by the then Opposition which had
taken up these measures, and such
legislation in each case he had pre-
viously denounced and declared to be
improper and unnecessary for the
country. I do not deny that a Gov-
ernment may necessarily have to yield
to the growth of publie opinion. I do
not deny that a Government in
1854, may not have been able to
accept a measure wbich, in 1860,
they might think it worth while
to pass; but what I say is this-that it
is an act of indecency on the part of
the hon. member, or of any part of a
House, which had resisted certain
concessions to the death, and then
passed then rather than resign their
seats to the Opposition by which these
reforms were passed, to now make a
comparison, as if they had been the
originators of these great measures
when they were only the hewers of
wood and the drawers of water in this
regard, for which they have been paid.
Perhaps the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Mousseau) would allow him to ask him
if he pretended that hon. gentleman on
his side of the House had originated the
law for the trial of Controverted Elec-
tions. I said, and I think that the bon.
gentleman cannot disprove it. that
there was not an amelioration made in
the Election Law during the past
twenty years which had not been sug-
gested by the Opposition in some form
or other, and which the hon. gentle-
man, then at the head of affairs had tO
accept ; and I said, moreover, and
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1 repeat now, that the traditions
of the Conservative party for years
and years have been to resist the
reedom of elections. They have dis-

trusted the people. They have not
dared to give them the franchise.
This is not peculiar to this country.
They have dreaded the consequence
of inviting the people to take part in
the management of their own affairs.
I place this responsibility upon their
shoulders. It bas been so with regard
to the question of franchise; it was so
with regard to the machinery by which
the franchise is manipulated. Let the
hon. gentleman stick to his colours, and
either be penitent and declare that his
party were mistaken during the last
twenty years, or not pretend now
that his party absolutely passed
all the measures, carried even by
himself, for the purpose of amelio-
rating the condition of the masses of
the people. The Conservative as we
bave studied him, and the Conservative
as we have known him for vears, is a
man who distrusts the people. ie
loves the working man sometimes ; he
is very fond of the people at some
demonstrations ; but if you look at the
Legislature and Parliament as regards
Conservatives, you will find that there
the original idea which they express
is resistance to the ameliorations that
extend the blessings which are to be
conferred on the people. You will
also find that when, at last, they come
to yield and carry through the bene-
licial measures pressed upon them by
those who are too strong to be resisted ;
they are complaisant and very happy
'en while they are sitting on the

Treasury Benches and carrying out
those very measures. And it has not
rarely happened, as it bas happened
to-day, that they boast not only of what
they have thus done, but they also
deny to those who forced them to do
it the credit of having forced them on.
The hon. gentleman (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) says that he passed the Contro-
verted Elections Act; why, the hon,
gentleman says a great many things in
this louse, and a great many things in
this country, concerning which he
mu1st be either oblivious himself as to
the exact condition of things, or have
a great belief in the fact that his
follwoes throughout the country and

in the Louse are partakers of the
waters of Lethe. The hon. gentle-
man did pass the ControvertedElections
Act under the circumstances I have
mentioned, but in 1872 he voted against
it. I think J am not wrong in stating
that my hon. friend the member for
South Bruce introdueed the Bill,
and the hon. gentleman voted
it down, and I think I can suggest
to the flouse a sufficient reason
why. Though the hon. gentleman
knew that the Bill had to pass, lie
voted it down for a little season. Mr.
Speaker, I told you tbat I did not
intend to occupy the IHouse even as
long as I have done on this subject. I
have no desire to reproach the hon.
gentlemen in this House who feel
impatient at the notion that sectional
discussions should occupy our attention
here ; but I am sure that hon. gentle-
men have felt that we of Lower Canada
have sometimes fallen into sectional
discussion which, confined almost
entirely to the interests of the Pro-
vince, had botter be fought out on local
ground.

MR. MASSON: That will not be
stopped so soon as you desire.

MR. HUNTINGTON: I am not
endeavouring to stop the hon. gentle-
man. I would not even object to hear
the hon. gentleman speak again. I
was on the point of saying that I am a
Lower Canadian, and to tell the House
it seemed to me that although our
subjects are not so broad as they
might be, and though they do not
cover the whole ground, still we have
as much interest here in thisLegislature
in ventilating the public questions that
affect as, as is the case with regard
to matters affecting Nova Scotia and the
other Provinces, and therefore the fair
and square discussion of these
subjects here to a greater degree
than we are accustomed, would,
perhaps, be a good thing. I am
not desirous to say anything about
the religious question, but I have
not hstened without interest to
the very delicate discussion which bas
taken place on this subject. I have
not listened to it without interest and
gratification. My views in this rela-
tion are well known, and nothing gave
me greater pleasure than to hear the
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opinions Qxpresed last night by my
hon. friend fron Terirebonne (Mr.
Masson.) I feel that the hon. gentle-
man's opinions are worthy of him, and
of tlie position which ho occupies in
this Hlouse; and I ani preparel to say
more-I am not pirepared to deny to
the hon. gentleman that a change in
the policy of his party may have been
to sone extent due to the position he
has asýsumed himself. I do not want to
confer an embarrassing honour on him,
but 1 do not think a great while has
elapsed since an honour of that kind
would have been sufficient to crush
him. And if, by acting wisely and
cautiously and as a just leader should
do, he has really succeeded in banish-
ing iroi our politics in Lower Canada
those dangerous elements which the
bon. gentleman denounced last night
in terms so happy and so gratifying, I
think, to every lover of his country. and
every mnember of this House, and if he
has reallv succeeded in removing those
asperities and unfavourable influences,
I do not imagine that anybody in this
House, will grudge to see the Conserva-
tire, party led by one leader, and that
leader my hon. friend (Mr. Masson).
But I could not but be anmused, as a
looker-on in Lower Canada, at the
feeling of horror which the hon. gentle-
mnan from Bagot (Mr. Mousseau) had at
the idea that a Liberal should get up
before the people and say, " I am a good
Catholic." Wby should he not? When
assailed as being a Communist-

Mi. MASSON: No.
M\RI. HUNTINGTON: I would sug-

gest, Sir, to the hon. member for Terre-
bonne not to throw away his laurels.
Let him leave these absolute denials to
a gentleman who sits a long way on his
right.

MR. MASSON: I was at several
meetings and never heard it.

MR. IIUNTINGTON: We know,
Sir, that, though tho hon. member for
Terrebone might think a Liberal might
be a gentleman, the general tone in
Lower Canada has been to give the
Liberals no standing-place of respect-
ability, if not to cast u pon them the
imputation of rascality ; and, although
the hon. member for Terrebone (Mr.
Masson) bas cast oil on the troubled
waters, and baniêed or exorcised those

MB. HUNTINGTON.

A ddress.

spirits which have been so turbulent, I
was anused to see the old spirit break
out on the part of my hon. friend from
Bagot (Mr. Mousseau) who bas made
so many stump speeches in the coun-
try, and has riow repeated them bore.
My hon. friend says ho (the Mliiister
of Justice) pretends to bo a Catholic.
Sir, when my friend from Terrebonne
(Mr. Masson) shall have taught
gentlemen opposite that an honest man,
who does his duty and loves his God and
his country, lias oqual rights, be lie
Catholic or Protestant, in this country,
then my hon. friend will have fulfilled
his great mission of last night, and I
shall be pleased to give him every
honour for having accomplished it. In
the discussions which have occurred in
this Ilouse on this subject, and more
particularly last night, mention was
made of ai hon. gentleman who had
been a meiiber of this Goveriment,
and who, like myself, and perhaps like
all of us, has been sometimes traduced,
and sometines, perhaps properly,
blamed. He bas exercised consider-
able influence in his native Province,
and I have, in the course of his long
publie life, sonetimes thought him a
sterling man,-sometimes a dishonest
politician. But, Sir, in regard to the
present Lieut.-Governor ot Manitoba,
I cannot help taking this opportunity
of saying that having acted with him
for sometime as his colleague. and in
Opposition when hon. gentlemen
opposite were on these benches,
I never saw anything to induce me to
believe that he was not a most faithful
Minister-faithful to his party, and
faithful to his country; and while
circumstances I will not recite here
may have given some comfort to the
enemy and some trouble in our own
camp, I will not believe, in regard to
the Hon. Mr. Cauchon, who for years
acted with the party of hon. gentle-
men opposite and built up influences
in Lower Canada for which they
would now be glad to crush him, that
the mere fact of his crossing the
House would be a justification for the
foal calumnies with which they fol-
lowed him.

MR. MOUSSEAU: They were not
from us but from yourselves.

MR. HUNTINGTON: There, again,
Mr. Speaker, we see the charming
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implicity of my hon. friend. We
hear sometimes of the manner in
whieb an English statesman would be
deait with. I remember once that I
alluded in a publie speech to the right
hon. gentleman opposite (Sir John A.
Macdonald), whose abilities we are all
very happy to admit, and I said I
thought some things ho had said or done
would not have been said or done by
Gladstone or Disraeli. The Mail news-
paper, wbieh 1 think he knows is
publisbed in Toronto, says he is a
clever man and a desirable man to
have in public life. 1e answered that
English statesmen would not have
given such provocation; they would
not have bought rails and this, that,
and tie other. Now, at the con-
inencement ofa Session, in a discussion
in which the country is interested, and
when, I believe, we are preparing for
an exciting contest about to come
upon us-

SIR JOIIN A. MACDONALD:
Hear, hear.

MR. HUNTINGTON : The right
bon. gentleman says 'hear, hoar," but
let him look out that he is not unseat-
ed next time ; because, if the law at
the last election had been the same as
it is now, I believe ho would not be
here to-day. Though, in the excite-
ment we may be led to fear exists on
both sides, and the interest which is
felt in the character of the legislation
and administration of the public
affairs of the country, certain things
may be said which would not be uttered
in cooler moments ; there is a cer-
tain sense in which every body charged
with the administration of affairs lias
a right to expect candid treatment.
The hon. gentlemen opposite are Her
Majesty's Loyal Opposition. They
have a duty to fulfll as well as myhon. friend the leader of the Govern-
ment and those who sit beside hini.
Their duty is to criticise faithfully the
acts of the Government--a duty for
Which they are as much responsible to
the People Of this country, of course,
not in a constitutional sense, but
at all events in a moral sense,as if they were themselves re-
sPonsible for the Government of the
country. If, therefore, a leading mem-
ber Of the louse, on that side, takes

trouble to stir up animosity, and on-
deavours to excite the minds of the
people by fulminations which the
publie interest does not require, for the
purpose, and in the hope, of gaining a
momentary advantage, it is as wrong
as anîy malfeasance cf office, no inatter
how great, would be on the part of my
hon. friend at the head of the Govern-
ment.

MR. TUPPER: iMr. Speaker, we
have witnessed some strange scenes in
this louse, but I think, amongst the
strangest of them all is the speech
just delivered by the hon. gentleman
who bas just resumed his seat. We
have occasionally had a good deal of'
liberty taken with the intelligence of
the Ilouse and the intelligence of the
country, and we have seen gentlemen
exhibiting an amount of daring that,
perhaps,might be called presumptuous ;
but I must confess that, during the
period I have had the honour of a seat
in this Hiouse, I have never listened to
a speech addressed to this Parliament
so characterized by all these features
as the one to which I have just listened.
The hon. gentleman who bas just
taken his seat-or rather, I should say,
has just left his seat-has ventured to
say that the party to which he belongs,
the Government of whicli he is a mem-
ber, have been characterized, eminent-
ly characterized, by an adhesion to
principles. A venerable member of
this House, on a former occasion,
characterized the bon. gentleman op-
posite as an " organized hypocrisy," and
I would ask whether the experience of
the past four years bas not carried the
conviction home to the mind of overy
honourable and intelligent member of
ihis House, that no two words in the
English language would botter charac-
terize the gentleman than the language
presented by Sir Francis liincks in
those two words. I say that, if an insult
could be offered to the intelligence of
this Parliament, it is for any gentleman
to venture, in the light of the last four
years' experience, upon the presump-
tuous, the unfounded, the daring state-
ment, that those gentlemen have paid
any attention to principle at all. I
stand in the presence of an intelligent
Parliament, and I ask where is the man
who will at this hour-I will not ask
them to establish the assertion that has
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been made; I will not ask them to
attempt to justify that declaration, that
they have been always characterized
by an adhesion to principle-but I
challenge them to stand up and show
me one single principle professed by
them, propounded as their platform,
urged upon the people of this country
as the ground upon which they asked
confidence and support that they have
not-not only not adhered to, but
trampled under their feet. For years
this Parliament rung with their denun-
ciations against coalitions. Night after
night, sitting on this side of the
Hlouse, they declared that the combina-
tion of men holding opposite political
opinions, who had been separated by
party ties, was a corrupt combination,
and that any party who would make
that combination, deserved the con-
demnation of this country. What did
they find? They found men on the
other side of the louse, when the late
Parliament was in power, men who
had been called Liberals, and mon who
had been called Conservatives, agreeing
upon all the public questions of the
day, upon the ground that the time had
come when past political issues should
be dead and buried, and that they
would take their stand upon the new
state of things which had been brought
about by the union of the Provinces.
The Members of the then Opposition
maintained that that was a false ground
to rest upon; that it was the duty of
parties to fall back on the old party
ines and old party designations. They

rallied the Reform party to the cry
that no combination could be formed
between parties who had been severed
in the past without its being a corrupt
combination, and unworthy of the con-
fidence of the country. But, the
moment after there had been an appeal
to the people; after the people, having
had an experience of five years of the
policy and the views and the senti-
ments of both the great parties of the
country, had decided that the great
Liberal-Conservative party was en-
titled to their continued confidence,
what did they do? Why, Sir, when
the opportunity of obtaining power by
trampling that principle under foot
was presented, you found them making
one of the most corrupt alliances ever
made on the floor of a Parliament,

MR. TUPPER.

or in the face of a free people,
in order that they might obtain
power. And, having obtained power
by alliance with men who, from year
to year, had voted down every measure
which they had proposed to Parlia-
ment, they made that corrupt combi-
nation in the face of this country, and
showed how utterly worthless was that
great cardinal peinciple which they
had offered for the acecptance of the
people of this country. They seem to
have gloried in their shame; for, if
they could find a man who, for long
years, had been held up to public exe-
cration and contempt as the most
corrupt man that could be found in
the ranks of their opponents, they took
him to their bosom and presented him
as a fit Minister for the people of
Canada. I ask the hon. gentleman
who has just spoken, to point to any
language used by any hon. gentleman
on this side of the House reflecting on
Mr. Cauchon. I never heard it. They
have been brought face to face with
their own denunciations, and hon. gen-
tlemen on this side of the House would
be failing in their duty if they did not
bring them face to face with their own
declarations, and show that, in order
to maintain themselves in power, they
made an alliance with the very men
who had been the subject of their con-
stant execration, and had been held up
as the vilest of the vile; but to-day no
man could be found who was too vile to
become a member of this Government
which bad obtained power largely by
means of raising a cry aga:nst coali-
tion. Not only have they forfeited alt
claim to the confidence of the people by
trampling their principles under foot,
but they have gone ont of their way to
convince the people of this country
how utterly unworthy they were of
confidence when they were soeking
power at their hands. Need I tell you,
Sir, or need I tel this House, that
anothcr ground on which these hon.
gentlemen sought the confidence of the
country was the ground of economY.
They denounced the late Government
for their extravagance; they said a
great deal more money had been
expended than ought to have been. I
admit that the expenditure of the late
Government was a liberal expenditure,
but we had the money to expend. With
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the lowest tariff ever in force in this
country, as these gentlemen have
shown, we had enough money to pro-
vide liberally for the public service,
and also were enabled to reduce the
taxes of the people by $2,000,000 per
annum, and to roll up a surplus reve-
nue of $16,000,000 during six years.
What was the first demand there
gentlemen made ? The taxation
which had gixen an abundance before
w-as not enough for them. They
themselves say that the amount of
$23,316,000 was the largest expendi-
ture we ever made. The estimates
that thev made and obtained
tfr tLeir first year fiom this Par-
liament were for $26,800,000. You
will find that these gentlemen, who
said that the taxation upon the people
of lis country would not give them
money enougli to meet their expendi-
tares, ani that they must 10ery an
additional taxation of $3,000,000 upon
the people, instead of retrenching
ibeir expienditure have increased it.
You will finid, then, thait by a correcet

datem1ent of the accounts-by a cor-
rect comparative stateinent of the
accounts which I have made again and
gain pUblicly, and which has never
een suecessfully assiled-you vull

nd that their expenditures in three
yeals were S5 ,000,000 more than the
expenditure in the largest and most
extravagant year of that Government
whViieb they had denounceed for cor-
raption; and yet the hon. gentleman, the,
hon. the Minister ofFinance,is no w levy-
ing $3,500000 of additional taxation
Instead of having a surplus revenue to
reduce the public debt, as the late
Government did, they are rolling up
deficits year after year. What is the
reason that this Speech that is put
tto Our hands has no reference

to the balance of the public ac-
counts for this year ? What is the
reason that this Finance Minister,
who in 1874, when no deficit existed
declared in the face of the Speech of
the Governor General that there
Was a deficit-that the expenditure

ad exceeded the income, does
ot inform us how the account

'o stands ? What is the reason
tbat the hon. member for North
lSorfolk (Mr. Charlton) is put up togive a statement of the public accounts

7

for the past year, which no gentleman
has ever seen, and yet leaves the House
in doubt as to the balance of the public
accounts during the past year ? I tell
you why il is; il is because he has to
admit, and will be compelled by the
Public Accounîts to admit, that they
show a deficit this year of something
like $1,500,000 added to the $2,000,000
of deficit that he met Parliament with
lastyear. Yet this gentleman, expend-
ing $5,000,000 more in three years of
the public noney of this country, levy-
ing $3,500,000 more taxes per
annum on the people of the
country, rolling up deficits year
after year to the extent of
about $3,50,000, notwithstanding
their enormous a Iditional taxation,
this is the gentleman who declares to
thîis Hou-e that they have been charae-
terized by an adhesion to' principle.
There is a principle t1at thley have
adhered to-the greates extravagance
and most wasteful expenditure of
the public noney; and not onl y
wasteful, but corri t, and levying that
out of the additional taxation wrung
fron the people of Canada. Wel, Sir,
there was another grcat principle that
this gentlemaan piopfounlîdc. I ask you,
Sir, who heard tie declamation from
this side of the Houe- in reference to
Colonel Gîayx, what their views were
with reference to the independence of
this Parliament-an important sub-
ject, a great principle, worthy to
be propounded by statesmen who
had at heart the honour and the
character of the Parliament of which
they were members. But, Sir, how
has that declaration of principle been
maintained ? They maintained that
Parliament, to be respected, nust be
independent; that every man in this
House, to be respected, must be inde-
pendent of the Crown. They main-
tained that the foulest wrong that the
Government of the day, or the Crown,
could do was to expend a single
dollar of public money upon any
member of the Parliament of the
country. What is the result? While
the hon. gentleman talkb about adhe-
sion to principle, does he not blush
when he recollects--

MR. CHARLTON: Not a bit.
Ma. T UPPER: If he is not incapable

of blushing, I say he would blush
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when he reflects upon the monstrous
fact, now patent, and rendered patent
by this Government to the whole
country, that from the day they caine
into power they were corrupting the
members of this House by an illegal
use of public money ; that, from the
hour they obtained power, so actively
did they use their power for the corrupt
and improper expenditure of the public
money, in violation of Iheindependence
of Parliament, that before this House
had ever met - before the present
Parlianent had ever met-they had
rendered incapable of sitting here.
except in violation of the law, a large
number of members; that more than
one Minister of the Crown had been
by his own act rendered incapable of
itting in this Iouse. Yet these are

the gentlemen that tal k about adhesion
to principle. I say that was a principle
that was worthy of enunciation by
statesmen, and worthy of the accep-
tance of this Parliament. It was
accepted by the passage of a law so
stringent as w e trusted it would render
it impossible for any gentleman to
accept the slightest amount of public
money from any Government, under
any circumstances, without voiding bis
seat. Yct, as 1 say, one gentlemvn
walked out of this House admitted and
proved to have been the recipient of
$40,000 under a contract received
from these hon. gentlemen while a
member of tbis House; a contract
negotiated by the hon. member himself
in connection with the Public Works
Department ; a contract given,
not only in violation of the law,
but a contract given without public
tender; a contract given over a lower
tender, a lower offei', made for the
performance of the same service.
Yet the Hon. Postmaster General
dares to stand up in the face of this
intelligent Parliament, this House of
Com mons, and say to us that they have
paid the slightest attention or regard
to the principle that they have pro-
pounded. I challenge them again, as
I did at the outset, to name to me one
single public principle that for long
years they fought and contended for on
the floor of this House, that they have
not shown that principle to be not held
as a public principle should be held by
public men, from the conviction of its

Ma. TUPPER.

import ance. but a principle propounded
to deceive the public in order to obtain
positions that they have disbonoured
after they had obtained them. Well,
Sir, what about local government?
Does the hon. member not remember
that the hon. member for South Bruce
(Mr. Blake) with the bon. the Minis-
ter of Publie Works, both, on
maiy occasions, in Pailiament and
out of Parliament, maiitained the
gross impropriety of connection or
alliance between a local government
and tho Government of this Dominion?
Does the hon. gentleman forget that
that was orie of the greatest principles
that they propounded ? Sir. I shall
show, before 1 sit down, that this
Government has not only used, but it
bas abused the patronage of the Crown
in forming an alliance, and in acting
in conjunction with the Local Govern-
ment; that there is no principle that
they have shown a more utter, open
and thorough disregard of since they
have obtained power, than in refèrence
to this very question. Then the hon.
gentleman talks about electoral cor-
ruption. I venture to say, in the face
of the history of Canada for four years,
in the face of the records of the courts
of this country for four years that are
covered with the evidences of the
enormous andc gigantie electoral cor-
ruption of the hon. gentlemen sitting
on the Treasury benches, and around
them, and their supporters,-1 say, in
the face of evidence the most strong
and the most damning that ever stood
on public record in reference to the
career of a great party,-that their
whole system bas been one of gigantie
corruption. Why, the Minister of
Publie Works on a recent occasion
said: "Supposing that Mr. Cook did
spend $30,000 of money, it was bis
own." What difference does that
make ? Does it matter that the
money was his own ? Is that what
they mean by electoral purity? Does
it matter whether he spent his own
money or whether he spent the money
subscribed by political friends for the
purpose of aiding him in his election?
When we find that the man branded
by the decision of the courts and the
most corrupt man in Canada- when
we find men, with the strongest con-
demnation out of the mouths of the
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most illustrious judges of the land,
marked with the brand of inflamy
put upon them, and incapable of
exercising even the franchise, put
forward as the leaders of this party,
dare the hon. gentleman stand up
,and talk about electoral corruption
in the face of so shameless a tran-
saction as that? I refer now to Colonel
Walker, who was proved in the courts
to be one of the most corrupt men that
had ever run an election in Canada.
Yet these great political purists put
him forward in a Reform convention
last week as one of the leaders of this
great party of electoral purity. Why,
they have donc all that men could do to
show that if any man was especially
notorious, if bis positi-n was one of
gross and unqualified corruption,
that man was the person that they
proposed to canonise, and hold up
to the admiration of the people
of this country. So with the hon.
the Minister of Militia ; hoiw does he
come to hold his present position bere
to-day? Why, I hold in my hand a
narrative which the Government can-
not profess to be in ignorance of, be-
cause it is a public document, brought
,down and laid upon the table of this
House. I will show from this docu-
ment, and from the papers that relate
to it, that if ever there was an act of
gross and unqualified corruption, it was
the act that deprived the hon. gentle-
man of his seat in this House; and
that act was in connection with mem-
bers of this Administration. What was
the story ? Mr. Vail has given it over
his own signature. In his card he says
that Mr. Jones and himself, and some
six other gentlemen, entered into a
partnership for the publication of a
newspaper, a private, personal specu-
laion. I will not stop to inquire
whether their object was pecuniary or
whether it ýwas political, or whether it
was both combined. They succeeded,
it appears, in pretty effectually and
thoroughly combining them both.
What was done? It appears that they
came to this louse,-that these gen-
tlemen, one of them a member of this
louse at that time, came to this Govern-

ment, this pure Government, this Gov-
ernment that would not permit a dollar
of money to be spent corruptly for the
world, this Government that would not
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allow a member of Parliament to share
in the div isio i of the public funds,-they
came to this Govern ment for public aid
and for public patronags. At that
time the lon. William Ross was the
Minister ot Militia in this flouse; and
this document brought down by the
Government, furnishing the informa-
tion itself, shows that while that hon.
gentleman was a member of this House,
the Citizen Publishing Company in the
remaining portion of the yoars 1873
and 1874 obtained $2,420. Well, Sir,
it was not sufficient. Those gentlemen
having entered upon this speculation,
must have assistance; and they knew
that this Government believed most
thoroughly in the doctrine of support-
ing thoir supporters. What followed ?
Why, Mr. William Ross was driven
out of this Government by Mr. Alfred
Jones, by the present Minister of'
Militia; was driven out to make
room for bis partner, to make room
for Mr. Vail, one of the partners
in the conicern in which Mr. Jones was
interested. I say it was done by Mr.
Jones because 1 am speaking in the
hearing of the members from Nova
Scotia, supporting the Government,
and they will not contradiet what
I say. When Mr. Alfred Jones'
influence was sufficient to drive
Mr. William Ross out of his office, and
to bring in a gentleman who had never
had a seat in this Parliament, and who
had no claim to be placed there, over
the heads of a number of gentlemen
here of greater ability than his own
in every sense of the word,-when
that act was done, it was met by a re-
monstrance from several of the mem-
bers from Nova Scotia against that act.
Therefore, t say, it was his influence ;
the only right that Mr. Vail had, thus to
be placed over the heads of so many
gentlemen in this House, was the fact
that he was the partner and the instru-
ment of Mr. Alfred Jones at that time.
Well, what happened ? Why, this
account, brought down here by the
Government, which gives us testimony
that is their own, will soon show what
happened. Instead of getting a paltry
$2,420, for the company of which Mr.
Vail and Mr. Jones were partners,
these accounts show that in the first
year of Mr. Vail's presence in tbe
Government, he had paid out to him-
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self-paid out to the company of which
he was a private partner in connection
with Mr. Jones,-$10,174. But it
appears that that was fnot sufficient to
meet the necessities, or the desires, at
all events, of this rapacious company;
for the next year, Mr. Vail was able
to put bis hand in the Treasury, of
which he was the sworn gaardian,
and take out of the public money, in
violation of the law that he was bound
as a member of this Parliament to pre-
serve intact, not less than $14,198.68.
ln two years, over $24,000 of public
money taken out of the Treasury of
the counti y, in defiance of the law ;
taken out by one partner to be divided
with another, who was also a member of
this Hlouse. These gentlemen scem to
think it is quite a sufficient answer
that they did not make any money by
the spectilation. Mr. Jones stated on
a public platform, if I remeniber right,
that instead of making any money, it
had cost him $2,000 out of his own
pocket. He seemed to consider that
that should absolve him from all ques-
tion as to the propriety of the trans-
act ion. 1 is a tie distinction to draw.
They got $26,000 of publie moniey,
-and, perhaps, the louse would be
curious to know--what that service
coýt, wbich required over $12,000 a
year, under Mr. Vail's administration,
for the paper in which Mr. Jones aud
he were partners-what that service
cost under the previous Ad ministration.
The House will be. perhaps, a little
surprised to learn that the average cost
for the six years jrevious, for the
same service, was $3,935 a year. The
hon. the Minister of Militia says in an-
swer to that, " Aye, but the change was
made of the way offices in the mean-
time in Nova Scotia, into post offices."
But I happen to have a little evidence
upon that question, which will at once
dispose of the fallacy that is raised
there. I put the question across the
floor of this House to the hon. the
Postmaster-General as to the effect of
changing these way offices. I mean
the late Postmaster-General, the Hon.
D. A. Macdonald. I have his answer
here.

It being Six o'clock the Speaker left
the Chair.

After Recess

MR. TUPPER continued. le said:
When the House rose 1 was speaking
as to the character of the charges that
have been made by Yr. Jones and
Mr. Vail, as the Citizen Printing Com-
pany, in connection with the amount
of public noney which they have
illegally been enabled to take from
the Treasury of the Dominion Govern.
ment, and I draw the attention of the
House to the fact that, whereas, the
amount paid per year for the six years
for the public printing -of the Post
Office Department at Nova Scotia, and
passing into th hands of that
Company, vas $3,935, or $23,610
for the six years. These gentlemen
Lave succeeded in abstracting fron
tb Treasury of Canada, for the same
services, ne less than $24,452 in two
years, or an average of $12,226 per
annuim. i said before the recess that
it had been argued in extenuation of
these transactions, that the way offices
in Nova Scotia bad been made into
post offices, and tle expenses hid con-
sequently been incrcased by reason cf
this alteration. I happen to have a'
authority upon this point, which will
not be disputed-that of the hon. late
Postmaster General, the Bon. 1). A.
Maedonald. It will be found in the
10S7th page of tb Bansard of 1875,
and if gentlemen will take the trouble
to look tbere, tbey will see that after
this experiment had been fairly tried,
Mr. Macdonald was enabled to state to
the House that it bad involved no in-
crease of expense. le said, in repli
to a question :

" The Denartment was naking the way
offices in New Brunswick and Nova Scoti
post offices as fast as possible. This policy
had been adopted during the last six months
and did not involve any increased cost."
i think that will be regarded as toler
ably strong evidence as to what the
character of these charges were.

Ma. MACKENZIE said he did not
see it.

MR. TUPPER : Well, Sir, if the
hon. the Prime Minister is not satisfied
with that, I will give him the evidence
of the Postmaster General, who sitg
by bis side. He declares that this
service in Halifax cost 50 per cent. mors

MR. TuPPER.
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than the same services cost in Ottawa.
I hope that will satisfy the bon. the
First Minister. On page 74 of the
1875 llansard, this subjeet was under
consideration, and the hon. the Post-
master Gencral used this language to
the louse: " It costs tifty per cent.
more to d- the work in Halifax than
in Ottawa but, by a new arrange
ment, hereafter the printing vill be
donc here bV contract.' le gave
that as a reaso)n. This shows that, in
fact, this hon. gentleman and his bon.
colleagues had been permitted to take
out of the treasury of this country
$24,000, wben they were only entitled
to $12,000.

MR. HUNTINGTON : I think the
hon. gentleman and ihe Iouse will
not wish to have the matter iîsre-
presented. I stated that the printing
for Nova Scotia was costing forty or
fifty per cent.-I do not rernember
which now- more than before, and I
stated that we had changed it ; that
we found the people who had donc it
now were making more money than
those who had done it before; and I
stated here that the prices at which it
was being donc were cheaper than
those ebarged under the Government
of the right hon. gentleman. The
system to which the hon. gentleman
<draws attention grew up in Confedera-
tion, and when in office I put a stop to
it,'

MR. TUPPER: le deprivel those
people of the printing, and gave it to
some one who chargel fifty per cent.
more. I hope we shall have the hon.
gentleman's reason, and that it will
be a satisfactory reason. Of course,
the moment it became patent that
they were paying fifty per cent. more
than they oight to, that they were
receiving $24,00 for the service when
they were only entitl to $12,000, he
would have been unfaithful to his duty
if he had not put a stop to it.

Ma. HIIUNTINGTON : I must per-
sist in being understood. I did not say
that we got fifty per cent. more for the
service ttan we were entite I to. I
might have said that in the retail way
in which work wasdone in the provin-
ces it would cost more than fifty per
cent. more, but that under the contract
svstem, which the hon. gentleman con-

plains of our having adopted, it would
b3 donc cheaper.

Mii. TUPPER : Does tho hon. gen-
tleman see the force of iny argument
-- that for a service which e)st $3,935
thev paid $12.000.

MR. HlUNTINGTON: No, I do not.
MR. TUIPPER: Then it would be

difficult for the hon. gentleman to see
the force oeanything. There is the fact;
I give the tigures ;I say that they paid
$12,000 per an num forservices done in
Ottawa, which cost,on the average,less
than $4,000 in Nova Scotia previously.

Ma. IUNTINGTON: lis misrepre-
sentations are patent to every intelli-
gent man, but I Vish to repeat mnyself
because the hon. gentleman speaks as
though this increased aulount was paid
foi' the saine services. In that, he is
wrong. The service was changed.
There were somle six hulied way-
offices turned inito post offices, and this
cost a considerable extra sui. As to
the cost of printrting, the prices paid by
maeasureient were cheaper thaîî thio,e
previously paid, but the volme work
was dearer.

Ma. PUPPER: I have introduceci
his authority not to show

Ma. IIUNTIN(-TON: Mr. Speaker-
Ma. TVUPPER :I hope the hon.

rentleman wil iot interrupt if' lie
wishes to address the House again he
will have aun opportuity, I have no
doubt.

Ma. HIUNT[NGTON: if the lion.
gentleman mimrepresents me I shal
interrupt himn.

Ma. TUPPER : I shall show that he
put statements into the mouth of his
predecessor' that were the very reverse
of truth. Instead of saying that there
would be any additional cost iri the
change from the way office keeper
to postnasters, the hon. gentleman
declared that, not only in relation to
the salaries paid, but in relation to
this policy of change gerterally, that it
would not inivolve any additional cost.
I read his words in Hansard. le said
"'This poli'y bad been adopted during
the lait six months, and hal not
involved any increased cost." But I
will give the hon. gentleman (Mr.
H1untington) more; [ willgive him evi-
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dence from Halifax, from the very
point where this work was done. I
will prove, by testimony, to the hon.
gentlemen of this House that these
charges were not only extravagant
but scandalous. I have shown that
the cost was increased rom $4,000 a
year to over $12,000, and i have shown,
on the authority of the late Postmaster
General, that none of these extra
costs were involved by change of
service. If any further testimony
is required upon the point, I
shall show that the Citizen Publishing
Company was brought before the
Legislative Assembly of Nova Scotia,
and that the matter was referred to a
Committee. I have the report of that
Committee, signed by six gentlemen,
thiee of whom are strong supporters
of the present Government, and one of
them now a member of that Govern-
ment-the hon. gentleman who re-

preseits Yarmouth- and whose inde-
pendence and honesty can be vouched
tor-and friends of the company
against which the charge is brought.
This Committee say:-

" That said printing has been enjoyed
almost wholly by the proprietors of the
follow ing papers, viz: The Acadian Recorder,
the Morning Chronicle and the Cùizen

"l Your Cormittee feel they have been
unable, owing to the pernicious system by
which the public printing has been performed
to arrive at the exact anount paid by the
Province for that purpoe, but that the sum
is very large, and has not varied to any
great extent since 1867 in the prices chargeâ.

" Your Commn-ittee wish to call attention
to the fact that, thus far in their researches,
they find $26,582.50 bas been paid out the
last year for this service, yet the Finiancial
Returns laid upon the table of the House,
show only a cost of $6,416.

" While referring to the inferior quality of
the work done in some cases, we cannot but
seriously invite the attention of the Legisla-
ture to the enormous prices charged for this
service, as shown by the tabulated statement
hereto annexed, which has been carefully
compiled."

This Committee of five gentlemen,
three of whom were strong supporters
of the present Local Government, and
three of whom wei e closely in alliance
with the Citizen Publishing Company
proprietors, had witnesses brought
before them and examained them on
all the points. They bronght forward
the evidence of persons who could
speak to the value of the work donc,

MR. TuPPER.

and they have appended the evidence to
their report in order to show the enor.
mous charges paid by the Government.
And then they sbow that for 2,400 copies
of publie documents, the Ctizen pu,-
lishing Co., Messrs. Jones, Vail & Co.
for work, the mean estimated cost oq
whieh was $466, charge $ 1,100. I aml
in a position to give authentic testi-
mony as to the charges made by tl
Citizen Publishing Company, and--

MR. SPEAKER said he thought the
testimony would hardly be relevant.

Ma. TUPPER: Having given te
evidence of the late Posimaster Ge.
eral an I not inorder, when that is con-
troverted-am I not right in sho-
ing that by the unanimous report o
the Committee of the Legislature, cmi-
prising the friends of Messrs. Jones and
Vail-three of their friends-the er-
dence is correct. It is stated that $4,851
are charged lor work which woui
only cost $1,825. If you say, Mr,
Speaker, that this is irrelevant to thi'
matter, I will at once close that brandi
of the subject. But 1 think 1 shall not
close before I have been able to au-
duce evidence, clear and satisfactory
evidence, to every gentleman on both
sides of this House, that one of the
most seandalous transactions for which
this Government or any Goveriment
could be arraigned, is the fact that they
permitted one of their fbllowers in
the Government to take out of the
Treasury over $24,000 ofpublic money
in violation of the law and for a ser-
vice which the present Postmaster
General declares to have cost the
country fifty per cent. more than if
ought to cost and which I Shal
endeavour to show was more thal
fifty per cent. over what the cost o!
work would be in the city of Hlalifax,
where that work was done. I am
quite willing to leave that branch o
the subject. But why is it that these
gentlemen, who search the whole of
the country for lit supporters, seel
unwilling to bring a gentleman 109
the Government as a colleague unde
he bas been qualified for associatioai

with thein by transactions of SuCh h
character as this. 1 have stated tha
the hon. Mr. Ross was driven out of
this Government without any
being assigned, in a more harsh an
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unfeeling manner than any gentleman
was ever expelled from the Cabinet
oi this country. And for what ?
I have shown that a gentleman
was brought into the Govern-
ment who never had the honour of
a seat in this Ilouse, who had not
fouht theilr battles, and was of no
r..(eiter ability than the gentlenin

wlhe was expelled. I have shown that
V a raid on thie treasury of Canada,

$i2,0) a year was taken to

divide among tbis gentlemiai and
his assoeatC, of whor h s col-
eaogue was one. I have said that

one of the principles propoiinded by
the prersent Prime Minister, and on
which he takes his stand-one of those
grat prinildes which the hon. the
Postniaster General says they have
listinguished themselves by adhering
to-was the entire separation between
the general and local (overnments. I
hold in my band an extract fron a
speech delivered by the hon. the First
Minister in April, 1871, in the Iouse
of Comnions. le said :-

" It has been frequently asserted thiat tiere
is a close connection between this (Sir .ohn's)
Goveranent and the Governients of tne
Local Legislatures. It is desirable tlat there
should be no connexion whatever between
the central and local Governnents, and I
ieel it ny duty to bring this principle before
tle Hose."

This is one of the principles upon
whieh the hon. gentleman takes his
stand. The hon. iember for South
Bruce (Mr. Blake) also said :-

" The pomition of the Reforn party in re-
gard to the Federal Government is that they
argued against alliance, as well as hostilitv.lheir position is that the Local Goveroment
should be perfectly independen t of the Central
Gt overniment, and should neither be entangled
by alliance or enbarrassed by hostility. The
mdependence of each of the Provinces is
necessary for the working of the Federal
systern."1
I will show the House how those hon.
gentlemen have carried that out in
Practice. I will accept the challenge
"l'the hon. the Premier to point to a

gi1j le case in which the Gencral Gov-
ernmenit have ever used their power
for the Purpose of assisting in carrying
elections. The present hon. Minister
OlMilitia was floated to the surface on
the grcat anti-Confederation wave thatWvePt over Nova1 Scotia in 1867. _Down

to that time that hon. gentleman had
been a hearty, zealous and enthusiastie
supporter of the party vith which I
hal the honour of being connected.
In ail the struggles with what wore
called the old Reformers of Nova Sco-
tia, Mr. Young, Mir. IHowe and others,
there was no more zealous opponent
of that party and those gentlemen than
the presen t hou. M.inister of Militia ;
and all the qualiticatiion for admission
into the eform party he can claim is
that on the great question of the union
of these Provinces, ho abandoned the
party with which he had always been
associated to upose Union and to
which he had given a most determinc'i
and unflinchini opposition. Before i
resume my seat I shall probably be
able to show that the same animus that
induced the hon. gentleman to give his
hostility to Confederation still
exists in his bosom, and at
no distant day found expres-
sion in no measured terms. i
assumed a very considerable responi-
sibility in carrying the question of the
Provinces so far as Nova Scotia wVs
concerned. The hon. member for South
Bruce (Mr. Blake), in this Iouse, and
the hon. the Minister of the Interior,
ont of the Iouse, and the Globe, assailed
me in bitter, and I might almost
say vindictive, terms, for the mode
by which I gave my assistance to that
great party-combination in Canada.
which was formed for the purpose of
earrying the union of the Provinces,
The great charge they brought against
me was, that I had carried that mea-
sure without a reference to the people
at the poils. The hon. the Mnister of
the Interior-in the collection of minis-
terial speeches made during last Sum-
mer, and for publishing them in
their present form he tendered him
and the hon. gentlemen opposite
his hearty thanks, because the vol-
ume would be exceedingly con-
venient in dealing with public ques-
tions. Under the heading of " Bc-
trayal of Nova Scotia," the hon. gen-
tleman holds me up to public
execration for having carried the
union of the Province of Nova Scotia
with the other Provinces without a
reference to the people at the polls.
The hon. gentleman knows, or
ought to know, that the measure was
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carried in Nova Scotia, after it had
been legitimately placed before the
country and the Legislature. The
hon, gentleman should know that as
long ago as 1860, when I was out of
power, I mooted the question of union.
When called upon to open the Me-
chanics' Institute at St. John, N. B.,
I brought forward the question of a
Federal Union of the Provinces of
British North America, and urged
that a union of the whole people
of this country, was the great ob-
ject at which tbey should aim. When
out of power, I committed myself, in
the fullest and most unreserved man-
ner, to the policy of a Federal Union
of the British North American Pro-
vinces. Mr. Howe, who was the
leader of the Nova Scotian Govern-
ment, perceiving this was a subject de-
serving attention, submitted at a later
period to the Ilouse of Assenibly, a
resolution in favour of the union of
the Provinces, which I sec inded, and it
passed unanimously. Subsequently, I
was brought into power. Havi ng
pledged myself, when in Opposition,
to use the power of the Government,
if confided to me, for the accomplish-
ment of that great object, I not only
delivered that lecture in New Bruns-
wick, but I repeated it by invitation
in many parts of Nova Scotia, and at
Halifax, so that my advocacy of the
question-the question of the union of
the Provinces was well known. A con-
bination of the two great parties in the
Provinces of Old Canada, Ontario and
Quebec, took place upon that basis.
Their representatives a tended a confer-
ence that had been arranged with a
view to the union of the Maritime
Provinces; I having stated, when I
moved the motion, that I hoped it
would be only a step towards the
union of the whole Provinces. Those
representati ves, i nel uding Hon. George
Brown, Sir John A. Macdonald, and
Sir George Cartier, came down
to Prince Edward Island, where the
first meeting was held, and requested
permission to put the broader question
before us. They did so, it received
our approval, and we adjourned our
our conference -with regard to the
union of the Maritime Provinces. We
went to Halifax and placed our views
before the people at a great public

MR. TUPPER.

meeting, at which the Lieutenant-
Governor and all the leading men of
the city were present. The subject
was discussed at various places and at
various Limes, and no evidence was
given of the deep-seated hostility that
already was excited in reference to
that question. At Quebec the terms
were arranged, and when the matter
carne before the Legislature I had
the authority of a two-thirds vote of
the louse of Assembly and the Legis.
lative Council authorising me to join
with those gentlemen in bringing about
a union of the Provinces. The consti-
tutionality of that proceeding wvas
challenged, and I met the question.
It was fought out fairly and squarely
by the parties sent to England to op-
pose me. And I should like to call
the attention of the hon. member for
North York (Mr. Dymond), who now
finds it convenient to use his pen, and
the great power of the press with
which he is connected gives him for
the purpose of damaging my position
on this question by stating the fact that
at that hour I was acting in conjunction
with Hon. George Brown, and at his
instance. Ie came down to Nova
Scotia, and did me the honour of being
my guest for a week, for the purpose
of assisting me to carry out union.
not by reference to the people at the
polls, but by reference to the existing
Legislature.

MR. DYMOND: I mnay say that I
have no knowledge of those facts i I
was not in Canada at the time, and
I know nothing about them.

MR. TUPPER: The hon. gentleman
knows then now, and I hope they
will make an impression on his
mind. I refer him to the fyle
of the Globe for 1866, by which
he will find that my efforts
and action were enthusiastically
endorsed by the Globe, and which was
regarded as settling once and for evel'
the constitutionality of the course f
adopted. I give that to the hon. gen-
tleman as a reason, which, if there
were no other, should prevent that
great organ of public opinion from
assailing me in reference to that ques-
tion. But. let me tell the hon. the
Minister of the Interior that Cvery
blow he strikes at me, every denunca
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tion he utters to the people of Ontario
against me for having assisted in the
gienat work of union, in which the
province of Ontario, from its position,
benefitted in every possible way,
receils on the hon. the First Minister.
I may quote the speech of the hon.
mem ber for South Bruce (Mr. Blake)
who, on a public platform affirmed
that the greatest boon ever achieved
biv Canada was the union of the Brit-
i h Provinces; and of all the Provinces,
Ontario bad most reason to be proud
and satisfied. The resolution that two-
ihirds of the Legislative Assembly of
Nova Scotia voted down, asking that
the question be referred to the people
at the polls, was only a copy of the reso-
ltion moved in the Legislature of

Canada, and voted down by the hon.
the First Minister, as one not required
and not constitutional. 1, therefore,
wish to remind the hon. gentleman
that every intelligent man in Ontario
will feel that the hon. member is using
a boomerang which comes back and
strikes himself and his friends. It
vas upon the question of the Union

of the Provinces that the hon. the
Minister of Militia deserted myself
and the party with whieh I was con-
nected, and that is bis sole title to the
claim to be a Reformer. Nevertheless,
the very man who did his little best to
prevent that great measure being car-
ried is received with open arms by a
First Minister, who justly considers it
one of his proudest boasts to have had a
humble share as a membér of the Parlia-
ment of Canada in bringing about the
accomplishment of that great result.
I need not say that, under the hostility
that was excited, under the base
betrayal of myself by the parties to
whon I had most right to look for
support in Ontario and elsewhere, in
the press and otherwise, a great
anti-union wave swept over Nova

cotia, and the hon. the Minister
(if Militia floated to the surface.

We went back, after five years,
after experience had exposed the
fallacies by which that great question
had been met. What was the result ?
It was that the hon. member for Hlali-

a vas defeated, and that I had the
roud triumph of coming back to this

Iharliament, and being able to say on
e floor of this leue that not a single

man had been returned from Nova
Seotia opposed to the Government
of which I was a member, and only
one who was in a position to be called
an Independent member. I need not
go through the various stops that led
to the downfall of the Dominion Gov-
ernment in 1873. In that year the
hon. member for Lambton (Mr. Mac-
kenzie) was called upon to form
an Administration. What then ? As
every one knows, the hon. gentle-
man made a midnight surprise and
attack upon the constituencies ot
Canada. I will not use the words of
Mr. Disraeli in relation to a somewhat
similar act done by Mr. Gladstone,
when he said it was an act of " black
treachery !" I will not use such strong
language, but say it was a midnight
surprise, because I wish to be moderate
in the expressions 1 use in relation
to this and other matters, and the
strength of the position will en-
able us to exercise that modera-
tion. It was a midnight surprise.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Mackeuzie),
at a recent public demonstration in
Ontario, asked the question if anybody
supposed he was idiot enough to at-
tempt to carry on the Government
with the Parliament elected in 1872.
I think what bas taken place between
1874 and the present time will satisfy
every person that the hon. gentleman
exercised a wise discretion in going to
the country at that time. It was,
however, a surprise, not to me, not to
the Conservative party in the country
alone, but it was a bitter surprise, not
only to the gentlemen who sit behind
him, but to his own colleagues. When I
tell this House that the first informa-
tion one of the Cabinet Ministers
bad that there was a dissolution
and that he was to go back to bis
constituents, was from your humble
servant. That the hon. Premier had not
ontrusted to his own colleagues the
fact that he intended to dissolve Par-
liament, I think I an warranted in
using strong language. The bon. the
Premier, when called upon to
form an Administration, sent half
a dozen gentlemen to their consti-
tuencies for re-election, and then,
before they took their, seats, dissolved
the Parliament to which they were
elected. That it was a surprise to bis
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friends was not more evident than that
it was a venture to which he had not
made up his mind before the Ministers
were re-elected. M hen I told one of
those gentlemen, who was returning
fron an election campaign in which
ho had been able to strugg]e into bis
seat, that the Iouse was dissolved, he
laughed at me. " It is impossible," le
said, " do you think that MIr. Mac-
kenzie would have sent me to a remote
part of Nova Seotia to run on election,
and dissolve the Ilouse before I took
my seat ? you must jest!" le found
when he got to Halifax that the jest was
a pretty ser ious one, and that all those
constituencies were to be put to the
trouble of another election. But the hon.
gentleman took credit to himself that
if he did have an eleetion he was per-
fectly consistent in having' it simul-
taneouly. I deny it. I say there was
another prineple which le Lad vi,,lated
most unfairly and unjustly without the
slightest warrant whatever, and for the
purpose of increasing bis party
triumph. What did le do ? IIe said,
" In order to be perfectly consistent,
though we are bound by no law, (we
have found that, is true), we ordered
all the elections in the Dominion should
be held on one day except in British
Columbia and Cape Breton, Prince Ed-
ward Island and Algoma." It was not,
however, Cape Breton to which he
applied it, but to Nova Seotia,
knowing we had carried Nova Scotia
from end to end when in power. He
thought he would try the same course.
He said on a recent occasion, "I
have got a majority in Ontario,
and the smaller Provinces will
go with those who have the majority,"
or something like it. That was the
principle the hon. gentleman brought
into play. He violated that principle
in regard to the whole Province of Nova
Scotia, although a delay of one day
would have enabled hiin to reach the
most remote part of Nova Seotia. The
hon. gentleman violated Lis priaciples,
and held over the elections for the whole
Province until the leader of his party,
the present hon. Minister of Militia,
was able to say to the people of Nova
Scotia, " 1 ou observe that the elections
have been carried by the Government
in the greater portion of the country,
nnd if every Nova Scotian member is

M. TUPPER.

elected in opposition, they will be out
of power for five years, because the
Government will have a large majority
in spite of anything they can do." That
was the advantage it gave them. What
use did ho make of it ? He made the
most corrupt use of it possible to cor-
ceive. Armed with authority, known
to be the bosom friend of the hon. the
Prime Minister, known to be the leader
of the party in Nova Scotia, it enabled
him to accomplish the most gigantic act
of corruption ever performcd in Canada.
You talk about electoral corrup-
tion, about a law to prevent a voter
being bribed by a candidate; that hon,
gentleman, by a majority of 9D, had
been swept aside and left out ii the
cold. And what did he do ? He turned
a majority of 98, by the corrupt excr-
cise of the power of the Crown, by
corrupt bargains that he made,and bar-
gains that have been fulfilled and car-
ried out by the hon. the First Minister,
as 1 will show, into a majority of 2,147.
The House wi Il remem ber that hon. gen-
tlemen opposite have amended (?) the
Election Law, whieh was enacted.
They found on the Statute-book
an efficient law to prevent bribery
and corruption, and it was amended so
as to enable them by withholding a
writ, in defiance of law, to allow certain
members to retain their seats until the
House was about to meet. Although
theyknewthe hon. gentleman could not
take his seat in the louse, and that one
of his colleagues by a report of the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections had
no seat; although they knew those t wo
hon. gentlemen sat in the House and
voted; though " their seats were void
as if they were dead " in the words
of the law, they brought into the House
an amendmient to the Statute which
renders it open to any hon. gentleman
to bribe as extensively as ho likes,
provided it is for the last Session.
What is the effect? They brought in
this amendment-that it is not posFd-
ble for the court to try an election
case during the sitting of the House;
and withheld the writs for Hal ifax and
Digby until no proceedings could be
takeri before their seats were again
vacant by dissolution. That ought
to place me in the position o
being able to say, but I will bow
with all respect to the ruling of Mr'.
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speaker, if I cannot say, what I ought
to be able to say, that the most
scandalous bribery and corruption was
used personally in the election which
has just taken place. I am now deal-
ing % ith the gigantie corruption prie-
tieed by the hon. gentleman, which
enabled him to turn a minoritv of 98
into a majority of 2,147. I will show
how the hon the First Minister
redeemed the pledges made, and car-
ried out the corrupt bargains which
enabled the present hon. Minister of
31ilitia to make that enormous change
in his position to the electors wio had
already rejected him, and then the
Bouse will1 see whether I have answer-
ed the challenge of the hon. the First
Minister to show a case in which the
power of the Crown was ever exercised
to help a struggling eandidate. What
did he do ? This lion. gentleman, who
had proelaimed to the world that
thie policy of himself and his
party was to punish the men
who had earried the Union,
this gentleman who had attacked and
assailed Mi. P. C. Hill, again and
again as having bartered away the
rits of his country in aiding and
assistng the earrying of the Union
induced him to desert his party. le
is known to be the most influential
gentleman in the whole countv of
Halifax. le supported myself 'and
the policy with vhich t was con nected;
and he was the gentleman who was
invited to take the office of Pro.
vincial Secretary, which I had
rendered vacant by my resignation.
He was placed at the head of the
Union party of Nova Sceotia, but he
Was taken out of the hands of the
Union party, by the action of the
hon. mexîber for Halifax, at the
sacrifice of all the principles which he
bad professed. Wbat was the nature
of the bargain which was then made ?
When I tell you that Mr. Ross had
to resign and Mr. Vail took his
place, and Mr. Hill took Mr. Vail's
place as the leader of the party with
which the hon. member for Halifax is
connected, in the Province of Nova
Scotia, you will see how the power
of the Crown was used to make a va-
cancy and carry out the bargain by
Which Mr. Hill, and a thousand men
at his back, whom he was able to in-

fluence were transferred from the Union
ranks. and went over and su)poied the
hon. member for Halifax. If that
does not satisfy the bon. the Prime
Minister, I will give him-if he asks
me for then privately-the naines of
thi ee other leading men, independent
i supporters of the poliey and the party
wiih which I was connected- w lo went
over at hie saine time to the e:emy,
changing this minoriiy of 98 into a
majoriv of 2,147, and who have since
reecived at hie bands of the First
Minister of tle Crown three of the
highest positions in tiis coantry. I
do not intend to m;me these gentlemen
or the offices which they received, but
I hold myself responsible to sat isfy the
First Minister that I am warranted in
making this statement, and if I am
wrongr he may correct me before the
Ionse.

MR. JONES (Halifax): Name them.
Ma. TUPPER: There are reasons

why I should not do so.
Some HoN. MEMBERS: Naie.
MR. TUPPER : I dare say the hon.

member would like to have every per-
son, however high the position ie nay
hold to-day, oecupy the sanie position
which he occupies in the esteem of this
cou n try.

Mii. MACKENZIE:1 bave only to
say that I beg the hon. gentleman
to execise no reserve on my aceouit.

MR. TUPPER: I am not exercising
any reserve on the aceount of the First
Miniter. I do not think I should feel
so disposed to spare him if I had not
higher and moi e important reasons for
not making the statement.

MR. JONES: The bon. gentleman
bas referred to Nova Seotia gentle-
men, as having been bribed to leave
their own party by the present Gov-
ernment through myself, and I claim
that having mentioned that here, he
is bound to give the nanes her e.

Ma. TUPPER: Now, I think I have
shown a tolerably close alliance be-
tween the Federal Government and the
Local Government ; but I will go fur-
ther, and I will say that under the
advice of the h9n. gentleman, and
under the advice of Mr. Vail, an office
was created in Nova Scotia. A gentle-
man was appointed to fili it, but
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suddenly lie was tumbled out of, turn-
ed out of, and dismissed, from office-
and for what purpose ? Why, the
exigenc:es of the Government of Nova
Scotia came again to the fore. Mr.
Weeks was offered a seat in the
Local Government, and a vacancy was
needed to carry out the designs of these
gentlemen. A seat was wanted for
him as Attorney-General, and a vacant
seat was purchased by appointing the
member for Guysboro' to the office
created by the Government of the
Dominion. This was rendered va-
cant by the expulsion fron that
position of the gentleman whom
they themselves had appointed
to it, and a member of the Local
Legislature was placed in it,
and even when the local Attorney-
General went to run the election in
that county, we found that again the
power of the Crown had been exer-
cised. lie could not be elected, and
we found the leader of the Opposi-
tion in that county suddenly in
the ranks of the hon. gentle-
man opposite, in return for a high
office conferred upon him by the
Dominion Government. And I say
that if the hon. gentleman wants evi-
dence, not only of an alliance with the
Local Governmrent of the clearest and
most unqualified, and also of the
most corrupt character, the records
of the Province of Nova Scotia and
their dealings with this Government,
furnish the most abundant and un-
doubted evidence ofit. WellSir,I would
like to ask the hon. the First Minister,
whether he considers, with the
knowledge before him, that the seats
for Digby and Halifax must be vacatedc
-of the fact of these gentlemen having
received an immense amount of public
money,-I would ask the hon, gen-
tleman whether he thinks it was a
just or correct thing for a Govern-
ment professing such exalted purity
and such an exalted standard of pub-
lic morality, to keep a Minister in
that position with the evidence before
him furnished by a Committee on
which half-a-dozen members ot the Gov-
ernment were to bo found, that his
Eeat was void. Yet they kept that gen-
tleman and one of his colleagues in
the Cabinet until the issue of the writ
followed so closely upon the meeting

MR. TUPPER.

of Parliament as to make it impossi-
hle to apply the law in relation to
those elections, in addition to the oppor-
tunity thus afforded for the use of il-
ligitimate means in earrying the elee-
tion. There is one other reason wbich
I can suppose influenced the hon. gen-
tleinan, and that was this : they found
it convenient to issue the writ con-
temporaneously with the time when
the citizens of Halifax, when every
man, woman and child in Halifax who
had any intelligence, were eagerly
and anxiously struggling to secure the
anvantage to Halifax of being the
winter freight port, and the mer-
chants were negotiating with this
Governnent for it, so that if the hon.
gentleman wants evidence of the
power of the Crown having been used
in this regard, I think that he will
find it in bis own statements as a
candidate on the bustings,with relation
to this vital question that every person
of all parties felt the deepest interest
i n.

MR. MILLS: What about the case
of the hon. memaber for Northumber-
land.

Ma. T U PPER: I do not know what
the case of the hon. member for
Northumberland bas to do with it.

Ma. MITCHELL: Allow me to
answer, and I will soon teli the hon.
gentleman what it had to do with it.
My public card informis the country of
the reason why the member for
Northumberland delayed bis resigna-
tion. It w-as because he felit it to be
the duty of the First Minister, with
forty seats affected and with the naines
of forty gentlemen so assailed in
this House, to have purified the
House, and in accordance with his
principles, gone to the country. This
was the only reason why I delayed my
resignation so long. I delayed it
until I saw there was no hope for it;
and there is a gentleman in this House,
a leading member, who supports the
hon. the leader of the Government who
knows that my conviction as late as
last July was that the House would be
dissolved, and my conviction was s0
strong that I was prepared to stake
something more than an opinion on it,
and I am looking at that gentleman
now.
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MR. TUPPER: I consider the alla-
sion of the bon. the Minister of the
Interior to the case of the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland unfortunate
for himself, for the case of the hon.
member for Northumberland forms a
bright contrast with the case to which
I have referred. Oniy a technical
difficulty arose, and the hon. gentle-
man, finding this technical difficulty,
naturally withheld bis resignation
until be found that the hon. the First
Minister was not going to discharge
his duty to the Hlouse and the country
by dissolving it and making an appeal
to the people. The bon. gentleman
(Mr. Mitchell) then threw himseif
into the bands of bis constituents, and
with what result ? Why, all the hon.
gentleman bad to show was bis record
of straightforward and uncompromi s-
ing bostility to the bon. gentlemen
opposite to ho sont back here by acela-
mation by one of the finest counties to
be fonnd in the whole Province of
New Brunswick. W hen the bon. the
Premier w-as secking to help the cause
of his struggling candidates, whe n bis
Minister of Militia was floundering in
the deep, when ho was despatching all
tlie tolegrams lie could send, and exer-
cising ill the official interference
which ie could use in that election
for the purpose of bolstering up bis
eause, when he (Mr. Joncs) was strug-
gling to keep the surging waters fronm
submerging him altogether, where
w-as the bon. member for Northum-
berland? Why, ho was floating on the
crest of a triumphant popular wave
that sends him bere to vindicate tho
interests of the country in this fHouse.
Al1 the bon. gentleman (Mr. Mitchell)
had to do was to place himself in the
hands of bis electors, and ho had
nothing to fear. Wbat more? The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Jones), in bis
card of thanks to the electors, says
that bis election was a Free-trade
triumph, and this, Sir, in a constituency
where in 1874 he had a majority of
2,147, a strictly party majority.

MR. JONES: Oh!

M1R. TUPPER: Doos the hon, gentle-
man mean to say that he did not ex-
pect to have that majority ?

MR. JONES: I might have thought
I would be likely to have more.

MR. TUPPER: Does the hon. gentle-
man mean to say that alter the coali-
tion with Mr. Hill, and with the addi-
tional support obtained from the
leaders of the Conservative party there,
through the means to wbich I have
referred. and the use of the power of
the Crown in bis favour, that majority
was one on which he could not rely,
and that ho did not expect to have it
at this election ? I pause for a reply.

MR. JONES: Mr. Hill was not with
me.

MR. TUPPER: Mi. ill was the
ally of this Government, and can the
bon. gentlemen opposite say that there
was no alliance w-hen tho spectacle
was there presented of having their
Minister's battle fought all over the
country by the Premier of Nova
Scotia.

MR. JONES : But iii 1874 ?

Mn. TUPPER: In 184, Mr. ILI
w-as with the hon. gentleman, ad in
1874, Mr. Hill's adhesion to the euse
of hon. gentlemtei opposite, and bis
vit.hdrawal fr'oi the Conservative

party in conection with ol her' par1ties ,
changed the majority of the lion.
genotleman (Mr. Jones). That H11il-
Jones alliance gave hia the majority
of 2,147. But if this was not the case
-if INIr. lI joined the ranks of bon.

gentlemen opposite subsequently, thon
the case became a great deal stronger,
because the hon. gentleman ought
then to have had a much larger
majority with Mr. Hill's support than
be otherwise would have had. The
bon. gentleman seems to question bis
confidence in being entitled to that
majority. I will give tbe flouse evi-
dence on that point which he will
scarcely be able to controvert. I hold
in my Iaand an article whieh was pub-
lished in the Acadian Recorder, one of
the most violent and determined por-
tions of the press supporting the hon.
gentleman, and this shows what was
thought when this statement was
made on January 18, 1878. It says
that the battle was fought by the same
party that fought the battie of 1874,
and that the hon. gentleman could con-
fidently expect the same majority now
as then. It states :-

" In 1874, when, as we pointed out last
evening, the sanie gang as are now fooling
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Mr. M. H. Richey were engaged in playing off
Mr. Robb, when Drp. Parker and Almond
and Hon. James Macdo iald and the others
were doing all in tleir power to secure Mr.
Robb's election, the vote in t1 is comnty stood.
total-, Jones 2,979, Robb 834. We see no
reason why, if the citizens of Halifax are
true to their own iuterests, Mr. Richev should
receive a larger vote than Mr. Robb. The
latter had greater claims to the support of a
large num ber of the electors than bas Mr
Richey. We think there are very few of
those who voted for Mr. Jones in 1874, but
will do se now ; and it is quite certain that
many who were led away by stron2 partizan
sentiment in 1874 to oppose Mr. Jones, will
now in the interests of Halifax give him
their support."

There was the statement which was
made by one of the strongest supporters
in the press ofthe hon.gentleman,and it
declares that he had a right to expect
that the same parties which sustained
him in 1874 would sustain him then,
with this addition, that a large num-
ber of gentlemen, seeing the interests
of Halifax trembling in the balance, as
was the case it that moment, would
not work against a Minister of the
Government with whom they were
negotiating. But I happen to have
evidence that the hon. gentleman bas
the gcratest respect for, and which
vil settle this question and satisfy the

liouse that he expected,or that ifhe did
not expect, ho ouht to Lave expected
the same majority which ho had in
1874. I will give the hon.gentleman the
evidence of his own statements. I
undertook to say on the floor of this
House, a year ago,that a great change
had taken place in the city and
county of Ilalifax, and in the public
sentiment of the country ; I ventured
to say that on that occasion, because
of' what had taken place, when a
Senatorship felI vacant. Every man
in Nova Scotia, as well as every
gentleman in this House,agreed that the
hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Power)
was entitled to it, and this
position was offered to that hon.
gentleman and was accepted by
him, but it was abandoned because,
when these gentlemen called a meeting
of their supporters for the purpose of
selecting a suceessor to run the elec-
tion, they found that it would not be
well to go into such an election at all.
Now, I will give the answer which the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Jones) ventured

MR. TUPPER.

to give me in this House on that point,
and I will convince him that if he did
not tbink that bis majority of
1874 was a strictly party majority,

.ho thought it was a majority
on which Lis party could rely now, or
at all events he ought to Lave thought
so, because he said so. The hon. gen-
tleman then said:-

" The hon. gentleman, in referrinz to the
condition of the public mind,said that the gov-
ern ment had not ventured to open the con-
stituency of Halifax, because they were
afraid that an Opposition member might, be
returned. There was no one more anxious
than bimnself, that his colleague, who had
se long and worthily represented the countv,
should have taken that position, if he bai
thouglit it consistent with his own feelings.
If, however, the hon. gentleman had done so,
and there hiad been an election he would
have been returned by as large a majority as
he (Mr. Jones) hiad at the last election."

There, Sir, is his own doclaration; that
is, that his majority of 1874, was, last
election, as t contended it was,
secured with the same condition
of parties that existed to-day,
but with this difference-that the
people, the intelligent electors of
that fine county and city, Lad had the
opportunity of witnessing the record of
this Administration and its mal-admin-
istration of affairs for four years, and
with that diference the parties osten-
sibly stood in the same position now
as then. And I will invite the atten-
tion of the First Minister to the verdict
ho has obtained-a verdict obtainod, as
I have shown, by an alliance formed
between the hon. gentleman and the
strongest men who formerly were
opposed to him, in violation of all the
prineiples ho had professed and which
were professed by the Government of
which ho is a member. No one eau
look at that majority of 2,147 eut
down to a miserable majority of 228
votes, without seeing that without the
power of the Crown being exercised,
as it vas exercised. in this
instance, and the withholding of
the writ down to the last mo-
ment, so as to make this question,
then trembling in the balance, valuable
for the Government- instead of having
a small majority of 228, i'
place of a majority of over 2,000,
the hon. gentleman would have
been in a miserable minority. And
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I have no hesitation in saving, as
I said to this House a year ago, that
an overwhelming change had taken

place in the county of Halifax. I also
say that those who live to sec a general
clection will find everything re-
versed, with tbe conviction * in
the public mind that these men will
not be able to exercise the powor
of the Crown for or against
anybody for manv months. I
have no hesitation in saying that,
under these circumstances, when the
election takes place, the city and
county of Halifax will prove to be one
of the surest constituences that the
great Liberal Conservative party can
rely upon ; and I will leave
my reputation as a prophet de-
pendent on the realization of that
prophecy. I have shown that all the
qualifications which the hon. gentle-
man possesses, and all the reasons that
could entitle.him to the support and
tbe confidence of this Government, is
that he had shown himself to be a
iigh-priest in corruption; and that the
First Minister corcluded that he had
given such evidences of his qualifi-
cations to enter that great party
to uphold the standard of public mor-
ality, and that ho was so distinguished
a corruptionist, that he must actually
be canonized, and therefore he brought
him (Mr. Joncs) into the Adminis-
tration. Were there no reasons, no
public reasons, why he should not
be a member of this Government.
I think there were ; and I think that
although we differ upon the question
of coalitions-for my right hon. friend
the member for Kingston holds now,
as always, that men who honestly
agree on the great public questions of
the day might differ on other questions,
and that whatever their past record
had been they may unite in forming
an Administration to carry on the
the public affairs of the country,-there
is Onef ground upon which we agree.
The position of my right hon. friend,
which I have mentioned, has been
controverted by the hon. gentlemen
oPposite; they have held that no per-
son but a lite-long Reformer should
enter the Government; but, neverthe-
less, the Minister of Militia, who
exhibited hostility to the Union
il 1867, after a life spent in op-

posing the part:e- with which these
hon. gentlemen had been identified, was
taken into the Cabinet. But, how-
ever we may differ on the question of
coalition from that point of view,
there is one ground upon which we all
agree or ought to, and that is-that no
more demoralising public spectacle
can be exhibited in this country than
the formation of an Administration or
a combination of men who, on im-
portant leading public questions, are
in open and avowed antagonism. We
are al agreed that whatever views
we inay hold on theories respecting
coalitions, we are agreed that there can
be nothing more monstrous, and noth-
ing more corrupt, and nothing more
disgraceful than that of a combination
of men who take office for the sake of
office,and whofor the sake of office, sink
their differences upon leading and im-
portant publie questions, doing al! this
for the sake of combining together
and sharing office and power. I will
say nothing about the emolunents.

MIR. MILLS: Hear, hear.

MR. TUPPER : The hon. gentlernan
says, "hear, hear; " but I will put the
views of that hon. gentleman side by
side with those of the hon gentleman,
the Minister of Militia, and I wili
show him whether they ean sit in the
same Cabinet together without one or
the other giving up their views or
sentiments as contained in the pub-
lic records of Parliament, on the
most important and leading questions.
I refer now to the great sugar-refin-
ing interest, a question that the hon.
gentleman says, "hear, hear," to. I
refer to a question respecting which
the hon. gentleman (Mr». Jones) stated
one 'year ago in this House that it
was a vital one ; that the Government
were failing in their duty, that it
was a question, not merely of a few
persons engaged in sugar-refining, but
of a West India trade worth three or
four millions per annum to this coun-
try. lie argued that this question was
one of not only gigantie importance,
but one of vital importance to the
constituency he has the honour to re-
present in this House. What did the
hon. gentleman say upon that sub-
ject in 1876 on the floor of this House.
He then spoke as follows:-
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l He thought that they had abundant
proof that whereas in this case on the raw
material 50 per cent. duty was paid, only 40
per cent. was paid on the refined article,
affording to foreigners a very considerable
advantage, The Goverament would be jus-
tified in aîking the flouse to authorize them
to impose on refined sugar a duty equal to
the bounty granted their refiners by foreicun
governinents. He was willing that we shoultd
trade with the United States on fair terns,
but if by a bounty system they tried to con-
trol our market andi utterly ruin our iiterests
it was the duty of the Administration to
levy such duties as to place Canadian on
an equal footmg with foreign ianufacturers.
He gathered froim the observations of bis
hon. fi-iend that the abolition of the sugar
luties Lad Lad the etfect on the sugar re-

finery at Montreal which he haid anticipatecd,
and the resutlt had been an advance of 1.1
cents per pound on the sugar ianuacturdti
in this refinery. T his was natural and was
to hate been expected. The qualities of the
Sngar whii had been manufactured in
Montreal were excellent; and it wvas to be
r emembered that inexnerienced people conhl
with ease be led tu believe that sugar was oi
Ligh, when it w-as Iin reality cfa vei v' inioIii,

H1e said again:--

" If the refinerv in Montireal couli have
been itworked indier the present systei, nou
application would have been mnade ; but it
liad been suftficiently demnonstrated that it
was impossible to keep open refineries in the
face of the bounty allo-ed by the United
States. It was no use tinkering with the
taritf, but the Governnent should be prepar-
ed to deal with. the American systeni which
wtas annihilating our trade, when $2.50 duty
per 100 pounds was paid, and a drawback of
$3.60 was allowed, whicli was equal to balf a
cent per round. It was plain to beseen that
no tariff would enable a refinery to exist in
Canada unless a duty was imposed equal to
the bounty ; it would be no use trying to do
anything."

So much for the hon. gentleman's views
in 1876. I will now show that these
views were not changed in 1877, when
the bon. gentleman again reiterated his
sentiments in the strongest terms on
this subject, and declared that a West
India trade of three or four millions, in
which bis own constituents were vitally
interested, hung in the balance. We
will now sec what the views of bis col-
league, the hon. the Minister of the
Initerior, was on that question. They
were as follows :-

" He was unable to perceive that any
drawback was given in the States, and lie
would quote figures from the Trade and
Navigation Returns which proved that this
was the case. No refinery in the Dominion

Mit. TUPPER.

could be closed owing to the policy pursued
by the American Governmert. Supposing
the American refiner obtained 55 cents of
drawback per 100 lbs, this put $2.50 into
the public treasury. What systen must be
followed in order to sectire instead of 70 ls.
or,ß8 lbs. of the highest quality-131 lbs. of
interior variety and 11¼ lbs. of syrup fron
100 lbs. of the unrefined article? and if an
inferior article was used, a larger quantity
nust be produced to obtain the saine result.
This was sufficient to show that the state-
ment with reference to the bounty afforde]
under that system was preposterous."

And the hon. the Minister of Finance
told im it would tako $600,000 a vear
out of the treasury of Canada for
the purpose of building up and sup-
porting a refinery in this countrv,
so that on a question of the greni-
est import to the whole country-
a question, regarditg whieb, accord-
ingî to the hon. gentleman, every

person in this eountry was to uffer hv
i te price of sugar inereaset.

il er the refinerýies had been crutshedý
by tie poliey of this Admiiistration--
he was at variance with the Govern-
ment. The hon. gentleman, wben ai
Independent member of this House,
naintained that the interests of his
constituents were intimately and
largely connected with tbis suîbject;
and that the whole of the West Iniai
trade of this country was going to be
saerificed unless the hon. gentlemen
opposite could be induced to chang
their policy. But suddenly-at the very
time when ho was putting forwarl to
the electors of Halifax, as one of Ihe
reasons why they should elect him, the
fact that he was one of the Independent
members of the flouse-for as an Inde-
pendent member of the House ho was
tighting against -the Government on
that question at that moment-the
hon. gentleman bas office presented to
him, and having office presented to hin
lie forgets bis declarations on the floor
of this flouse; he forgets his antagon-
ism with the Government on this in-
portant public question; he forgets the
interest of his own constituents; hO
accepts the shilling and enlists tO
serve under the banner of the Govern-
ment whom he himself declared was, on
a vital and important public questiOI,
utterly in antagonism with the interests
of this country, and especially with
the interest of his own constituents. I
say that was a reason wby the hon.
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gentleman should not be offered a

portfolio, and why it could not be
accepted by him if offered, because one
of two things was certain, cither the
G4overnment must change its policy
and accept that of the hon. gentleman,
or he must abandon the battle be has
been fighting in the interests of his
country and of his constituents. I
sav, that it was impossible, under
these circumstances, for the hon.
gentleman to accept office. It
iS impossible for gentlemen under
ihese circumstances of open and
avowed antagonism to the Admin.istia-
of the day upon an important question
-a question which is admitted to he
vital-it is impossible for this gentle-
man to go into the same Administration
without his country feeling that both
the Government on the one side and
the gentleman who joins them on the
other is in accord in this : that office,
power and place are to be obtained at
anv price. Is it of little consequence
if the demoralizing spectacle is
presented to the country of an abandon-
ment of principle for tbe sake of office
and for the sake of power ? But, Sir,
there is another reason why the hon.
gentleman should not have accepted
office. Hle says it was a Free-trade
triumph. A Free-trade triumph ! Why,
Sir, I hold in my hand a manifesto of
the hon. gentleman's opinion published
during this very contest-a letter
addressed by himself to Sir Francis
lincks-in which he argues not only

the question of protection to sugar,
but, incidentally, in connection with
that, the whole question of Protection
in the most able and convincing
manner. And that was given to the pub-
lic before the portfolio was offered to the
hon. gentleman as the creed to which
he had subscribed, and the grounds on
which ho asked for public confidence.
What does be say ? H1e publishes the
letter as evidence of his sentiments,
he says, on this important protection
question. I will read this, and the hon.
gentleman opposite may say " hear,
hear, as he recognizes passage by
passage maintaining in the clearest and
ablest manner the doctrine which this
Side of the House hold as essential
to the advancement of the country at
large.

"You inay, perhaps, remeinber that dur-
8

ing the last Session of Parliament we had
several conversations on the subject orthe
tariff, which was in t-one ineasure before
Parliament, when the Bill to abolish the
duties on tea and colee was presented te the
House. At that time I ventured- to draw
your attention to the inequalities that existed
with respect to levying the duties on raw
and refined suigar ; and a a business Man
taking a lhvelv interest in all that relates to
the financial prosperity of the coniry, with
which financial interests are Po naturally
identified, and having given a good deal of
thought to sone branches oflthe subject, and
having, I nay add very considerable experi-
ence in these branches, to which I purpose
referring, I take the liberty very respectfully
of submitting my views."

Are these his views now ? Hle pub-
lished tlhem as his views when he asked
the electors of Halifax to eleet him
as a iemaber.

MR. JONES : Yes, Sir; they are My
views.

MR. TUPPER: Thon the bon. gen-
tieian must ask his colleagues to
change their views, and the position
they hold towards the country will not
be a very edifying spectacle.

" I take the liberty very respectfully of
submitting mny views, with the hope that they
may be found not only in accorda.2ce with
your own, but also as likely, by a satisfactory
settlement of a difficult question, to promote
the best interests ot the country at large. I
may commence by saying that when the
present sugar tariff was introduced by Sir
John Rose in 1868"-

I am reading the letter not as it was
written exactly, but as it was given
by him to the press, or, at least, as it
was published in the press.
"the basis ained at was a compromise be-
tween all parties without being very'satisfac-
tory to eitber. Since that time, however, very
and important changes have taken place,
arising not only out of the great improve-
ments in the process of refining,,but also
with respect to the more liberal excise con-
cessions which have been mide by our
American neighbours with the object ne doubt
of directing a large portion of our trade into
their hands, and which, in my opinion, calils
for imimediate action in our own Parliament
on the subject."

But he does not call so loudly as to
prevent the hon. gentleman's mouth
being closed by a portfolio.

" I, of course, should not presume to offer
any opinion as to 'the ainount of duty that
should be levied on this sweet; but bearing
in mind that the article cannot be produced
at hone, and that it enters very largely into
daily use in every household in theDoninion,
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coupled with the fact that both tne Imperial
and the American Governments have recent-
Jy, by large reductions in duty, been cheap-
ening this article ot prime necessity to the
consunmer. i t appears to me that it is deir-
able to make Canada-a cheap country to live
in,µd thus attract inmigration to our shores.
It mmust follow that it would be, wise policy
on the part of the Governnent to do all
they could by judicious legislation to place
such an article of daily consumption as
muchas possible within the reaeh of the
suasses, assured as they might all be, that
any teiporary red-uctior would very soon
be more than made up by the increased
consunmption that would result from it. 1
said at the begin ning that the present duty
was a compromise between all parties, and not
aitogether sqtisictory to either. The dissatis.
faction arose chiefly on the specific duty which
being basel on classification is not and eau-
not always be iirly applied. In the course
of my experience I have known several in-
stances where what vas considered under
No. 9, aL one port of the Dominion, was
classed over that number and subjected to a
higher diuty at«another port of er try,; and the
parties who had purchased on the faith of
the first classification being correct were
called on to pay the increased anount,
which would seriously affect the resuit of
that operation. This want of uniformity
does not always arise from the want of ability
or faithfuluess on tbe part of the appraisers
but, as will frequently happen, the sample
drawn at one time will not correspond with
those taken at another, drawn perhaps more
or less carefully or from different parts of
the package. Under these circunistances, I
think it would be'extremely desirable if -this
difficulty could be obviated, andthis I think,'
còuld be easily accomplished by abandoning
the principle of specific daty, and by substi-
tuting in iL place the fairer one of an ad val-
orem duty fbr the full amount required."
And yet the hon. gentleman, unable to
induce the Finance Minister to make
this change, which, he says, is so easily
accomplisbed and will accomplish so
much, becomes a colleague of the
Ministers who refuse to make the
change ; he says -

" The prescut duly according to public re-
turns averages a trifle over 2 cents per lb.,
on all kinds, and if this average is to be
maintained, I would recommend that the
:specific duty be repealed altogether, and an
ad valorem duty of 40 per cent. be substi-
tuted, with this difference, that the 40, per
-cent. shall only apply to raw sugar, while
refined should pay 55 per cent."
That is an application for an amount
of protection that exceeds aiything
that has ever been asked by any other
parties in this country. So fue as I
am aware, the hon. gentleman is not
only a protectionist, but a most ex-
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trame prowectiouist, demanding--as
was remarked by an lion. gentleman
on this side of the Ilonse-that -a
Chinese wall be raised in refOrence to
the importation of sugar into our
country. Well, what more ? I now
come to the mode'in which he argues
for the protection of sugar, and which
the bon. the Min ister of the Interior
will find is equally applicable, and
equally convincing, applied line by
line, and principle by principle to
thò wholé question of Protection, as
advocated by the gentleman on this
side of the House in favour of
Canadian industries at large, he says:
" This apparent protection " - the
most monstrous protection that has
ever been asked, greater than Mr.
Dunstan, of Halif»ax, or Druimond, of
Montreal, have ever asked. This gen-
tleman, who, at that time, in justice
to him I must sày, had become recently
a stockholder in a" large sugar refinery
about to be built in Halifax.

Ma. JONES: No, Sir; I had not.

MR. TUPPER: I have the hon.
gentleman's prospectus in my hand, in
which he puts out his name as one of
a provisional director, an inducement
to persons te become engaged with
him, in -building up this industry:

" This apparent protection is defensible on
many grounds-"
Mark these grounds; and mark how in
every line and word the hon. gentle-
man cuts the ground from his col-
leagues, whom he h-as joined, and raises
the cry of Protection in this industry.

"This apparent protection is defensible on
many grounds, chiefly bqcause in Great
Britain they have large refineries, with ail
modern improvementb, with cheap labour,
cheap money, and a large market to buy and
sell in. For this reason they can manufac-
ture more cheaply thaa in any part of the
world, with the advantage of a large market
at home to take cff.their goods."
He now deaLs with the question of
slaughtering in all its bearings, and
urges Sir Francis Hincks to preveht
the slaughtering of Canadian indus-
tries by foreigners outside. He said:-

But, although they have this large mar-
ket, it of ten happens that rather than reduce
their prices at home, they prefer making
shipments and loss, if any, abroad, and hence
it is that large shipments are at times made
to all parts of the Dominion and thrown into,
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the market, generally at a loss, to the great
injury of the refiner, without, on tI e average,
being of much advantage to the consumer;
for this reason that source of snpply cannot
be depended on, for non e cornes forward if the
market at home admits cf their selling it
there to ad van tage."

What do the bon. gentleman's col-
leagues think of that for a Free-trader?
He argues, out the whole question of
slaughtering, and shows that unless we

proteet our own industries, they wiil
be crushed out; not by legitimate trade
from abroad, but by parties who witl
not reduce their prices abroad, but
crush out our industries by reducing
tho price in our market. What
does the hon. Prime Minister tell you ?
And what does the bon. the
Finance Minister tell ycu? That
this great reduction of price is a
great advantage, because our people
can buy for less than they would
otherwise have to pay. What does
the hon the Minister of the Interior
think of the doctrine that no advan-
tage is secured by that reduction, be-
cause of the slaughtering of Canadian
industries, since the foreigner can
have exactly the same price he charges
at home so soon as he has crushed out
our industries ?

" Again. you are no doubt aware that the
American Governient-"

Mark, Sir, this American Government,
that we are told is sacrificing every-
body in their country by a high pro-
tective policy, is held up by this Min.
ister of the Militia, to the admiring
gaze of Sir Francis -Hincks, as a Gov-
ernment that is alive to the interests
of their own country. He says:

" Again, you are no doubt aware that the
American Government, always alive to the
mnterests of their people, and all that relates
to the prosperity of their country, have re-
cently passed a Treasury Order, increasing
very considerably the draw-back on white re-
fined sugar, the result of which, I learn, has
been that the great bulk of that quality now
used in Canada comes from that quarter,
and their manufacture is entirely abandoned
at Montreal, where formerly large quantities
were made ; hence, it follows, that if our
trade is to be encouraged or sustained, such
exceptional legislation as I have referred to,
must be met by corresponding lëgislation on
our part."

Exactly what we claim ; but then he
goes on to the general question of Pro-

8

tection. Hcar him, again ! what does
he say ?

" On principle, I am not one of those who
advocate or believe in the policy of high pro-
tective tariffsi-"
Mark, Sir, he qualifies-he does not say
he is not an advocate o a protective
tariff on principle. He is not an advo-
cate of a high protective tariff. I will
show you that he was an advocate of
the bighest protective tariff ever asked
or proposed anywhere-the higbest
taritf ever proposed in this country. I
will show you that he is an advocale of
a tariff as high as 150 per cent. on
petroleum, which the hon. gentleman
advocated and maintained aainst a

geritleman on this side of the House.
"On principle, I am not one or those who

advocate or believe in the policy ot higli pro-
tective tariffs, but I have belore me the policy
of the Goveriment which bas frequently been
affirmed by Parliament, whereby a protection
of 15 per cent. to 20 per cent., is afforded to
nany nanufactuen ginterests ofthe country;
and 1 only ask if th policy is to be continued
that an interest so large as the one I refer to
should b placed on as favourable terms. I
nay mention that boots and shoes, brooms
and baskets, caps and bats, soap, clothing,
warp, cottons and woollens, leather, machin-
ery and nails, sails, vinegar, etc., aud many
other articles have a protection of 15 per cent,
while rum and whiskey, tobacco, petroleum,
and beer, are all nrotected to a much larger
extent. On this ground, therefore, and this
alone, I believe the people of Canada would
not object to the refinery interests of the
country being placed on an equal footing ast
indicated in the preceding suggestions; and
I trust from your well known familiarity with
the subjebt, that these views may comnend
themselves to your judgment. I presune it
will be generally admitted that every branch
of industry should be placed on the same
footing, and I cannot for a moment conceive
how this interest, from which nearly one-
fourth of our revenue is collected, should, so
far as tariff arr'angements are concerned, be
placed at a.disadvantage. Our great staples
of exports are fish, lumber and coal, which
fInd a market in the West .Indies. From
thence the course of trade is that our vessels
bring back their proceeds in sugar and molas-
ses. Formerly we had a large and increasing
trade in these articles, but since so much
English and American refined sugars have
been coming in the market it lias fallen off
very considerably, being directed chiefly to
Boston; where the refiners have the benefit et
our vessels as their carriers; and after the
sugar is refined they then send it to the market
where it should have corne in its raw condi-

• tion. I feel assured if my views were carried
out, that it would give an important stimulus
to the refining interests and tend to the estab-
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lishnent of refineries in all the large ports of
the Dominion. At the time' of the Union, a
large establishment was in the course of
erection, fostered by the Act of the Local
Government admitting raw sugars at 50 cents
less duty for refining purposes, which law,
no doubt, still remains in force; but the coni-
petition from abroad has been so great that
parties have hesitated embarking so large a
capital as this outlay would involve, until a
readjustiment of the tarifftook place, which I
hope nay be during the coming Session.
The views I have thus hastily eommitted
would, I feel sure, be approved by the entire
mercantile community interested in this
branch of commerce, and, if necessary, I
could obtain their recoimendation at any
time.

«I have the honour to remain,
"Your obedient servant,

" A. G. JoNEs."

I have read the entire letter in order
that the House may see not only what
views the hon. gentleman held, but, in
fact-how he has answered all objec.
tions raised by hon. gentlemen
opposite against protecting our own
Canadian industries from foreign
competition. What applies to sugar,
applies, as he himself points out, to all
other manufactures. He claims that
even a protection of 150 per cent. on
petroleum furnished a basis; and the
protection given to whiskey, furnished
a basis for having all industries placed
upon the same fboting. Now, Sir, I
intend to leave thit branch of the sub-
ject and to draw tho attention of the
flouse to another point in which, I
think, tlie hon. gentlemau's divergence
from the opinions of his colleagues
ought to have been sufficient to have
prevented them upon their part
receiving him, even if they were will-
ing to receive him at a sacrifice of
principle, or his accepting that hon.
gentleman's position in the Cabinet. I
refer to the question of British Colum-
bia. Every person knows that, consis-
tently with the gentleman's bitter hos-
tility to the Union ofthe Provinces, le
was one of the most violent opponents
of the introduction of British Columbia
into this Dominion. Those who do
not know, I will tell. One of the
strongest charges brought against the
party to which I have the honour to
belong, and the Government of which
I had the honour to be a member,
was the representation given to
British Columbia. Ie excited and
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exasperated, as far as he was able, only
the other night, bis own constituents
-- he exasperated his constituents, es
far as he could- against what he
characterized as the unfair repre-
sentation given to British Colum
bia in this louse of Commons. But
there is a more important question
than that. He is known to be a
violent opponent of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, and I would ask the
House to contrast his opinions
with the declarations made by
the hon. the First Minister to the
electors of this country, when he
first assumed office, on that ques-
tion, in which he mentioned that.
it was of the greatest importance
to have a great highway between
British Columbia and these Provinces.
The hon. gentleman-although he
has not been as eriergetic or as suc-
cessful in carrying out that policy-
from that time to this he has
been spending millions of the
people's money in preparing for the
construction of the Pacific Railway.
Now, what were the views held, not
half-a-dozen years ago, but last Session,
on that question by the hon, member
for Halifax. The hon. the First Min-
ister said the other day that this
Hansard was a very inconvenient book.
I am inclined to think, Sir, that his
views will not be changed on that
point after I have drawn his attention.
on a few occasions like the present, to
the sayings of some of the hon. gen-
tlemen with whom he is connected. I
hold in my hand a speech of the hon.
gentleman made on that subject at the
last Session of this House. What does
he say? He says: "The late Govern-
ment, by the aid of a large majorit,
had forced on the House bringing
British Columbia into the Confedera-
tion and leading this country to a"
expenditure which they themselves
now admit we were incapable of
literally fulfilling. The only fault
that he had to find with the Govern-
was that they had not repudiated
the whole transaction." On that
question the hon. the First Minister
says: " The Crown is bound i
honour to carry out in good faith, a
far as it is able, the engagements made
to the Province of British Columbia.
That is the doctrine of the First Mio

Address116



[FEBRUARY 12, 1878.]

ister. What is the doctrine ofthe hon.
the Minister of Militia, who has just
gone intoý this Government? Why,
he says: "The only fault he had
to find with the Government
was that they had not repudi-
ated Ihe whole transaction." There
is an open avowal of bad faith ;
there is an open avowal of repudiation
advocated by the hon. the IMinister
of Militia as lately as the last
Session of Parliament. Why, the
people of British Columbia at this
moment are agitated, and naturally
agitated, at the belief that the present
Government of Canada have been
trifling with this important question
of railway communication with British
Columbia. The people have charged
the (overnment, in memorials to the
Imperial Government, with bad faith
in not attempting to carry out their
engagements. They have double rea-
son for their suspicions-I trust they
are nothing more than sispicions---but
thev have double reason for it when
they find that a gentleman on the floor
of this House, in fact, only the last
Session of this House, said that the
only fault he had to find with this
Govenment, in connection with the
Canadian Pacific Railway, was that
they had not repudiated the whole
transaction. I think that is another
reason why the hon. gentleman should
not have been regarded as a person
who could be a member of the Govern-
ment in the interests of Canada,
and of the harmony that ought to
prevail, and that it is desirable should
prevail, in every section of this great
Dominion, and why he should not have
been brought into this Government to
give force and point to the suspicions
and feelings which have agitated to so
large an extent that important section
of this country. But, Sir, there is
another reason more important, I regret
to say, than cither of those to which I
have referred, why the hon. the Min-
ister of Militia should not have been a
mnember of any Canadian Government,
aid why that hon, gentleman should
not, of all persons, have been entrusted
With the portfolio of the Minister
of.Militia. Sir, this is a loyal country;
this is a loyal louse, I am glad to say.
Thank God that,though we may differ
on the abstract questions of Govern-

ment, there is one question the people
of Canada do not differ upon, and that
is in their loyal allegiance to our
Gracious Sovereign. There is an over-
whelming sentiment in the mind of
the people of this country to maintain
the Crownt, and the connection of
Canada with that Crown, whatever
side of the House gentlemen may sit
upon. However much we may differ
on questions of finance, on questions
of abstract politics, there is no differ-
ence of opinion on that great question
of devoted loyalty to the Throne
under which we have the happi-
ness to live. Yet, I say, if there
were no other reason why the hon.
gentleman should not be a Minister of
this Government or any other Govern-
ment, it is because of his past record.
He has placed himselfin a position,by
his pubilic sentiments, that ought to
prevent Lim f rom occupying any such
position in this country. Sir, that was
bad enough -

Ma. JON-ES (Halifax) : Where ?
Mii. TUPPER: I will tell the hon.

gentleman where : it was in a public
meeting in the city of' Halifax, where
the hon. gentleman declared, in the
presence of the assembled citizens, on
an occasion when they had been called
together to give a loyal reception to
the Queen's representative-where the
Queen's representative had corne down
to receive a Prince of the Royal blood.
It was on that occasion when the citi-
zens came together for the purpose of
tendering a loyal reception to the
Queen's representative, that the lion.
gentleman, in the presence of the
citizens, stood up and made a most
violent and inflammatory speech,which
lie concluded by the words, " That he
would take off his hat and cheer
when the British flag was hauled down
from the citadel."

MR. JONES (Halifax) : -Mr.Speaker,
I shall answer that presently. In the
meanti me, I say it is a falsehood.

Mn. TUPPER : The hon. gentleman
will find me on this occasion, as on all
other occa>ions, when I make a state-
ment in this House, prepared to give
the evidence, clear and incontro-
verti ble evidence, of the accuracy of
my statement. I hold in my hand a
letter addressed to me by Her Majesty's
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representative at that Lime in Hlali-
fax, Si Hastings OCyle ; and for the
bonefit of the bon. member for North
York (Mr. Dvmond), I hope ho will
be whollv satistied as to whether this
letter is a lorgery or not, as from ne-
cessity ho was bound to insinuate it
was in the columns of the Globe. I
hold the autograph letter of Sir Hast-
ings Doyle, dated 28th February, 1871.
It is as follo ws :-

" HAEnux, 2Stli February, 1871.
"MY DEA a TucE :,Mr. Alfred Jones bas,

I understand, leit Halitax for Ottawa. I
hope it will not be forgotten while lie is there
that lie said at a public meeting here in the
course of a most înauimatorv speech, that
when the Britisli la w-as hauld doi on
the Citadel lie woull take off Lis bat and
cheer-upn whiîcli the Chief Justice and
Judge L)esbarres teok up their lats
and left the rooi. 'lie Chief Justice
rnentioned tlis circumiistaince to Ie,
and the consequence lias been that
fbr the last two Year lie has never entered
ny house, or bave I looked at the same side
ot t' e street with imn. I wvrote to vou tis
morning, so I have nothing to adl.

" Yours sincerely,

HAsmas Do i:."

Ma. JONES (liifax): Lot us see it.

Ma. TUPPEI: I lia've anotlier letter
just a- strong, and the han. gentleman
will finld that it is iot only not a pri-
vate letter, as Sir Hastings Doyle in-
variably marked1 all his private letters
to me-and I liad a lengthened cor-
respoidence with himr. but it is writtenl
for the purpoe- cf showing-nd in
order to ]et the peole know-the
views and seuntiments of the hon. gen-
tleman when he was coming up here.
I ask the hon. gentleman now, with
the letter in his band, is thait Sir
Hlastings Doyle's writin g?

Mr. JONES (Halifax) Yes, it is.

Ma. DYMON D: The hon.gentleman
will allod me to say that if it is not a
forgery, it ought to be one. It is a
disgraue to the man who wrote it.

MR. TUPPER?: So, Sir. everythingr
ought to be a forgery ttat brings those
hon. gentlemen before the bar of the
public opinion of this eountry-where
they bave to answur for the statements
they have publiely made and pro-
claimed astheir sentiments. The other
letter is as follows:-

MR. TUPPER.

"C GOVERNMENT HoUSE,.
SHu I1st3March, 1 871.

"MV DEAR TUPPER,-
" More about mv friend (?) Alfred Jones!

Herewith I send an account of the meetingC
at which he made use of the dislovail expres-
sion that "wien the Britiseh flag is bauled
down froin the Citadel lie would take off bis
bat and cheer." The judges who were
present most distinctly heard him say so, and
Thomson (Hove's son-in-law). and others
who were at the meeting, all declare to his
having made use of those expres'ions, and
that his wiole speech was of a nmost inflam-
matorv nature. The occasion of his making
use of the above-named disloval harangrue
was at the meeting held to prevent the
Governor General receiving an addres , or
being in any way recegnized by the Local
Governient, Who strictly abided by their
decision. I have telegraphed yon to-dav to
remuind yon of this speech, so that \wlie lie
niakes bis appearauce at Ottawa Von may
not throw your arms around hiiiii and ei-
brace imî! 1 do- not venture to dictate to
others what line thev should adopt towards
persons who publicly preach disloyalty, but
it is but righ t That I shunld remind mv
friends at Ottawa thut lie was guilty of
making tiat speech, anl that I bave -sent
him to Coventrv evei since.

" Vail, wio is somiehow or otier related to
him, came to nie, soume tine ago, to say that
what he (JIoues) did utter was in the heal OC
the nmen t, and thtat h1e nev7er intended to sav
what liad been attributed to him--thiat wiat
he meant to sacy was tiat lie would cheer
when thie Britisli tlag.z vas aliuled down fron
the Citadel, because Nova Scotia could tie
filit Canada anl sliake off lier voke, but thi
lie id not add, because his voice was drownl
with hisses ain bootit. 1 told Mr. Vail
that 1 would not sit at ilie same table vithi
himiii mail ile pulblicly denied bis disioral
sentiments, but he' lias ne ver done ,o. If he
wouilt even now d ce pîbhcly at Ottawa, I
would make hvgones be by ies.

" Yours. sincerely,
'"IlAsms DI ."

Now, Sir, take it upon the bon. gentle-
man's own explanation; takc it upon the
afterthought whit does it mean ?I
means that the First Minister of the
Crown thinks lie is doing bis dutv to
the loyal people of Canada by puttitng
the militia forecs of this countr under
the control and in the bands of a iian
who savs " What I want to pull dowl
the British flag for is that Nova Sctii
may filght Canada and throw off the
yole." At that tiie the Union was in
accomplished factas much a, it is to-day,
and yet,long after that Union had beenul
accomplished that hon. gentleman pro-
claims to the world that his object and
ambition is to use all the power thIt
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he can obtain to bring Nova Scotia to
fitht Canada, and break up this British
]fo-rth American Union. I said, Sir,
that we had a loyal people and I thank
(God that we have a loyal militia in this
countrv, and we know that that body
of loyal militiamen is discharging its
duty, which is one of the most impor-
tant to the people of this country, at a
great personal sacrifice of time and
-nonev to themselves. I want to know
if the loyal militiamen and militia
officers of this country, who are pre-
paring themselves to shed their blood,
if need be, to defend our homes and
bearthstones, and protect our country
froni anv invader fron without; if these
mei, sacrificing as thev do, their time
andi money to qualify themselves to
defend our country, are to have placed
vei ihei a man vhose utterance, on

the occasion I have alitded to.anmount-
ed to an open defiance of the Crown and
a flagiant linsult to every loval sub-
ject ? I can readily understand how
his presence in this Cabinet would
be greeted by the hon. the Postrnaster
General, but I hope he is the only man
ii tis Ilouse, or in this country, who
would -live a hearty cordial echo to
the utterances of the hon. the Ministr
of Militia. I will not do the hon. the
Postnaster General, as aftcr his very
enraordiinary speech,he has left his seat
in tIlHose, any injustice. I will not
q1ot anY speech he may hax e made
ulnî excitement, but as he has ques-
tiotnel this statement in anothir place.
I wll quote his own deliberate state-
ment, first spoken and then written

an ipblished to the people as his
delibeate sentiment which, to the best

of mv knowledge, has not been with-
awn up to this moment. le sars

f a pamphlet on the independence
of Canada: " It is true that in my
humble way, I opposed that scherne

on) in great part, because I
wUs timid about the early assumption
cf sovereignyv, which I tbought I fbre
saw then must follow. I stated in my
place in Parlian-ie"t, after the coalition
of 184t, that Confederation, if it should
really prove what its promoters pre.
tended, an antidote to annexation, was
the first Step towards the independence
of the Country. But opposition was
useless, for Confederation was the
poley of the Empire, and Imperia.1

influence is always too powerful for
colonial dissent. I have accepted the
situation in its fullest sense, as faith-
fully and loyally as if I had originally
promoted it." And mark, Sir, what
follows; mark in what sense the hon.
gentleman has accepted the opinion of
the Province on that Union, which, on
the very title )age, declares that the
object of it is the preservation1 of the
tie which connects Canada to the
Crown. "But, the first step having
been taken, I see dangers in delay,
and I believe it is expedient to
take measures for the severance
of our present relations to the
Empire. This is a nomentous step
and requires grave consideration. It
inust create ditferences of opiiion, and
the broadest tolerance should be
accordcd to discussion. I propoze to
speak candidly antd dispiassionateIy,
I have no party battles to tight nor
personal preeeces o gratifv. HIold-
ing strong opinions us to the future of
tis countr-, I submit tliem franîkly
for the verdict of in vonntrmen."
That is the doctrine of the hon. the
Postmaster General as deliberately
given to the people of this COUntry-a
doctrine which he iha iever; I beJIeve,
witidrawii. I do ioit foi a moment
question his right to hled those senti-
mienlt s. if heh tly beiexes there
is danger in delay, if le beleves it is
the duty of everv ian in Canada, in
the initerests ot the couitrv. to sever
our coreliettion wit lite Crow, lie is
right in advocating tose views, it I)
man holding those sentiineîts houild
have been permitted Io sit side by side
with the hon. thei First M iitister, who
has declared that lie initerests of the
counttr are eloselv connecd with the

preservationi of the tie with the Motner
Counltry. Aid with those opnons
the Postnaster General itould never
have taken the oat h of Iice, beinîg
oldiged by tlose opinions tol use all the

poiwer he had, or lie cau obt ain, to
brirg about that which le mntinis,
deliberately, to bo in the intere-ts of
the eountry. I ean imtnagine liowxv he
hailed the entrance of his .rie ni the
hon. the Minister of Mii itia intlo the
Cabinet; how ho assure I him-1 1ht the
two wiil cheer when the British flag i
hauled down in Canada. Those Uen-
tlemen are arcades ambo, but they
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never should have been, or should
be the colleagues of the bon. the First
Minister of the Crown either in this
Government or in any other.
I do not intend to go over the subjects
dealt with so ably bv hon. gentlemen
-at all events on tbis side of, the
louse-in the discussion which bas

taken place, but I wish to inake a
suggestion to the hon. the FirstMinister
as to an altercation in the first para-
graph of the Speech. It is:-

"In again summoning you for the despatch
of business, I am giad to he able to say that
nothing bevond the ordinary business of the
country requires your attendance."

I think whoever supplied that para-
graph to the Speech failed in his
duty to the House, and to the eountry;
and I think it should have been :-

It is my duty to announce that the
unrnistakable evidences of the withdrawal of
public confidence froi ny Governiment are
such as require ie to ask you Lo vo'e the
supplies preparatory to an immediate appeal
to the people.'

That is the only alteration which I

propose, and in doing that I am quite
serious. 1 say that the hon. gentle-
mari is bound by Parliamentary preco-
dent, by constitutional precedent, to
take the cour:e which I have stated. I
say that the hon. gentleman will find
in constitutional practice in England
an emirient exainple for the course to
which I invite bis attention. Mr. Glad-
stone when he had a njority at his back
felt bound to dissolve Parliament and
go to the country because he had
evidence from defeats in local elec-
tions of a loss of public confidence.
What evidence has the hon. gentleman
had? By seizing the opportune
moment he was able to snatch a hasty
and ill-considered verdict from a
large majority of the people. le
had a majority after the last general
election of froi eighty to one hundred
I think it was about ninety.

Mi. MACKENZIE: Say two hun-
dred.

Ma. TUPPER: The Globe said 102,
but I think I am not exaggerating
when I say ninety. I think the bon.
gentleman himself said eighty-seven.

MR. MACKENZIE: When?
Ma. TUPPER: Well, I know that

at first we were called a corporal's
Ma TUPPER.

guard, and were treated with all the
contempt with which the hon. gentle-
man could possibly treat us. I am
happy to say that has passed away,
that the action of the people bas re-
lieved us from that statement; and
during the last two Sessions, at ail
events, we have not been taunted with
our inability to discharge the duties of
an efficient Opposition. I will call the
attention of the hon. gentleman to a
fow changes that have takon place in
t'he majorities which he previously
obtained in different constituencies.
In East Toronto, in 1874, he had a
majority of 137, it was changed in the
last election into a majority against
him of 414; in West Toronto, a ma-
jority in his favour of 211 was changed
to one of 351 against him. It the city
of London, a majority in favour of the
Government of 61 was changed to 128
against them; in North Ontario a
niajority of 92 in favour of the Govern-
ment was changed to a majority of 87
against them ; in South Ontario a
majority of 151 in their favour was
changed to one of 38 for their
opponents. In North Renfrew they
had a majority of 48 in their favour.

Mt. MACKENZIE: Does the hon.
gentleman remember who was elected
in North Renfrew in 1874?

Ma. TUPPER: I do remember; but
I remember thaL since that he had a
gentleman sent here to support him,
Mr. Murray, by a majority of 48; and
a subsequent election has given a mia-
jority of 210 to a member on this side
of the House.

Ma. MACKENZIE: Who was
elected in 1874?

Ma. TUPPER: I really forget.

MR. WHITE (North Renfrew): I
can tell the hon. the Premier that I
had the honour of obtaining the return
for North Renfrew in 1873, but by a
minority of the whole vote of' soie-
thing over 200. There were three can-
didates running at that election.

Ma. MACKENZIE: That is a speci-
men of the hon. gentleman's state-
ments, and yet he was claiming that
the hon. member who has just spokeni
was a supporter of the Government.

Ma. TUPPERI: I say that the gel-
tleman who sat in the Ilouse auppOrt-
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ing the Ministry defeated my hon.
friend the present member by 48. That
is now changed, by the contest which
neither the First Minister nor myself
will soon forget, to a majority of 200
if favour of my hon. friend. That was
the time when the First Minister went
into the constituency and told them
it was for thern to decide between
the two great parties, and he got his
answer.

MR. MACKENZIE: I want this
distinctly understood: the hon. gen-
tleman is contrasting the general
election of 1874 with what bas taken
place since. He is proclaiming a
triumph when he had failed there in
1874.

MR. TUPPERI: The hon. inember
for iNorth Renfrew has explained that.

AR. WHITE (North Renfrew):
Both the gentleman who ran against
me in 1874 claimed to give a support
to the Governnient. One of them
claimed to give an out-and-out support
to the Administration, and the other
said that he was prepared to give the
Government a fair trial. The aggre-
gate vote of those two gentlemen,
though 1 defeated them both, was
sorrething like 225 greater than that
which I obtained. So that the subse-
quent election of 1875, instead of indi-
cating a change of opinion in favour of
the Administration, decreased the ma-
jority which they had in 1b74.

MR. TUPP.IR: I hope that will
satisfy the hon. the First Minister as to
the change of sentiment in North Ren-
frew. In Souith Norfolk the vote was
changed fron 123 in their favour to 72
against them. I am afraid the hon.
gentleman bas not given the attention
to those figures that they deserve, or
probably he would have adopted the
Views which I suggested to him a few
minutes since.

-MR. MACKÉNZIE: This is the
twentieth time I have had this state-
ment.

MR. TUPPER : Then the memory
of the hon. gen tleman is not very reten-
tive. North Victoria gavo four votes
i1 favour of a supporter of the Govern-
ment, and that has been changed to a
majority Of One against them.

MR. MACKENZIE: Was there an
election in North Victoria ?

MR. TUPPER: Yes. Mr. Maclen-
nan sat in this Flouse.

MR. MACKENZIE: Ie was unseated
on petition, and there was no change
-not even of a single vote.

MR. TUPPER: As I only claimed a
change of two votes the difference is
not very great.

MR. MACKENZIE: The hon. mem-
ber who sits now for Victoria was
member at first.

MR. BOWELL: There were two
elections.

MR. TUPPER: My hon. friend and
the leader of the Opposition concur in
the idea that there was only one elec-
tion but I believe there weie two elec-
tions, if my memory serves me.

MR. BOWELL: Mr. Maclennan was
elected by four; lie was unseated and
re-elected by three. Mr. Cameron was
then seateci on the scrutineer vote.

MRt. MACKENZIE: By one.
MR. BOWELL: Of course as soon

as lie got a majority, lie started.
MR. TUPPER: In Berthier, a sup-

porter of the Government was elected
by acclamation, and the county has
since returned a member to oppose
them by 272 maejority. li Bellechasse
aiso we were unable to put a candidate
in the field, but a subsequent election
returned a member of the Opposition
by 225 majority.

MR. FRECH1ETTE: A minority.
MR. MACKENZIE : Yes, taking the

North Renfrew view of it.
MR. TUPPER: A gentleman who

has been elected by a majority of 255,
should not have slurs thrown out
against him in this House. In Cham-
bly, 106 .majority for the Government,
has béen changed to 150 against them;
in Two Mountains, where a supporter
of the Government was elected in 1874,
by 155 majority, at a subsequent elec-
tion the Governnent could not find a
candidate to put in the field at all, and
my hon. friend the present member
was elected by acclamation. In Char-
levoix, a majority of 273 in their favour
had been changed to one of 211 against
them.
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MR. iMACKENZIE: Give the resuit
of the next election.

MIR. TUPPER: Kamouraska elected
a supporter of the Governmcnt by
acclaiation, but is now held by ij SuP-
porter o: my right hon. friend (Sir
John A. Macdonald), who was elected
by a majority of 54. Victoria, Nova
Scotia, at the general election, returned
Mr. Ross by acclamation, while my
hon. friend wlo now represents that
county in this ilouse (Mr. Campbell),
was elected as a most pronouncod
opponent of this Gzovernnent by a
majority of 98. In Queen's. Prince
Edward Island, Mr. Laird was elected
by acclamation, and subsequently, my
hon. friend the present member (MIr.
Pope), was elected by a mîajoritv of 88.
In Moitreal West, as bas already been
stated, a major'itv in support of the
Governiment of (00 at the general
election was chianged to a najr)iitv of
50 in fi-vonr of ie sitting member,
after lie had pIed ged himself to vote
against the G)vernmfent on every mi-
portant point-the Canadian Pacific
Railwav poier, the fiscal poliey, and
the treatment of the banks by the
Finance Ministcr.

MR. l)LTON: That is the reason
his maijority was so small.

MR. TUPP.t : I am afr-aid he felt
that that wasý the only mans by
whic'h lie could get a majoritv at all.
That was the state of things when the
House rose, and I think the Hlouse will
agree with me that it was a rather
seriouis muatter for the First Minister
to consider whether lie would call this
Parliainent together again. The H1ou-e
heard the statement last night of 'My
bon. friend on my right (Mr. Mason)
that, out of 19 elQetions in the Province
of Quebec, since 1>74, al had been
carried against the Government but two
seats, and of those Mir. Abbott bad only
previously carried Argenteuil by a
majority of one, and in Montreal
Centre the popu!ar and eloquent
gentleman who now sits for that
constituency (Mr. Devlin), was
able to tu n a small majority on
one side into one for the other. We
have had five new members this
Session who, if not introduced, have at
ail events taken their seats in the
House, and yet not one oi the five

Ma. TUPPER.

offered himself to the electors as a
supporter of the Government. I pre.
sume the hon. gentlemen will act as
they said they would, though I am not
in a positionl to say. I presume those
who were elected as Independent
members will redeem their pledges
and act according to their conscience,
irrespective of party.

MR. MACKENZI E: They have so far.
Ma. TUPPER: If they do suppart

the Government, my case is the
stronger. The hon. member for Res-
tigouche (Mr. laddow)ç was clhimued
as a Goi-vernment supporter. If ho was
so, it would be a strange victory, see-
ing that he vas returned only by
assuring the eleetors that he vas an
Indenelnt candidate. If the lean-
ings of these hon. gentlemen are in
favour of the (over'nment, so much
the more clear theit is the proof of the
feelings of the country ; because they
knew ihat it would be the death-knell
of their hopes if they avowed their pre-
ferences for this Government. But out
of tive new meibers who have taken
their seats in this H1ouse, three came as
pr'>îoounced supporters of the gr'eat Lib-
oral Con-srvative party in antagonismn
to the Govern ment, and the othier two
are returned as Indedendent. There
is not a man out oc rive who lias been
able to tale his seat ns an avowed sup
porter cf tie Government. Then take
into consideration the overwhelminîg
defeat of Mr. Vail in Digby, and the
defeat of the hon. the Minister of In-
land Revenue, one of the most popular
men inside this flouse, or out of it, in
his own constituency. When you
find a man of his great talents. and
great power of advocating his cause,
defeated by the overwhelming chatngec
in the constituency which he repre-
sented, where all his social ties e-
isted, where bis personal claims were
known as well as his great abilitios.
then the hon. the First Minister has
an Ovidence, which no mai can shut
hi, eyet to, to inlot-m him as tO
the publie sentiment of the country.
Then the Minister of Militia gees
dIo wn to bis county. I have
been taunted with having only Olne
fbilower in this flouse from the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia, but when the
publie sentiment bas swollen my oee
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folloeor into something like one-
fourtih of the members from that Pio-
vrince, when the Minister of Militia is
beaten in his own county of Digby, and
when, in the great metropolitan con-
stituency of Halifax. a majority of over
2.00) is brought down to ene of 228,
which would not have existed at all but
for the means that were used, and which
could not have been used under other
circumstances, if the hon. First Min-
istel dues not sec the handwriting on
the wall thon the hon, gentle-
man is blind to the evidenees which
are apparent throughout the counî-
try and to which no other man
can shut his eyes. Ile will fail
in hi duty if ho does not sec here in
this declaration of the people of Canada
that his day is past, and that the
soner he places his trust in the hands
ofthe sovereign people from wnom h
receiveci it, the sooner he wiII be a cting
in acceordance with constitutional pre-
cedent, Mi. Gladstone adopted the
saie eourse, under circumstances not
a tithie as Strong as that. He resigned
his trust and ealled upon the poet
England to say wtietner he ws tlo con-
tinue in office or not-iot iecause he
had not a majority, but said, "1I caiiiot
be blind to the fact that day atier day
the people in these individual ee-
tioni"--and every one knuows the pover
that the Government cf the day eau

exrcis ir individuai elections, which
they cannot exorcise in the general
electioIs,and we know the unserupulIus
mlliier ini which that power ha. beei
used by this Governmnt-"have evine-
ed ti withdrawal of publie confidence
freon lue in a number ofeoistitueicies.
I will not be ialise to my coun'try or to
the duty I owe to the will "of the
counitry, ajd will not hesitate a mi-
mneut in plaring the power iii the bands
Of the people theiselves to sav
whom0t they wish to reign over
thein." There is another great Liberal

oue who is regarded as oe
of the strongiest Liberal authorities,
Perha ps, te be found in the ranks of the
Libeai paîrty in Englaid, the former
ia1ellret' oftlhe Exchequer, Mr.

Robert Ive. He says, " That the
Prhne Minister owes it te himself and
toethe Cuitry,the moment he sees these
sigîiuant indications of his failure
to carry these local eleotions, to resign

bis trust to the people." Mr. Lowe
further says :-" A Governiment rega-
lates itself by the public pulse. When
it has a good working major:ty in the
House, that is evidence of the prina
facie kind that it enjoys the public con-
tidence. But it often happens, that,
whilethis majority obtained at a goner-
al election or otherwise still give the
Governiment its best supiport, the popu-
lar confidence in the Gove'rnment is
shaken or lost. It often happens, in
short, that although the Government
has a majorit., and perh a large

1 one, the ppl, the source of power,
are so hostile to it that a general
election would result in its complete
overthrow and the complete disappear-
ance oi that rnajoîity. INow, no Gov-
ernmlent, worthy the nane, would con-
sent to hld ofilee when it Iund itself
in the position just ouitlineI. Mere
bureaucrats ight, but statesmein in a
fr-countrV have Imiore reset forit
instiltions, and I mnay add, more self-
respect than to attempt or dreaI
of anythineg of the kind. A
i Grveiinient is informned of the state of
publie feeling, among other things, by
the result of what I maav call inîter-
mediate elections, isolaîted elcetions
beld after a gencral election. If thec-se
electio-s go igain.st the Goverinment,
ene after anothier, if seats long ac-
counted theirs, suddlev returnî muem-
bers of the pariy opposite, why thon
they know--or arc thev not told in a
manner at once brusque and striing-
that their majority in the louse is no
longer proof that they enjoy popular
confidence. Knowing that, what are
thov to do ? Hold on to office ?
Continue to conduet the affairs of
a free country when the najority
of the people are palpably hostile
to thei ? Why, that would be
usuîrpation ! We have been called
disturbers, but isurpers, never!
Does the hon. geitleman wish to be
cnsidered a usurper ! The hon. the
IFrst Minister, has ieferi-e l to my hon.
friend, t he leader of the Opposition, as
anixious about striugglring candidates.
I have not seen any st'rging candi-
dates. Ail we have to do is to place a
candidate before the people, and say
he is an opponent of the present Gov-
ernment, to prevent him from being a

struggling candidate.
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MR. MACKENZIE : I never used
that phrase. I said struggling poli-
ticians.

MR. TUPPER: Very good, strug-
gling politicians. Are we struggling
politicians, or are they ? Are the
men struggling politicians who go
where they are invited, and present a
fair, open, manly exposition of their
policy on the public questions of the
day before the country, and contrast it
with the conduct of the gentlemen on
the Ministerial benches. Are we
struggling politicians, adopting a
course like that ? Or, are those strug-
gling politicians who, clinging to the
Treasury benches, despite the publie
sentiment, as expressed through all
those channels in a most unmistake-
able manner, still say to tie country
that their duty to themselves, if not
to the country, requires them to cling
to office and disregard the strongest
manifestation the people can give that
the confidence of the public has been
withdrawn from their. I am glad to
know that the time is near at hand
when, strug-le as they may, their
hold will be loosened. I am thankful
that the time is at hand when the
mighty public sentiment of Canada
must be let loose, and will have an
opportunity of dealing with those
bon. gentlemen as they deserve, when
they too, -must share the fate of so
many of their unfortunate candidates
who have undertaken to be their
standard-bearers in the unpopular
cause they have advocated.

Mit. JONES ([lalifax): Mr. Speaker,
I have listened with great amusement,
I cannot say with much interest, to
the hon. gentleman who has just re-
sumed his seat. I say not with much
interest, because that Address is not
new to me, and, I presume, the main
portion of it is not very new to the hon.
members of this House. Perhaps al1l4w-
ance may be made to-night for the lion.
gentleman for the tone in which he as
indulged, because he has just returned
from a contest in Nova Scotia, in which
the electors of that Province have
shown how they regard that hon. gen-
tleman. The hon. gentleman did me the
honour of attending the election that
was held in the county of Halifax re-
cently. We are always happy to

MR. TUPPiR.

bave the assistance and attendance
of able men from any part of the
Dominion, and we welcomed the
arrival of all those distinguished indi-
viduals who came down to pay parti-
cular attention to the county of Hali-
fax on that occasion. I said to my
friends, we have always won in this
county, there is no necessity to make a
great effort; all we have to do is to
beat them sufficiently, because we will
not be favoured in future with the
attendance of all those distinguished
gentlemen who are now encouraged by
a small minority in the hope of con-
verting it into a majority for them-
selves. I pointed to the action of the
successful oarsman, George Brown,
w ho always kept his antagonist a little
behind him so as to give him the wash
of his oars. I told them all that was
necessary was a sufficient majority to
show that the great metropolitan
county of Nova Scotia was fully in
accord with the public sentiment of
this country. When the hon. member
for Cumberland (Mr. Tupper) presented
himself before the electors of Halifax
there were issues laid before them,
there were slanders and imputations
made with respect to myself and the
Government of which I am a momber,
which up to that lime none had ven-
tured to place before the people of
Nova Scotia. Three gentlemen came
to llalifax. In the first place there
was the hon. member for Cumberland
(Mr. Tupper). He, no doubt, thought
himself able on usual occasions to
instruct the people of Nova Scotia;
but on an occasion as important as the
one to whieh I refer. he had to ho
accormpauîcdi by a gentleman from
Montreal, Monsieur Thibault. What
the record of that gentleman is, 18
best known to the House, and
hon. members can judge respect-
ing it as well as myself. It is certain
that wherever he went in the county
I have the honour to represent, hO
did me more good than harm. Then
we had another-I do not know what
to call him-a luminary, knoW"
thrcughout this Dominion as the great
stretcher. He came also, and I mast
say that be exceeded on that occasion
al! the previous efforts which he had
made. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Tap-
per), has devoted a large portion of
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bis address to myself, to my previous
political opinions, and the position in
which I nOw stand. le bas dwelt at
very considerable length on the cir-
cumstances, which led to the resigna-
tion of Mr. Vail and myself ; and the
hon. gentleman, as is usual with him
when addressing this House, has
treated this question in a partizan and
unfair spirit. If be was disposed to
treat it fairly he could bave told us
that when this question of printing
was before the House, it was explained
that the great cause of the increase
was the changes which the Govern-
ment of the day had made in convert-
ing the way offices into post offices.
It was proved on many occasions, by
comparison of rates charged, that
in the majority of cases the
prices charged by the Citizen
Publishing Company were from
twenty-five to fifty per cent. less
than was paid to the Halifax Reporter,
which did the printing under the
Government of the hon. member. The
bon. gentleman would imply by his
accusation that the head of the Post-
office Department had been guilty of
collusion with the Citizen Publishing
Company. How else could it have
happened that the bill of the Cttizen
Publishing Company shouid be so
nuch in excess of the amount paid by
the previous Government, unless the
extra work was wanted and unless it
was ordered by the Inspector of the
Nova Scotia Post Office, a gentleman
who bas been in that position for the
last thirty years. When the hon.
gentleman made that accusation he
Was accusing the Inspector of the Post
Office in Halifax, because no account
eould be rendered or paid by the
Government, unless it were passed in
the usual way by the Inspector for Nova
Scotia. But I have another proof,which I think the hon. member will
regard with respect, as to the prices
paid and the reason for the difference
in the accounts. I hold in my hand
a report of the evidence given by Mr.
Griffin, Deputy Postmaster General,
before the Committee of Privileges and
lElections last year, when a similar
ease was brought before its considera-
tion. The evidence reads as follows:-

" Q. Mr. Griffin, can you tell us why thearnount of printing should be so much greater

during those two years than it was formerly?
It was owmg to the changes in the Way Post
Offices in 1ew Brunswick; in order to as-
similate theni in accordance with the other
parts of the Dominion they had to be furnish-
ed with entirely new blanks and forms.

" Q. What did you mean this morning
when you said that the prices under this
schedule averaged less ? My impression is
that the prices were less than those previous-
ly paid ; there had been no previous schedule.

" Q. I understood you to say the amount
of work was largely increased by changing
the Way Offices into Post Offices, and that
the work was much larger for those two
years than for other ycars. Will you have
the kindness to state to the Conmittee what
was-required during these two years? Each
of these offices required a different set of
foris and blanks. It required about $25
worth to lit each of them out. Indeed, for
my own information, I went into the matter,
and found it cost nearer $30 than $25, alto-
gether for each office, and there were some

ve hundred offices. It was substantially the
saine as establishing five hundred new Post
Offices."
Now, the only difference in that was
that it should be six hundred instead
of five hundred, and the six hundred
way offices that wer e converted into
post offices, at a cost of $30 for
each office, would account for the sum
of $18,000 out of the $26,000 which
was paid the Citizen Publishing
Company, and that woild only leave
$8,000 for the two years, which is
actually less than the amount paid by
the late Government during the time
they were in office. This is the
explanation with regard to that matter.
The hon. gentleman, during his address
in Halifax, pointed out a way in which
the accounts were, perhaps, paid. The
hon. gentleman, with that familiarity
with these matters that doubtless he
acquired during the time he had been
in the late Government, said that all
Mr. Vail, a member of the Government,
had to do was to touch the Auditor on
the shoulder and say, " I am interested
in those accounts," and it would be all
right. The hon. gentleman has
occupied a high position in the country,
and he should have recollected that
any one who had occupied the position
of a Minister of the Crown should
weigh well the language he used,
because that language wonld be
referred to and criticised in all parts of
the Dominion. The language the hon.
member used tended to cast a slur
upon the Civil Service of this country.
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W h en Fraser, Reynold s & Co's. accounts
came to be paid, did the hon. gentle-
man touch the Auditor on the shoulder
and say, " Pass these accounts, they
ave for my friends'? " Because if he
could do it in a case in whieh ho vas
hi mself interested, the same principle
would npply if he could do it for
a friend ho desired to' serve. Did ho
touch the auditor cn the shoulder
wien he paid for car springs, 200 or 300
per (ent. more than they cost ? It was
a foul slander on the Civil Service of
this country, and most Unworthy of a
gentleman occupying so prominent a
position as the hon. member for Cum-
berind occupies, as one of the leading
mem bers of the Opposition. I know
nothing of the gentlemen connected
with the Civil Service of this country,
but I believe they faithfully discha-rge
their duties ; and I beliove that it is a
foul s1ander to say that all the hon.
member or the entire Cabinet of
Ministers have to do, is to touch the
auditor on the shoulder, and say,

Fass that account, because I ar in.-
terested in it, or have a friend inter-
ested in it." i took the earliest occasion,
there as bere, to remind that hon.gen-
tienian that ho should be more careful
in his remarks about the Civil Service
ard the character of the gentlemen
engaged in it. Now, the hon. gentle-
man bas been good enough to refer to
the resignation of Mr. Vail and my.
self, I have clone nothing in that
transaction to be ashamed of. I stated
from the first, that I had a small
interest in that newspaper, and I was
not aware then, and not until the last
moment, that my indirect connection
with the company would have affected
my position here, because my name
did not appear; the paper was printed
by the Citizen Publishing Company.
I had no control or part in the man-
agement, rendered no bills or received
any payments; and I had- no idea my
connection with the company, indirect
as it was, would in any way imperil
my seat. I never took the trouble, as I
might have done, to get rid of that
liability by transferring it to some
other ipdividual, or -by doing the ýsame
as the bon. gentleman (Mr. Tupper)
,did. In 1873 ho was a member of the
late Government, and they wanted an
office for railway purposes in Hlalifax;

Ma. JoNEs.

and by one of those fortunate cir-
cumstances that sometimes occurred to
membors of the Government, the hon.
gentleman owned a house in Hollis
Street. H1e knew very well that le
coald not lot that house to the Govern-
ment; that if ho did, as a member of
the (overnment and as a member of
this House, he would imperil his seat;
so he set about finding other means by
which ho could evade the law and at
the same time reap all the advantages
of his connection with the Govern ment.
In February, 1813, Dr. Tupper deeds
to his son Stewart Tupper, the house
in Hollis Street, "in consideration of
one dollar, plus naturai love and
affection." It was a very nice thing
to, have natural love and affection,
but the hon. gentleman never dis-
covered that natural love and
affection until Le discovered that
the Government wanted an office at
Halifax ; and ho then schemed how
he could let his house to the
Government and how Le might get
rid of his responsibility in the
transaction. That bouse was handed
over to his son and very shortly after-
wards, in July, this young gentleman
granted a lease of this bouse in Hollis
Street for three years, to Mr. Carvelil,
at $600 per annum. Now, what a
natural transaction. Here was a
loving father, anxious to put his son into
possession of this house for one dollar,
plus natural love and affection, and
anxious to serve the Government that
they might have the benefit of this
house, and that they- might increase its
value by spending a 1argé sum of
money on it. The hon. gentleman
might just as well have received the
$600 himself; be was bound to main-
tain his son, and ho derived just as
much benefit from the transaction as if
it had been done in his own name. The
hon, gentleman ought to blush to refer
to matters of this kind. But, Sir, I
shall not go further into that trans-
action, because, as i said before, it will
be made a subject of further enquiry.
The hon. gentleman has referred to
my desire to get hold of public money,
to , make a grab on the Treasury.
Why every cent that was paid to the
Citizen Publishing Company was for
value received, and not only for value
received, but for work that was neces-
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sary under the circumsances, and
it 'Was done at prices that were
less than those paid under the Govern-
ment of wvhich the hon. gentileman w-as
a member. Any charge of corruption
c>ming froi tat source may well be
treated with contempt. Ile is the last
man who, here or elsewhere, should
charge any mnfl)f with (orrptItioii ; for
1f there is 010 man who las
done more than amother to

tower the toile of pubie men, if
there is on mnuî in Canada-and I
regrPiet to say he comnes from Nova
Scotia-wlhoe course siice entering
pubuic life, has tended to degrade public
hfe. it is the hon. gentleman flie mem-
ber fr C(umberand. I could iet the
hoi. gentleman that I did not have Io

e a Legging letter lo the Lieuten-
and-i Governor of Nova Scotin askinr if
he had insinuated that he had imade
mener out of the Pic tou Railway. I
shuab like an explanation of the hon.
gentleman's policy il ihe Local Legis-
Iature-whcther he did noL go lo Lieu-
tenant-Governor Archibald and ask if
lie had not insinu:ated that the hon.
guntleman had made a sui of money
on account of improper connections
with the .Pietou IRailway during the
tine le was leader of the Nova Scotia
Governiment. The Lieutenant Gov-
en11r did not require to say, in direct
language, that the hon. gentleman had
been directly connected with the
railway; but anyone who read the
speech which the Lieutenant-Governor
delivered on that occasion, could
lraw their own. deductions from
it; and anyone who was fair-minded
could see that the Lieutenant-
ivovernor meant to convey the im-
pression that the hon. . gentleman
had a advantage in that railway
tiansaction. Then we had another

"uch transaction in connection with
Ile Springfield coal areas. The hon.
g'entleman was leader of the Nova
Scotia Government, and there were
certan coal fields which had lapsed

and had not been applied for, and they
passed an Order in Council that these
should be open to the public. That
eider was made three or four days
bfore the issue of the Royal Gazette,
Whi-h was printed late on Wednesday
evening for early issue on Thursdayiorning. On Thursday morning

Carly a friend of the lon. îemleman
ap plied for these valiablie coal areas
knîown as Springhill. The Commis-
sioer of Mines said they ver:e ( (ot open
to the public, and that no ait-Ion could
be takeni with regard to tlem. The
hon. gent lema's frie Ln p (lled froim
his pocket the copy cf the Roy'a! (azette
-which had not then reaubed the
1epartment-and pointcd to ilie Order
in Couneil. of which lie mîust bave had
previons wlde. The official
could net then refuse the request
and these valuable coal iIines were
taken by the hon. genilenan's
friend, and he was the head i-uenti e
of a coal ring. And ho was the nian
who a few months afterwards was ((iCer
ing that coal field for sale in England,
and he valued itat £50,000. i br:o ught
this before the cleetors of Nova Scotia
the other day. Andwhat wastle lion.
gentleman's explanation ? " Why," he
said, it is perfectly true I lad an
interest.' Mark, it never cost bim a
cent; h took bis share cf the p:o;eeds
simply for connivance in tle transae-
tion. I hold in my hand tle whole of
the transaction, and I have stated it
before the electors of Halifax, that the
hon. gentleman made thirty--five or
forty thonsand dollars out of tLe trans-
action. Did he deny it as ho would
have done if he Lad been clear of it ?
No, he admitted it, and in an un-
guarded moment he said I had not
overstated the amount. He admitted
that he had sold it for a large sum,
and said that if he ad held out a little
while longer, lie would have made
more money out of it. For this trans-
action the hon. gentleman excused
himself, on the ground that at the time
he sold the property he had ceased to
be a member of the Nova Seotia Gov-
ernment, but passed out of office at the
time of the Union. But Le was a
member of the Dominion Government.
le acquired the property while be
was a member of the Government of
Nova Sceotia, and during the time that
he was a member of the Dominion
Gover nmeut, he sold these valuable
mines, which never cost him a cent,
for $40,000, and put the money
into his pocket. And yet he
charged me before the electors of
Halifax with dishonesty. Now the
hon. gentleman says that my only
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right to serve with the present party
arises out of my hostility to the Union.
I did service in the ranks of the Con-
servative party during the time that
it was led by Judge Johnson, but the
moment he retired from the leadership
of the party I found that if a man
valued his self-respect and consistency
he would have to seek for other al-
liances than with the Government of
the bon. member for Cumberland. The
hon. gentleman brought this scheme of
Union to Nova Scotia, and I asked
him to submit it to the people. le
has spoken here to-night of Gladstone
and other gentlemen as showing that
if the Government saw marks of public
disfavour they should hesitate taking
any stop without an appeal to the
people at large. I ask him how ho
treated the people of Nova Scotia in
1867 ? There were remonstrances from
one end of the country to the other.
The strong public feeling was shown
by the result of the clections in fol-
lowing years. I deny that the ques-
tion of Union was ever before the
electors of Nova Scotia before that
time. I take the opportunity of say-
ing here that that question never had
been before the electors of Nova Scotia
before the election of 1863 took place.
The hon. gentleman may have his pri-
vate opinion about this, as he has on
other matters, but I say distinctly that
the question of Union was not the
ground. upon which his party
was returned to power in 1863.
The hon. gentleman took an
unwarrantable liberty with the peo-
ple of Nova Scotia, and taking acvan-
tage of the position in which they had
placed him he swept away thoir con-
stitution without their wish and against
their remonstrances. The hon. gentle-
man says I was elected in 1867 on a
great wavo of public opinion. That
appears to be exactly the observa-
tion I have made, that there was a
great wave of public opinion in Nova
Sceotia. When we came to this House
in 1867 the hon. gentleman was the
only member returned from Nova Sco-
tia to support the question of Union.
We won that election ; and when I
came to this House, who did I find sup-
porting the views which I have taken
with regard to this question? The Re-
formers of Ontario and Quebec. Mon,

MR. JONES.

Sir, who had publicly, here and else-
where, expressed their approval of the
principles of Union, while they were
anxious these Provinces should be con-
federated, still never justified that any
Province should be treated in the way
Nova Sceotia had been treated by the
hon. gentleman. Therefore, it was per-
fectly natural that in coming here that
we should cast in our lot with the Re-
formers, because they not only repre-
sented principles dear to Nova Scotia,
but in that great struggle they sym-
pathized with Nova Scotia and stood
shoulder to shoulder with them in
every discussion arising out of that
question. I went back to my
constituency in 1872, and the
hon. gentleman has pointed to the
position which I have occupied in
the country from the first timo I en-
tered public life. When I was return-
ed in 1867 I had 2,381 votes ; in 1872,
when I was defeated by about 70 votes,
owing to the over-confidence of my
own friends, I had 2,430, or fifty votes
more than when I was elected on the
previos occasion. I had more votes
in 1872, when I was defeated, than at
the previous election when I was
elected. But was there any withdrawal
of public confidence in me, or is the
statement of the hon. gentleman that
there was any change in the views of
my own friends at that time correct?
No; my whole defeat arose simply
from the fact of over-confidence on the
part of my friends, who thought there
was no necessity for making any
special effort in my bebalf, as they
considered that the opposition offered
me did not amount to anything. And
I venture to say this to the hon.
gentleman, that if he states what he
knows to be the fact, he will admit
that no man more than himself and
his party was surprised when Almon
and Tobin wore elected in 1872.
When, in 1874, I was elected at the
time of the general elections, I was
opposed by a young man, a mechanic;
he was decent enough, but he wa
brought out simply in order that I
might not go in by acclamation. W11t
was the result ? It was this-that it
was not a party contest, and one of the
leading organs of Halifax,edited thon by
the gentleman who now edits the orga'
of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Tupper), in
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Hlalifax, supported me al that time, and
denounced the opposition offered me
as unworthy of Halifax, and as only
intended to give me trouble, and de-
clared that it was not offered in any
party sense. It is quite truc that then
I obtained a large majority, because
this young man only polled a small
vote,-800 to my 2,979. Whereas, in
1872, I only polled a vote of 2,430.
And at the election in 1874, I had 200
official votes, which were cast by rail-
way, post office and other public
employes who voted at that time with
the Government, for this reason : it
was an open vote in the first place, and
the Government had a large majority
in the next place. These employes
consequently cast in their lot with the
Government, and gave me their sup-
port. I went back to my constituency
last month, and what was the result ?
Without those 200 votes-because these
employes are now disfranchised, owing
to the fact that the Dominion has
adopted the Provincial franchises, and
consequendy these 200 officials could
not vote for me on this occasion-J,
nevertheless, polled a vote of 2,981, or
more than I polled with them in 1874,
when I had a majority of 2,000. Sir,
does the hon. gentleman mean to say,
will ho take the responsibility ofsaying
in face of these figures and of these
facts, that public opinion in Halifax
has changed ? No; if there has been
any change at all, it is a change against
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Tupper), and
if any change has taken place, it is
against the views which that hon.
gentleman represents, because out of
770 additional votes polled, I polled
550, and that is the best evidence in
support of my declaration, that the
views of the county of Halifax have
not changed during the last four years.
I may also say that Mr. Hill, to whom
the hon. gentleman lias referred, is
One of the ablest and most influential
men who formerly supported the hon.
gentleman ; but he (Mr. Hill) foundthat if ho wished to preserve his
self-respect he would have to dis-
sociate himself from the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Tupper). When
Mr, H1l ran under our auspices
as leader of the Government, honaturally brought with him a voryconsiderable support from his own side,

9

at least we thought so, and I believe
that ho did. But how many votes did
ho pol against Dr. Ormiston ? Mr.
Hill polled 2,862 votes, or 130 votes
less than I polled last week. Does the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Tupper) mean to
say that, under these circumstances,
there is any cause for comgratulatiort
on his part concerning the result ?
Will the hon. gentleman take the
responsibility of saying that there is
any change in favour of the views which
he represents, or of the party with
which he is associated ? Sir, I ven-
ture to say this, that if the lion. gentle-
man lives to see the general election,
and 1 hope ho may, he will find, when
it c'mes rouiid,that the city of Halifax
will return those who present them-
selves in the Government interest,
whether myself or any other lion.
gentleman. 11e will then find that the
county of Halifax will retai n members
to support the present Government
by an overwhelming majority. I say
now as I said last year, regarding the
question of electing a successor to Mr.
Power, that if it had not been for the
grossest misrepresentation, and if it
had not been for the promises which
the hon. gentleman beld out, and
which could bring him before a
judicial tribunal, we would have had
very nearly as large a majority there
as we had on a previous occasion. Sir,
the hon. gentleman came before the
electors of Halifax, and what did he
promise them? When the late Gov-
ernment was in power, it was their
policy to remove the workshops con-
nected with the Inte'colonial Railway
to Monckton, but when the hon, gen-
tleman (Mr. Tupper) was in Halifax
last year, on the question being put to
him, le evaded it by saying that this
was done before he became a member
of the Governnient, though that state-
ment was not true. That when he was
in Halifax the other day, when this
question was put to him, he said it
was not done until the present Gov-
ernment came into power. It was,
however, not done by us at all. And
he further said, in public-I have his
speeches with me-that if they would
only return him to power they would
have these workshops back again in
a short time. Why, the hon. gentle-
man knew very well ho was stating
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what could not be carried out. Ie
stated there, and lie excused hîinself
for the position in which ho stood, by
saying that it was Mi. Brydges who
had made ail this change, but Mr.
Brydges had been appointed by the
Government of which the ion. gentle-
man was a member. The hon. gentle-
man went from wa-rd to ward and from
meeting to meeting, and the great
staple of bis argument to the mechan-
ics and electors of Halifax was, that if
they would only defèat me, if they
would only give the Dominion Govern-
ment another blow by defeating
another Cabinet Minister, it would be
the death blow of the Dominion Gov-
ernment ; he would return to power,
and ho vould guarantee the restora-
tion of ail these workshops under
those circumstances. These are the
facts. This was the argument of the
hon. gentleman. He dîd not think it
beneath him to address an audience
after this manner. I think that this
was beneath the position which the
hon. gentleman occupies in this cham-
ber, and beneath the position to which
ho aspires. though not beneath perhaps
the position which ho occupies in the
esteem of ail honourable men. The
hon. member has accused the Govern-
ment of holding back the election, in
Nova Seotia and elsewhere, in 1874.
Why, the hon. member must have re-
membered very well that this question
was before the House on a previous
occasion, when it was pointed out to
him-as he well knows, for he only
repeats the statement here that it may
go broad-cast over the country, and do
its work where the facts are not under-
stood--that the elections in Nova
Scotia could not have been held at the
same time as elsewhere, because
the law there was different. It
required a different notice in
Nova Scotia than it did in other
parts of the Dominion ; and the
hon, gentleman knew that the Sheriff
in Nova Scotia required a different and
a longer notice than was required in
other parts of the Dominion; but what
was the course which was adopted by
the Government of which the hon.
gentleman was a member. In 1867
and in 1872,we know well that the late
Government ordered the elections in
all the constituencies which were
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strongly in their favour, first, proceed-
ing thus from one county to another
until they had obtained a majority, or
as near a majority as was possible, and
thon they went to the counties which
they thought were against them, and
told the electors it was of no use to
return members opposed to the
Government because it was sure of a
majority. They went from county to
county in Nova Scotia, in this muiner;
after they had secured a majority, and
we well knew how that majority was
secured. The hon. gentleman referred
to the Government as having used
intimidation at the late elections; but
does he not remember that bis former
colleague and fellow member of the
then Cabinet wrote letters which
appeared in the publie press of Nova
Scotia, denouncing every man who
would not support the Goverriment
candidate or the Opposition local
candidates. Does not the hon. gentle-
man also remember that he himself
addressed a letter to the newspaper in
Halifax, saying that if _they dared to
return my colleague (Mr. Power) and
myself, ho would wash bis hands clear
of the duty of looking after their
interests in the future. The hon.
gentleman knows very well that they
manipulated the electoral lists in Nova
Scotia, and they would not allow the
elections to be run in Nova Seotia
under a franchise similar to that which
was employed at the local elections.
If, Sir, you refer to the Statutes
of that year, you will find that they
introduced a special Act in order that
they might have the benefit of the
votes of the railway and other publie
officials, whose votes they thought they
could control. Why, they then had
250 officials in Nova Scotia at their
beck and nod, and when the elections
came round a telegram was sent fro0
the Department at Ottawa, orderinig
these men, not requesting themn, or
pain of losing their positions, to come
up and vote against my colleague and
myself. And these men were maarched
up to the polls under the direction of
the Heads of the Departments in Ia"
fax, and every man recorded his VOte
against Mr. Power and myself. That
telegram was sont into their publw
office in Halifax, and one of theseo
cials, who was my personal friend,came
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to me and stated he felt he was in a
very awkward position, owing to the
receipt of this order from the Head of
the Dep-irtment at Ottawa, directing
the enplOye8 to vote for the 'Govern-
ment candidate. And I say more than
this-that the railways under the con-
tro of the hon. member for Charlevoix
were prostituted at that time to the
carrying of electors free from one part
of the county to another, and that
railway passes were given all over the
Province of Nova Scotia to such men
as would go and vote for members
supporting the GoverDment, by the
hon. member for Charlevoix. These
railway passes were distributed with
great freedom, and given to any man
who would go and vote for the Govern-
ment of that day ; therefore, the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Tupper) should not
accuse us in regard to that matter.
The hon. member has referred to Mr.
Hil, and other gentlemen, who, he
says, were bribed to desert his party
and go over to the party with which I
am associated; but I will challenge
the hon. gentleman to prove this
assertion. It is a cowardly act
for any man, Mr. Speaker, to stand
up in Parliament and point the
finger of scorn and suspicion at any
public man in Nova Seotia, without
takingethej responsibility of naming
him, in order that it may be known to
whom he refers. There are a great
many public men in Nova Scotia, and
we cannot now know whether the
parties thus implicated by the hon.
gentleman's insinuations are inno-
cent or not. I, therefore, say it is the
duty of the hon. gentleman to make
that staternent good and assume the
responsibility, as a member of the
Hlouse, of giving here the names of the
gentlemen to whom he bas referred,
lfl order that 1, or some other
gentleman, may explain the circum-
stances under which the transactions
l'a question took place, and defend
themselves froma the vague aspersionswhih lie has thus cast upon them.
The hon. gentleman has referred to theGovernment's action with regard to the
Wilnter port and the late elections, but
f the hon gentleman had watched the
hei 's of iNova Scotia as carefully asle has watched them of late, and if heawatced tie discussions that have

been goin'g on in Halifax during the
last two years as carefully as he has
done during last month, he must have
known that the question of the winter
port was settled long ago. Does the
hon. gentleman not know that the
question rogarding the winter port was
settled last fall twelve months, and
that Halifax has been made the winter
port for the reception and despatch of
all the ocean mails of the Dominion
ever sincethat time. There was noth-
ing, therefore, for the Governinent to
do, and no means for the Government
to intimidate or exercise in any way
any undue influence on public opinion
in Halifax at the present moment in
this connection. It is known also that
a gentleman was sent out west
by the Chamber of Commerce
to negotiate with the brokers and
merchants there, respecting the
making of Halifax the shipping port
for grain for the Dominion. That
gentleman came back after having
had an interview with the Government
ot the most satisfactory kind, in which
all his views were met.

MR. TUPPER: lear, hear.

Ma. JONES: The hon. gentleman
says, "hear, hear," but after the Govern-
ment had met the delegates views, and
stated that they were willing to give
the route a fair trial. That gentleman
returned to Halifax, and reported to
the Committee which sent him, that
everything was now complete, and that
the only thing then necessary, was for
those who desired to rnake such ship-
ments-for which the Government was
in no way responsible-to do so in
order to crown the whole scheme with
perfect success. This gentleman stated
that the Government had met his
views in every possible way; and he
gave the Government the credit to
which they were justly entitled. This
was before the election was thought of.
The hon. member for Cumberland
afterwards came down, and falling in
with this delegate, ho (Mr. Tupper),
so impressed him with his sanguine
views that he persuaded him the
Goverument would be defeated in that
contest. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Tupper), thus made use of the bluff
game which he and his party have
earried on in this country: for
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the game which bas been played by
the Conservative party towards the
Government has been nothing but a
game of bluff. They are going about

e country shouting that they have
gained this seat and that seat, and
they will carry others, and occasionally
they-a man like the hon. member for
Cumberland-comes across a weak man
like Mr. Black, and persuade him, as
the hon. gentleman did persuade Mr.
BIack, that the Government will bc
defeated. The bon. gentleman had
donc this, and if the truc history of that
transaction comes out, I venture to
say it will be found that promises were
made to Mr. Black to the effect that
if lie cast in his lot with the bon.
member at the last moment and
produce information-not information
that lie had but his opinion merely-
and so affect the constituency at the
p resent time as to defeat me, be should

e placed in a position there as the
agent for all the shipments which
were to come down. I believe that
was the arrangement made between
the bon. member and Mr. Black; and
Mr. Black; after having been sent by
the Committee and nominated by
myself, and after having been met by
and received from the Government
every consideration, and secured every
arrangement which lie considered
necessary. at the last moment, at the
instance of the hon. member for Cum-
berland, came out with a letter saying
that there was no hope of Halifax
being made the winter port under the
present Government, and that the
only way to get Halifax made the
winter port for such shipments was to
secure a change of Government, and
that to defeat me was the easiest and
earliest way of bringing about the
desired consummation. The hon.
member for Cumberland knew that his
own word would not be taken, and
that in Halifax any statement coming
from himself would be looked upon
with very grave suspicion; hence he
provided himself with a letter from.
the right hon. member for Kingston
(Sir John A. Macdonald) who told us
at the last moment, that he had always
taken the greatest possible interest in
the City of Halifax, and that he would
be happy to do everything he could, if
he over had such opportunity-which.

MR. JONEs.

I do not think lie will likely have very
soon-to make it the winter port.
These arc a few of the means-4hese
are some of the representations, M.
Speaker, with which the hon. member
for Cumberland sought to delude
the electors of Halifax. You know
very well how much attention
they paid to his representa-
tions. Now, the hon. gentleman has
done me the favour of reading a letter
which I addressed to the late Finance
Minister on the sugar question. I am
glad that the hon. gentleman did so,
though perhaps it was inflicting too
much on the House, and I will not
read it again, but the bon. gentleman
must have seen, and I am sure that
every hon. gentleman who heard that
letter read, must have seen that the
whole scope and meaning of it was
simply this, that an interest like the
sugar interest should be placed on the
same footing as that w hich other indus.
tries occupy in this country. I took
that position in 1873, I took that posi-
tion last year, and Sir, i take that
position to-day. I believe, Sir, that a
large interest like this, representing so
much capital, and in which so many
interests are concerned in Nova Scotia,
should be dealt with on the same
grounds of publie policy as have been
kept in view with regard to other
matters. I stated then, Sir, that it
was simply a matter which was to be
considered in the light of the legisla.
tion of the day. That legislation
had granted certain protection te cer-
tain industries, and I claimed then, as
I claim now, that an unquestionable
right which the people of this country
have a right to expect from the GoV-
ernment is that no one industry shall
bc placed at a disadvantage with
respect to any other industry, and 1
said, in conclusion, on this ground there
fore, and on this alone, and on no othel
ground-because I have announced that
I was not in favour of protective tarif'
-I thought that the Legislature of the
Dominion should not hesitate to deal
with a question of that kind. The hon.
gentleman may make what capita
out of it he likes, but any fair-min d
man, I repeat, taking the whole scope of
that letter and reading it ail over care-
fully, will observe that I only asked the
Government and Parliament thet
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place that interest in the same position
in which other large interests stood.

MR. TUPPER: And let it be done
now?

MR. JONES: It can be done.

Sia JOHN A. MACDONALD: Is it
to be done ?

MR. JONES: If the hon. gentleman
will give notice of his question, we
will give him an ans*er in the usual
way. With regard to the other
question, my observations of last year,
I spoke with reference to the bounties
granted by the United States, and my
hon. colleague was not able to satisfy
himself that these bounties existed at
that time. I think that my hon.
friend, perhaps, may have changed his
mind somewhat since that time be-
cause the Americans themselves have
recently appointed a commission
Vhich has shown that the bounty
granted w-as excessive. It has now
been reduced very materially, and
therefore I say that is the best evid-
ence of the fact that my views at that
time were perfectly sound. What did
I say? I said, as Lord Derby statod in
England, that it was in the interests
of and not against Free-Trade prin-
ciples that duties sbould be imposed to
countervail bounties given or a duty
equivalent to a bounty by which a
foreig governinent sought to control
another market. Matters are very
niuch changed, I am ready to admit, at
the present time, and, therefore, iL iS
not noW necessary for the Governmont
to ask of the flouse power to impose as
high a duty as vas nocessary on that
occa4on ; because, as I thon stated,there
was ne use -in tinkering with the tariff
at all unless the louse was prepared
to give the Government power to im-
p'ose COuntervailing duties te meet the
exceptional bounties under which the
Americans were sending productions
into this market. The only article
thus situated was sugar; and in Eng-
land, when deputations waited on Lord
Derby, lie pointed out the distinction
to which, as I think, the hon. gentle-
muan will see, I referred to in my speech
at that tine. Lord Derby thon laid down

t e rine, most distinetly in accord-
an"e and perfectly consistent with the
PrmniPles of Free Trade, that when a

foreign government sought to control
a market by means of bounties, to
meet that bounty by a countervailing
duty of equal amount. The hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Tupper) says I could not
differ with my colleague (Mr. Mills)
on this question. Does he expect that
the members of the Government are
going to agree on every question, and
that their minds on every minor point
are to run in the sane groove ? What
did the hon. gentleman tell us in Hfali-
fax the other day, when he was de-
nouncing me for not, as ho says, die-
tating to the Government on this
sugar question, and for not placing
myself in opposition to them if they
did not make the changes which I
thought necessary in the interests of
my constituency ? He said he took a
very di fterent stand when the Banking
Bill was brought down by the Govern-
ment of which ho was a member, and
that lie had gone to Sir John Rose and
told him that the Bill should not pass.

MR. TUPPER : The hon. member
is mistak-en, I was not then a iember
of the Govern meut.

Ma. JONES : That makes no
difference, I was not a member of the
Government at that time.

MR. TUPPER: Precisely. I was au
Independent member of the louse.

Mn. JONES: Was the hon. gentle-
man ever an Independent member ?

Ma. TUPPER: Yes ; I was support-
ing the Government, certainly.

Ma. JONES: I was in precisely the
same position.

Ma. TUPPER: Proecisly-Yes.
Ma. JONES: The hon. gentleman

says he went to Sir John Rose and Sir
John A. Macdûnald, and stated that the
Bill must not pass; and that Sir John
Macdonald asked him what ho would
do if it passed? " Why, I will go to the
other side of the House," was the an-
swer; and the bill, the hon. gentleman
added, did not come down the second
time. But the hon. meniber did not
consider it inconsistent with his views,
or the opposition which ho had offered
to the policy of the Government, to go
into the Government at a subsequent
time. Either the hon. gentleman must
have changed his views on the question
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of banking, or the Government, which
he subsequently joined, must have
changed theirs, and I leave him to
accept whichever horn of the dilemma
he ehoo'ses. The hon. gentleman, in
the next place, bas pointed out a good
many reasons why I should not be a
member of the present Administration,
and he lias brought here and trailed.
about the old story about the flag.
Sir, it would be well to know the des-
peration to whicb the hon. gentleman
was driven when he had to publish that
letter at the last moment in Halifax.
I tell the hon. gertleman here that
nothing that ho could have done, that
nothing that he could have said, that
nothing that any friend of mine could
have said in Halifax, did me so much
good with all honourable men as the
publishing of that letter. I heard it
denounced from one end of the city to
the other as a violation of confidence;
I heard it denounced by men of bis own
party as unworthy of any public man
occupying a prominent position in this
country. Sir, wben that letter was
written by General Doy le, I venture to
say it was never intended to be made
public, although I grant it is not
marked private. When that old soldier
comes to know the use that bas been
made of it, t venture to say that no
man will be more indignant than him-
self. Sir, the history of that transac-
tion was simply this: 'It is perfectly
true that General Doyle and myscîf
were not on speaking terns for some
time. I made a speech onthe occasion of
Sir William Young's visit, which I shall
read presently. What was the result?
The first time I met General Doyle he
looked on the other side of the street.
I said, " Ail right, my old friend, the
street is wide enougli for both of ns. "
1 knew very well that ho had been lied
to, like the prophet of old. I did not
care whether Sir William Young-who
was one of the most violent politicians
we ever had in Nova Scotia down to
the present moment-1 do not care
whether it was Sir William Young or
any other man, I say that when they
went to that old soldier with that story
they went with a foui slandor. What
took place? A few months had not
elapsed before I heard from different
sources that General Doyle suid to
them that he found he had put himself

MR. JoNEs.

in a false position with regard to my-
self. Time after time gentlemen have
come to me and said that General
Doyle wished very much that this
diffieulty between ourselves should be
got over. Time after time,-not once,
but a dozen times,-has General Doyle
said to others, that he regretted the
step which he had taken, because he
had found out that he bad been misin-
formed. That old soldier, with the
frankness whichoeharacterized him,the
moment he found ho had made a mis-
take, was the first man to seek to undo
the wrong. What took place ? In
1871 or 1872, at the time of the arbi.
tration that was going on there in the
public building-when we wrested
$80,000 from the Government of Canada
for the Province of Nova Seotia
against the opposition of the hon.
member for Cumberland (Dr. Tupper)
-when that arbitration was going on,
General Doyle sent a friend to me
and said he wished this misunderstand-
ing should be made up between us. lie
said he was going to have an official din.
ner, and he wished very much that I
would accept an invitation to come.
I said, "Give my compliments to Gen-
eral Doyle, and say I have no ill feel-
ing against him. I knew the time
would come when ho would find I had
been misrepresented; and to show that
I am willing to meet him half way, as
I am not anxious to go to bis dinner,
you may tell him I will call and
put my name down on bis book at
Government House." The messenger
went away, and came back a second
time, and said, "The General is very
anxious that this question should be
settled once for ail. He has urged me
to come back to you again, and in fact
bas given me an invitation; which I
have in my pocket, but I am not to
give it to you unless you will accept
it," because, naturally,-[ understood
it,-he did not wish to be snabbed by
refusal; " but he is anxious that yOu
should come on this occasion." I met
the old man in the same frank and
friendly manner; and I said, "Give mPe
the invitation; I will accept it." I weDt
to the Government House, when the
General came forward, and said, " I a"
very glad to see you again, let us no
say a word about the past." I sa
"All right, General;" and, frol that
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day, to the day ho leftRllifax, ho was
one of my warmest friends. I was one
of those who not only subscribed to a
testimonial to General Doyle when ho
left Halifax, butwas ou the Committee
to present an address, and to show that
mark of respect to him to which I
considered ho was entitled ; and I ven-
ture to say when these papers reach
General Doyle, and he finds the base
use which bas been made of hi& letter
on this occasion to defeat me by the
hon. member for Cumberland (Mr.
Tupper), that his sense of fair play,
and the indignation with which he
will tieat the source pursued by the
hon. gentleman, will be made manifest,
or I mistake him very much. He is
an honourable old4oldier, and has been
dragged into a controversy here by a
man who ought to respect the position
which ho occupied. fie has been
dragged into a position bore by the
member for Cumberland, when, (for
I know the old gentleman weIl), ho
would never have permitted it for one
moment, and would rather have had
his right hand eut off than to have
permitted this wrong in his name.
And the hon. member, if he does not
regret it already, wil[ live to regret
the day when ho violated the confi-
dence of General Doyle to defeat me
on this occasion. Now, Sir, I said
that I would read my speech. Sir, I
stand by that speech to-day, as I de-
livered'it then. It was taken down ut
the time-with which I had nothing
to do-and the sentiments which I
uttered thon I repeat to-day. Now,Sir, what were they ? The Governor
General was paying a visit to Nova
Scotia. [t was shoi tly after
Mr. Howe's secession from o~ur ranks;
when the public mind in Nova Scotia
was, if possible, more exasperated than
it had been ut any previous time; and
after Mr. lowe had left our party and
gone over-bought with an office by
the hon. mnember for Cumberland
(Mr. Tupper)-they came down to

'ova Scotia, and expected the party
with which I was associated to tender
a vote of Welcome to the head of the
Government in this country. The
(vernor General had delivered a
Speech in Quebec ou his way down,indicating that if the peole desired.
h1dePendence, ho believed the BritishGovernment would freely grant it.

An lON. NRMBER: He was ad-
vised.

Mi. JONES: Of course; that was
when he was advised by the gentle-
men opposite. Of course, ho had a
member of his Cabinet with him. But
not only that, Mr. Speaker, in the
very first speech which the hon.
gentleman put into the mouth of the
Governor General, when ho opened
this Parliament in 1867, will be found
those words:-that " To-day we in-
augurate a new nationality." These
were the words which tho Govern-
ment of that day put into the mouth
of the Governor General; and the
Gyovernor General, on his way to
Halifax, was only carrying out the
views of the Government, doubtless
inspired by the gentleman who now
leads the Opposition. I said : " Some-
times distinguished gentlemen make
speeches that meet my approval, and
the one lately delivered by His Excel-
lency ut Quebec is of that description.
We had it editorially published and
approved in the Colonist, the organ
of the Union party, wherein ho says
that if the people of British America
desire a change, either of allegiance or
a new nationality, ho feit sure the
British Government would give their
prompt and cordial acquiescence. For
myself, I am disposed to take His Ex-
cellency ut his word, and, il we cannot
go back to where wC were, to go for-
ward; and if Great Britain may desire
us, as it would now appear, to assume
an independent position, when she
hauls down her flag and takes her last
soldier from the Domin ion, I have
enough confidence in the intelligence
of the people that they will shape for
themselves their own destiny in the
direction their feelings and interests
would point; and whatever that may
ho, constitutionally expressed, it shall
have, if not my approbation, my cordial
acquiescence." Sir, there is not a word
that I retract to-day. I say, speaking
of the policy which the Governor Gen-
eral had announced or had foreshadow-
ed, I was speaking of the views
which the Governor General had
announced at Quebec, doubtless
inspired by the members of the
Governmont who accotipanied him,-
I said then, that if we could not go
back to the position we had occupied

'previous to the Union, we would go
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forward; and. when the people of Nova
Scotia, or the people of this Dominion,
had an opportunity, constitutionally,
of expressing their opinion upon their
future position and their future inter-
ests, that it should have my acquies-
cence. Sir, I did not say it would
have my approval; I said-because I
reserved that, because I would have
to acquiesce in it if it was constitution-
ally eariied, although I might not ap-
prove of it-I said it should have my
acquiescerice if not my approval. Those
were the words I used on
that occasion. Sir, I do not take
back one word to-day in the
changed position in which I now stand.
But, Sir, I was disloyal, it seems. This
hon. gentieman has found out at the
last moment-I will not say at the last
moment, because he bas trailed this
flag story for the last seven years in
this House. Hon. members will recol-
lect that seven or eight years ago the
hon. member for Cumberland (Mr.
Tupper), when he sat on this side of
the louse, brought the flag story bere,
and I explained it then, as I explain it
now; and I should not think it neces-
sary to refer to it again, but for the
fact that there are many hon. members
in this House to day who did not
occupy positions bore at that time, and
who are not aware of the circumstances
under which that transaction arose.
But I was disloyal, was I ? Where was
the Minister of Militia under which the
hon. gentleman served,-the late Sir
George Cartier? Sir, did not the late
Minister of Militia, Sir George Cartier,
not only express disapproval of the
course of the Government, but take up
arms against the Government? The
hon. gentleman laughs, and the hon.
member for Kingston (Sir John A.
Macdonald) laughs. I ask him to deny
the statement if his own Minister of
Militia did not take up arms against
the Govern ment of the Dominion, and
if a reward was not offered for his ap-
prehension. The hon. gentleman says
49No."7

Sia JOHN A. MACDONALD: No;
I did not say anything about it.

Ma. JONES: The less you say the
botter; that is all I can say. Sir
George Cartier, at a critical time, took
a leading position on a public question.

Ma. JONES.

Sir George Gartier,-l can say this
for him, as far as I knew him,-
was one of the strongest uphold-
ers of British authority on this contin-
ent. Well, what about Mr. Howe?
During that celebrated anti-Confedera.
tion campaign, if strong language ws
used, it was used by that gentleman.
If strong language could ho used,
no one could use stronger than
that Mr. Howe used during that elec-
tion campaign in 1867 and 1868. Sir,
there must be many hon, members in
this House that will recollect well the
denunciations of the hon. member for
Hants (Mr. Howe), as ho stood on
that side of the floor in this House, the
first session ho came to his Parliament.
Why, language was not strong enough
to denounce, not only the Union and
all who had carried it, but the hon.
member for Cumberland as well (Mr.
Tupper), and the Government of
the day, and everything connected with
them. Sir, he went further than ever
bad been gone by any man in
Nova Scotia; but still, when it was
necessary in the interests of the Gov-
ernment-when they thought they
could get additional support fron
Nova Scotia-they forgot all these
treasonable utterances ; they opened
their arms to Mr. Howe. and took him
into their Government, and he re-
mained in their Government until
within a few mouths of his death.
Now, tbat is a specimen of the con-
sistency with which these hon. gentle-
men dealt with that public question.
But, Sir, the hon. member for Cumber-
land (Mr. Tupper) was a |member of
the Local Legislature when in Opposi
tion. The Chief Justice of the day
was a leader of the Government; and
the hon. member for Cuimberlaid was
denouncing Lord Mulgrave in la]-
guage which I should be unwilling tO
quote on the floor of this Hlouse. Sir,
1 have no doubt ho is ashamed of it
himself to-day. He was a younger
man thon ;- ho was, not known ; he
had come fresh from the countr , with
more vigour, if possible, than he PO'
sesses to-day. H[e came into Parha-
ment, and the language which he used
with reference to Lord Mulgrave8

action on that occasion, would not b
tolerated for one moment -in this
House to-day. Sir, His Royal fHigh'
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.ness the Prince of Wales visited ]Hali-
fax; and because Lord Mulgrave
would not yield to the dictation of the
hon. member for Cumberland-because
he would not dissolve the House
and go to the country, as the
hon. member desired he should do,
the hon member refused to attend
to meet the Prince of Wales when
he landed. Sir, the bon. member
refused to meet the Prince of Wales;
and it was only when he was shamed
into it by bis own party, of which I
was one at that time,-it was only
when he was shamed into it, urged
into it, driven into it by Judge John-
son and the leaders of bis party, that
he wentunwillinglyto meet the Prince
of Wales at the dockyard at Halifax.
And this is the loyal man that is going
to teach me loyaity, is it? I respect
myself first, and then I respect all
constitutional authority. Now, Sir,
the hon. gentleman bas gone over all
the recent victories with which the
Opposition orators generally close
their addresses. The hon. member for
T rrebonne (Mr. Masson), last night
favoured us with an account of all the
great victories which had been won in
Lower Canada and other parts of the
Union; and the bon. member for Cum-
berland (r Tupper) bas supplemented
that statement to-night, and added,
in his own wav-subject to correction,
of course-the victories which he had
Dot only won, but which he confi-
dently predicts in the future. Hle
referred to the election in Digby. Why,
the hon. member knows weil enough,
if he would state it bore to the House,
that there was no man so surprised at
Mr. Vail's defeat as the hon. member
hiatself. The hon. member knows that
when he returned from Digby, ho stated
to his frieuds in Halifax and elsewhere
thnt it was no use opposing Mr. Vail in
Digby, because he was sure of bis clec-
tion, despite himself and despite Mr.Thi(ault.

MR. TUPPER : The statement is the
very reverse of the fhct.

'Mn. JONES: I can prove it. Now,Sir, 1 say here, and I take the respon-
8ibility of saying it, that Dominion
PolitieS had no more to do with thelon. Mr. Vail's defeat than the politiesf iRussa to-day. It was a local ques-

tion entirely. It was a question arising
out of local taxation owing to the
passage of the Western Counties Rail-
way through the Counties of Digby and
Yarmouth.

Ma WADE: Will the hon. gentleman
allow me a question ? He was not
present,and I trust will answer a square
question squarely put.

Ma. JONES: The gentleman says
"squarely put."

MR. WADE: Yes, Sir. 1 represent
myself as side by side with him. We
now stand on the platform as two Con-
federates. He supplanted me as an
anti-Confederate. I stood before the
hcnourable electors of Digby side by
side with him on the Confederate plat-
form. That was a square question,
and the county of Digby decided
squarely on the question.

MR. JONES: The bon. gentleman
says they stood side by side on a square
Confederate platform. That hiad
nothing to do with the result of the
eleCtion. That had nothing to do with
the question as between the Govern-
ment and the Opposition. I an not
making any observations against the
hon. member for Digby; I say that no
matter who ran against Mr. Vail, under
present circumstances Mr. Vail was
sure to defeated.

Ma. TUPPER: You did not think
so.

MR. JONES: Owing to an accident,
as it were, the taxes which were to be
collected for the right of way of that
road through the county of Digby
were about being collected at the time
he was running his election. Those
people were paying the taxes for the
first time, and the road was not
finished; and they were dissatisfied
with Mr. Vail and voted against him
on that ground, and on that ground
alone.

MR. WADE: No.
MR. JONES: Sir, I bave reason to

know that they have already repented
of the course they have adopted. I have
seen, and I am in possession of letters
from all parts of the country, saying
that no one regrets the defeat of Mr.
Vail more than those who, in a fit 'of
spite only, against him as the cause of
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their taxation, voted against him and
elected the hon. member for Digby.
I say, and I take the responsibility of
saying here, that another year, when
that county is appealed to, and the
principles of the present Government
are placed before them, and the past
history of the Opposition and all their
record are placed before the electors
of Digby county, I have no doubt and
no fears of what the result will be.
Sir, the hon. gentleman refers to a
change of sentiment in Nova Scotia.
I advise him to watch bis own county.
I have received from the county of
Cumberland an address signed by a
large and influential body of the elec-
tors of that fine county, congratulating
myself upon the vicLory I had won,
and the position I hold. Sir, that
address is signed by an immense num-
ber of the leading merchants, the
leading barristers, the leading justices,
and the leading and influential men in
that county; and I venture to say,
and make this prediction here-and I
will prove myself a true prophet-that
when the election comes round next
year the bon. member for Cumberland
will find ample employment in bis
own county. He may find the war
carried into Africa; and if the bon.
gentleman is understood therc-begin-
ning to be understood there, as I am
told be is,-be will no longer be able
to misrepresent the publie opinion of
that counîty. Why, Sir, the lion. gen.
tleman knows that he never carried
the county of Cumberland unless by
bribery and corruption.

Several HON. MENIBERS: Order.
Ma SPEAKER: I tried to call the

gentleman to order.
Ma. JONES: Well, Mr. Speaker, I

wish to say nothing that is unpar-
liamentarv; but I say this, that when
the hn. gentleman again appeals to
the electors of Cumberland, that be
will not have all those adventitious
aids which formerly assisted him. I
say that when he goes to the electors
of Cumberland, under the strict and
pure Election Law which the present
Govern ment have given to the electors
of this eountry, that the hon. member
will find that ho will be in a very
different position from that wbich he
occupied when ho was there before.

Ma. JONES.

Sir, I venture to say that when notice
was given of the contestation of the
hon. gentleman's seat at the last elec-
tion, that his election bills were never
paid until that contestation was
settled and withheld. I know very
well the whole history of that
transaction; and knowing t hat, and
knowing the people of rland,
the position he occupies, I venture to
prophesy, and I think I will be found
a truer prophet than ho will with
reference to the prophecies that Le ha8
made, ho will find enougti to do to
hold the county of Cumberland, if he
can hold it at all. With regard to the
affairs in Nova Scotia, time will tei.
I think it is not worth while for any
man to be boasting beforehand. We
have had enough of the game of bluff
from the other side. They go about
the country, they go about Nova
Scotia, saying, " We have carried
everything; we have won here, and we
are going to win there." They may
impose upon a few credulous and
sanguine people like themselves; but,
Sir, that game is plaved out. I ven-
ture to say to-day that the Govern.
ment stand in a better position in the
public confidence of this country than
they have stood since they assumed
office. I know, so fàr as regards my
own province, that all those misrepre-
sentations which the hon. gentleman
and his friends made there with regard
to the policy and acts of the present
Govern ment have been explainedaway
and are fully understood. The hon.
gentlemanwent into a section of my
county, one of the most intelligent
sections of it, and I did not thinik it
necessary to follow him. I bad been
there before ; and I knew what the
result would be when they came to
contrast his exaggerated statements
with the plain facts which I had been
in the habit of placing before thei.
Instead of injuring me in that section
of my country, I got ton more voteS
than I ever polled on any previous Oc-
casion. 1, therefore, invite the hon.
gentleman to pay another visit to thst
part of the country at the next elec-
timn. That is the way the hon. gentl-
man's statements are regarded there.
I was quite prepared m3 self for all
that he as said on this occasion. I
knew, when ho made his sudden eOXd
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from Halifax, the result of the Halifax
election, when. he could not take part
in the great festivities and rejoicings
which he himself had prepared for my
defeat; when he could not send tele-
grams to all parts of the Dominion to
light the bonfires which were ready
for the torch at Jones' defeat in Hali-
fax; that the hon. member for
Cumberland would not stay in the city
of lalifax for a long time to come. I
knew, Sir, that all this spleen must
come out; and the hon. gentleman,
after having cleared himself pretty
well to-night with ail that refers to
myself, will, I hope, for the future,
discuss public matters on their own
merits. I think it is more becoming
the dignity of a leading man like the
hon. member for Cumberland to
discuss public questions on their
own merits, without reference to
the opinions of the gentlenen who
advocate them. Sir, having joined the
present Government, I am prepared to
take my share of responsibility for al]
that eoncerns the administration of it;
and I am not only prepared to take my
responsibilitv for ail that concerns the

administration of it, but I am prepared
to take my share of responsibility for
all that. is past, all the Government
have done during the time I have been
a member of this House, supporting
then. Sir, if I had not supported then
in that policy, it would have been mv
duty to have gone over and supoprted
the hon. gentlemen opposite; but I
believed that the policy which they
had inaugurated and carried out was
in the interests of the country at large.
It was no selfibh and narrow policy ;
it wasl not setting section against soc-
tion, religion against religion, one dis-
trict against another district, advocat-
ilg One policy in one part of the
country and another policy in another
part of the country; but it was a
broad, statesmanlike policy, which was
lltended in the interests of the people
at large. I feel honoured, as any man
Tnight feel honoured, in joining a Gov-
ernment which, I am sure, stands highto-day, and possesses the confidence of
the People of the Dominion.

. a. TUPPER: I will claim theindulgence of the louse for a fewInailtes. I will not take the time for
the Purpose of replying to the speech

which the bon. gentleman the Minister
of Militia has made, but for the purpose
of adverting to three personal matters.

Leave being given,
Mi. TUPPER said : I am quite cer-

tain that the House will concur in the
feeling expressed by the hon. member
that matters should be confined to the
discussion of public subjects. I am
quite certain that those who heard any
remarks which I have made here to--
night will acquit me of having
attempted to deal for a single moment
with any other questions than those of
public concern. I only intend, at this
moment, to deal with three charges
brought against me by the hon.
the Minister of Militia ; first, with
reference to the lease .of the bouse on
Hollis Street ; second, with reference
to the Pictou Railway ; third, with
reference to my being interested in
coal mines. I may say, in regard to
the first matter that, having learned
that the bon. the Minister of Militia
had statéd at a public meeting in
Haliflax that the transference of» my
house in Hollis Street to my son was a
colourable transaction, I tested his
sincerity in that statement when I met
him in the drill shed, in the presence of
the electors, and I said: " Mr. Chair-
man, I will deposit in your hands $500
f Mr. Jones will do the saine; and I
will not ask him to prove that
it was a colourable transaction,
but I will forfeit that money for dis-
tribution among any charities in Hali-
fax to which you may be disposed to
give it, if Mr. Jones will bring me
before the Committee of Privileges and
Elections, and if I do not prove that it
was a bond fidé transaction and not a
colourable one; that I had no more
interest in the property when it was
leased to the Government than Mr.
Jons himself had." Mr. Jones felt it
desirable-at all events he declined my
offer, and thus gave the best evidence
that he could, that ho himself does not
believe that the transaction was a
colourable one. So much for that. I
am still willing'to deposit $500 in the
bands of any gentleman in this House,
on the same terms, if Mr. Jones will
bring me before the Committee of Pri-
vileges and Elections, and I do not
prove that the property was as ruch
the property of my son as any property
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that Mr. Jones possesses is his, and
I have no more to do with that pro-
perty than he has.

MR. JONES: You have the benefit
of it.

MR. TUPPER: I have not a single
farthing. On the contrary, the property
was leased to the Government at the
same rate that i t was leased previously
to a private individual, and I have not
the slightest interest in that,-no more
than Mr. Jones. If I do not prove
that by the testimony of the highest
and most credible witnesses that can
be produced in this country before the
Committ ee of Privileges and Elections,
I will forfeit $500 to ho distributed
among charities anywhere, if Mr.
Jones will do the same thing. Next,
Sir, he bas ventured to refer to the
question of the Pictou Railway. The
Government of which I was the leader
made a contract with Mr. Sanford
Fleming for the construction of the
Pictou Railway. We had previously lot
it by public tender and competition; and
the contractors who undertook the
work broke down, one after the other,
being unable to go on with the work.
Under those circumstances, the Gov-
ernment made a contract with Mr.
Fleming, within the amount of his
estimate, and for which the road had
been let, for its completion. The Gov-
ernment of which I was a member had
Judge Henry as its Attorney General.
He drew that contract. It had Mr.
Justice Ritchie, one of the most hon-
ourable men in Nova Scotia, and
another of my colleagues was Lhe
Hon. Mr. Leonard Shannon. An
honourable in an of as high a character
as can be found in Nova Scotia. If
there was any collusion, or any wrong
done, thon these gentlemen-one of
them put here by Mr. Jones' own ad-
vice in the position of a Justice of the
Supreme Court-are corrupt and dis-
honourable men.

MR. JONES: I did not put him
there.

MR. TUPPER: No; but ho was the
leader of the party in Nova Scotia
who put him there, and concurred
in it. That is the foundation upon
which the bon. the Minister of
Militia ventures to indulge in a dis-
honourable imputation for the support

Ma. TUPPER.

of which there is not a particle of
proof. Al the evidence that ever was
adduced was a speech of Mr. Archi-
bald's, leading the Opposition at the
time. He challenged our act, and
criticised it in the closest manner, as an
Opposition member should challenge
the actions of a Government. It was
submitted to the Legislature, and we
were sustained by a large majority;
and Mr. Archibald, at a subsequent day,
publicly declared years ago, that he
believed that the Act was in the public
interest, and the public interest had
been served by it. The moment
Mr. Archibald found that his name had
been used, years afterwards, as having
intended to insinuate that there was
any private interest of any member of
the Government in connection with the
transaction, he came out in a letter to
me in which he repudiated it, and said
he never entertained such a thought-
That is all the testimony the hon.
gentleman bas in support of an impu-
tation only dishonouring to himself.

MR. JONES: Did not you ask the
letter from the Governor ?

MR. TUPPER: When the statemont
was made in my county by a candidate
running in opposition to me, Mr.
Archibald was quoted, and I wrote
him a note to say that that statement
had been made )n his authority. It
was in answer to that that ho sent me
a letter declaring that ho had never
intended the slightest imputation on
the personal character of any person in
relation to it. Now, I say that if in
this House a gentleman can venture,
on a foundation such as that, to i npugn
the standing of a publie man, public life
would become utterly intolerable. I
appeal to gentlemen on both sides of
the House if such is not the case. Then,
Sir, he las referred to the Springhill
Mines. Well, he knows perfectly well
that the press of his party had beeni
two years reiterating these slander-
ous falsehoods in the Province of Nova
Scotia; and ho knows that at the end
of that two yeai s I came out over iny
own signature and gave a straightfor-
ward account of the whole transaction.
I showed that I had never had an
interest in mining property in NOVa
Scotia to the extent of one dollar, until
after I ceased to be a member of the
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Government of Nova Scotia, and was
as free as the hon. gentleman himself
to speculate in mines or' in anything
else. I showed that the Order in
Council which was passed in relation
to the mines was put by the Govern-
ment of Mr. Annand on the Statute-
book afterwards. I showed that the
publication of that Order took place
when I was three thousand miles away.
Ishowed by the evidence of Mr. Black,
one of the first merchants of Halifax,
that he had no connection with me;
that he had never exchanged a word
with me ; and I that knew nothing
whatever of bis action, when, with
the Public Gazette in bis hand, pub-
lished on Wednesday, on Thursday
morning, he went to the office and
claimed the right to apply for these
mining areas that were open to all, and
for which at that moment there was no
application on the record. Ie had his
statement in his hands of the metes and
bounds. Why? Because he had public
access to the mining office; and taking
the information he believed he had, he
associated with other parties who be-
lieved that there was valuable property
there. He had the same opportunity
that any gentleman had to take these
metes and bounds, and he had his ap-
plication prepared. He went to the
office and made it. I was, as I say,
three thousand miles away; and the
only evidence adduced is that in 1868-
a year after I had gone out of the Gov-
ernment, and a year after I was as free
as any gentleman in this House to
speculate in mines-I, with a power of
attorney from Mr. Black and repre-
Benting other gentlemen associated
with hlm. offered these mines for sale,
and in 186 9engaged to go into the specu-
lation with them for the development of
the property and its subsequent sale.
It was a Most successful speculation;
but it was one just as open and as free
to me as a similar speculation is to any
hon, gentleman in this House. I hold in
n'y hand the statement with which I
'net these slanderous attacks; and with
the sworn testimony of the gentleman
who issued the Gazette, and the sworn
testimony of the Clerk of the Council,
with the testimony of Mr. Black, and
the testimony of Mr. Shannon, who
said lie was the person who had heldback the Order in Council at the first

instance with a view to its reconsider-
ation. Upon testimory the Most clear
and conclusive that ever a public man
vindicated himself upon in any country
in the world, T threw back all these
slanders, and showed that they bad
not a tittle of evidence to sustain them.
What was the verdict? I had been
followed by these slanderous attacks
day by day, and year by year, for two
years; and when I came out and gave
this vindication, and did what no man
in any country is called upon to do,-
proved a negative-not only challenged
them to show a single jot or tittle
of evidence for what they had stated,
but proved the faisity of all their
statements. When I did that, J
appealed to the country; and what was
the answer ? The answer was an
overwhelming condemnation of these
lying slanders. His Grace the Arch-
bishop of Halifax, the late venerated
and venerable A chbishop Connolly,
addressed a letter to me-the most con-
gratulatory letter, perhaps, that any
publie man ever received in any country,
and he came out in a letter to the Morn-
ing Chronicle,a paper that had been pub'
lishing these slanders, and told them
that bv their slanders they had made
me the greatest man In Nova Scotia;
that public opinion had risen in an
indignant manner to crush these
slanders; and I, whose character during
the whole period of my career in public
life in Nova Scotia no man ever ven-
tured on the floor of Parliament to
impugn, and nothing had ever touched
my honour in the slightest degree. J,
and assailed by one who up to the
question of Union arising was one of'
my supporters --

Ma. JONES: No ; no.

Ma. TUPPER: Yes, Sir; he said he
was one of my friends. At the very
period in which he challenges my con-
duct in relation to Lord Mulgrave, 1
had no more ardent supporter in Nova
Scotia than the hon. gentleman him-
self ; and it is upon such a foundation
as this that hon. gentlemen are to be
assailed ! They had their answer on
that occasion from the bon. gentle-
man's own constituonts, who defeated
him and elected a gentleman that I, in
a publie letter over my own sig-
nature, urged them in the interests. of
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the country to sustain and support. I
thank the House for the indulgence
they have given me. I wili not abuse
it by saying a single word furtber; but
I will ask permission to hand in, instead
of detaining the Huse while I read it,
a succinct narrative containing evi-
dence which refutes the insinuation
with whiel the hon.gentleman bas ven-
tured to assail, not only my public char-
acer, but my private character, here
to-night, which no gentleman, while I
was on the floor of the House of'Assem-
blv in No- a Scotia, bitter as party
struggles were in that Province, ever
ven uretid to impugn. Isay more, after
I ceased to be a member of that House,
while it was under the control of the
hon. gentlenan's friends opposite, this
very question of the Springhill Mines
was r-ubmitted to a most exhaustive
examination and investigation before
a committee, and they were unable to
establish one jot or tittle of evidence in
stuj)palo-t of the statement which the hon.

gentleman has made here to-night.

" OTTAWA, February 5, 1872.

' To Ho-. Jaues McDoxAL, M.PP.
" Mr DEAa McDONALD ,-

"Altliough I bave on principle refised to
iiake any defence against the vile slanders
upon nmy public character invented and
published by the Anti-Union press of Nova
Scotia-because I thought it would establish
a very improper practice if a public man
were called upon to defend himself in the
press against unfounded calumny unsupport-
ed by any show of evidence-I would like
you to be prepared to ineet any charges that
may be made against me in the Legislature
of Nova Scotia, as I will be prepareLto meet
them in Parlianient. Wellknowing that the
enemies of Union, finding our cause rapidly
comnending itself to the approval of ail in-
telligent men, are anxious to assail it through
me, I feel that 1 owe it to the country to
crush their lying inventions by an array of
evidence which must silence them forever.

" You will remember that many persons
interested in mining, urged upon the Govern-
ment of which we were members, the policy
of allowing additional rights of search to be
taken out for the same area-that it was well
known that this question was engaging the
attention of the Governient for soine time
previous to the 25th May, 1865, when an
Order in Council makingthe proposed change
was approved by the Lieutenant-Governor mn
Council. That Order was published on the
28th of June, and on the 29th, C. H. M.
Black, Esq., and at least two or three other
persons, made application for rights of searcli
under its provisions.

ME. TUPPER.

" On the day after the Order in Council
was approved by the Lientenant-Governar, I
went on a mission to Fredericton, to arrange
with the Government of New Brunswick
a joint delegation of the Iwo Provinces
to England, with the object oi securing
the construction of the railway from
Moncton to Truro. I was absent a week,
and on iny returu was engrossed with
business preparatory to my leaving for
England, which I did in company with Imy
colleague, the lon. W. A. Henry, and the
New Brunswick delegates, on the 22nd or
23rd of June. It will thus be seen that I was
not in the Province on the day when the first
Gazette issued alter the Order was approved
in Council, nor when it was subsequently
piiblished. As the publication of Orders in
Council was the duty of the Clerk of the
Executive Council, and for the reasons nien-
tioned, from the time that Order was ap-
proved, the subject passed from my mind,
until I read the attack upon myself contained
in the ,forning Chronicle of August 7th, 1871.

" When Mr. Black obtained his license to
search, I was on the other side of the Atlantic,
and had never exchanged a word with him
upon the subject. While I was a member of
the Goverument I steadfastly refused to have
anything to do with either gold or coal mines,
and when I resigned my seat in the Govern-
ment on the 301th June, 1867, I did not own
one cent's worth of mining property.

" Having said this niuch in general terms,
I' will now furnish you with the evidence
bearing on every point on which I have been
assailed. It is admitted that the Order in
Council made a valuable change in the law,
but it is asserted that I gave Mr. Black
private information which enabled hini to
anticipate ail other parties in making appli-
cation under it. The only evidence that, in
the absence of any to sustain this charge.
could be required to disapprove it, is furmjelr
ed by the admission of the Chronicle itself,
that when Mr. Black made his application,
after 10 o'clock a.m., on the 29th of June, he
had the Royal Gazette of the 28th in his bands,
containing the Order under which lie applied.

"It is notorious that the Royal Gazette is
almost invariabfy printed late in the evening
of Wednesday, and sent to the public office
some time in the forenoon of the next day.
It is not pretended that any one was refuse
a copy at the Queen's Printers, where it
always could be had on Thursday morning
as early as the office opened.

" Having thus disposed of the questiol of
the supression of the Gazette, I now coine to
the charge that the 'Order in Council W9
suppressed for four weeks before publication.

" As I have already said, from the day on
whieh the Order was settled in Counc'
in 1865, until these attacks were made
in 1871, the matter had not crose
my îmnd, and until 1, last autuMIn, 0e
James H. Thorne, Esq., who was the
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then Clerk of the Council, .and whose
dluty it was to attend to the publication of
the Order, I did not myseçlf know why this
delay had occurred. Heat once said that lie
had recently met the Hon. S. L. Shannon,
who told him that he (Mr. S.) had been the
innocent cause of the delay, when they both
rememnbered the facts.as narrated in the tollow-
ing affidavit of Mr. Thorne and note from
Mr. Shannon. Yotu will no doubt recollect,
as 1 do, that Mr. Shannon differed in opinion
wich the majority of the Council upon this
question, and it appears that, as I had gone
to New Brunswick before the next Gazette
was published, he asked Mr. Thorne to with-
lold the publication of the Order, as lie
thougit it might be reconsideredt by the
Council. In the pressure of business prepar-
atory to the Attorney General and myself
goingto En gland, the matter was not brouglt
up before we went, and Mr. Shannori, tlink-
ing that it could not properly be done in our
absence, Mr. Thorne was directed to publish
it in the Gazette, all of which is fuîlly shown
by the following affidavit of Mr. Thorne, and
note fromt Mr. Shannon -

"'I, James H. Thorne, of the City of
Halifax and Province of Nova Scotia, make
oath and say, that I held the offices of Deputy
Secretary and Clerk of the Executive Council
of the Province of Nova Scotia, during the
year one thousand eiglt hundred and sixty-
ive,-that the duty of frnishing the Orders

in Council to the Qneen's Printer for publi-
cation in the Royal Gazette devolved exclu-
sivelv upon me,-that the order relating to
Licenses to Searchl for Coal, approved in
Council on the twenty-fifth of May, one thou-
sand eight hundred and sixty-five, was fur-
nished by nie to the Queens Printer in the
usual wa,-that I never received any intima-
tion, directly or indirectly, from the Honour-
able Charles Tupper in reference to that Or-
der; and that the said Charles Tupper was ab-
sent on a mission to the Government of New
Brunswick when the first Gazette issued after
the approval of the said Order in Council,
and that lie was absent on a mission to
Eng!and when the said Order was placed by
me in the hands of the Queen's Printer for
Publication; and further, that the publica-
tion of the said Order in Council was deferred
by me in consequence of an intiaiation from
the Honorable S. L. Shannon that the said
Order in Council might be re-considered.

(Signed) JAmEs H. THORNE.
"Sworn to at Halifax this 30th of October

A. D. 1872, before me,

"GEo. P. MITCHELL, J. P."

"I may here state that the articles whichhave appeared in the Halifax papers, de-
Uending nie fromn the slanders of the Anti-Pion press, were written and publishedwithout ny having seen any of them.
_"1 When it was shown that there was not thepightest foundation for any aspersion of my

pidlic character-that I was on the otherside of the Atlantic when the Order in Coun-

cil vas published, and riglits acquired under
it, and my assailants were challenged to ad-
duce the slightest evidence that I had any
property in mines while a menber of the
Government, the Chronicle was obliged to con-
fess that all the evidence they could adduce in
support of their charges wai that1 liad offered
to sellthe Spriag Hill Mine'. It is quite true
that I did offer to sell he mine, but it was
not until I had received a Power ol Attorney,
execute i by Mr. Black, in the office of Hon.
J. W. Ritchie, on the 4th day of June, 1i68,
eleven nonths after I had ceased to be a
member of the Government, and which was
forwarded to me when I was in England. In
1869 Mr. Black conveyed to me an interest
in the property of which he held leases from
Mr. Annand's Government, as will appear
by the following authenticated copies of
Power of Attorney and letter fron Mr.
Black :-

I'Know all Men, that I, Charles H. M.
Black, of the City of Halifax, in the Province
of Nova Scotia, merchant, have nominated
and appointed, and do nominate and apoint
the Honorable Charles Tupper, of Halifax,
aforesaid, now in London, England, a Com-
panion of the Most Honorable Order or the
Bath, to be ny true and lawful Attorney 'or
me, and in ·my naine and stead, absolutely,
to largain, sell, and dispose of six several
licenses of occupation, issued to me on the
thirteentb day ofJune last.A.D.1 867,under the
hand and seal of John Rutherford, Esquire,
Chiet Commissioner of Mines for the Province
of Nova Scotia, and now in force, granting
to me the exclusive right of opening mines,
and getting minerals, other than gold, for
the period of two years trom the date last
mentioned, at Spring Hill, County of Cum-
berland, Nova Scotia, within the limits in
the said licenses marked Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6.
respectively described, being six hundred
and forty acres in eaclh license, or six square
miles in all, and any or either of such licen-
ses, with all rights, powers, privileges, and
appurtenances hereto belonging, including
the right to take out before the expiration of
the said two years, a lease or leases of the
said areas respectively from the Commission-
er of Mines aforesaid, or from the Crown, for
the purpose of getting the said minerals, and
to make such sale by private contract; and
also for me, and in ny name, and as my
act and deed, to make, sign, execute, and
deliver to the purchaser or purchasers there-
of, their heirs, executors, and administra-
tors and assigns, trom time to time, good
and sufficient deeds or instruments of con-
veyance, and transfer or assignment of the
said premises, and every part thereof respec-
tively as aforesaid, and to receive the pur-
chase money, and give acquittances and dis-
charges therefor to the purchaser and pur.
chasers aforesaid ; and generally for me, and
as my Attorney to do and execute all such
acts and deeds as may be needful for con-
veying and assigning the said property in
whole or in part to the pirchaser or pur-
chasers thereof, I hereby agreeing to ratify
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and confirm all acts that my said Attorney
may lawfully do in the premises by virtue of
these presents.
" Witness mv hand and seal at Halifax, this

fourth day of June, im the vear of our
Lord one thousand eight hundred and
sixty-eight.

(Signed)
"CHARLEs H. M. BLWK. (Seal.)

"Signed, sealed. and delivered in presence of
"S. B, MURRAX-."

HALIFAX, 19th DEcEMBEI, 1871.
" HONoURABLE CHARLES TUPPER, C. B.,

OTTAWA,-
'' My DEAR Sia, - After the repeated

attacks upon you by a portion of thp city
press, touching the Spring Hill Mine, I have
thought it but right that I should state the
fact that I had no communication with you
respecting licenses to search for coal at
Spring ill or elsewhere, previous to the ap-
plication made by me in June, 1865, and
that I received no intimation from you that
an Order in Council had passed authorizing
the granting of second rights to search.

" In June, 1868, when you were in Eng-
land, it was thought by the friends interest-
ed with me that you could be of essential
service to us in bringing the mine to the no-
tice of English capitalists, and I accordingly
executed a Power of Attorney, authorizin
you to sell the mning rights I bad acquired ,
which was duly transmitted to you ; and in
1869it was determined to convey to you one
undivided fifth of three square miles,of which
I held leases from Mr. Annand's Govern-
ment.

" You are aware this explanation was at
your service last summer, and you can now
make what use of it you please.

" Regretting you sbould have been the
subject ofso much unnerited abuse,

"I remain, yours very truly,
(Signed) " C. H. M. BLAcK."

I will not detain the louse further. I
thank them on both sides of the House
for the indulgence they have extended
to me in giving me this opportunity to
malie this statement. I can only say
that when the hon. gentleman, in the
presence of his own constituents, at-
tempted to adopt the line which he has
adopted here to-night, as the only means
of diverting attention from his own
misdeeds-public misdeeds-he was
met by the sentiment of an overwhelm-
ing majority of the electors of Halifax
who were assembled on that occasion.

MR. JONES: I have just one word
to say in regard to the explanation of
the hon. member for Cumberland (Mr.
Tupper). The hon. gentleman says

MR. TUPPER.

that matter of Springhill Mines had
been made the subject of inquiry by a
Committee of the House composed of
my own political friends. That is quite
true. They found it necessary, when
they assumed power, to inquire in
regard to the subject to which the hon.
gentleman bas referred, and to which I
felt it my duty to direct the attention
of the House. But mark the difficulty
they had to contend with. The prime
conspirator--not the prime conspirator,
Mr. Speaker, but the deputy of the
prime conspirator, Mr. Black-because
the prime conspirator was the hon.
member himself-

MR. SPEAKER called the hon.
gentleman to order.

MR. JONES: The principal operator.
MR. SPEAKER asked the House

whether the hon. gentleman should
proceed ?

MR. JONES proceeded: The hon.
member for Cumberland has impugned
a statement which I made to the
House. I say that the question was
submitted to a Committee of the House,
and Mr. Black, the friend of the hon.
member who negotiated the trans-
action and who divided the spoils with
the hon. member, refused to attend a
Committee of the House when sum-
moned to do so. Now, with regard to
the Pictou Rilway, I will read the
speech of the lon. 3Mr. Archibald, the
present Lieutenant-Governor of Nova
Scotia. It is perfectly true, as stated
by the hon. member for Cumberland,
that the building of the road had been
given ont to contractors, but that, by
an understanding between Mr. Fleming
and the Government led by the hon.
gentleman, the contract had been
taken out of the contractor's hands
and given to Mr. Fleming without
that information being imparted to
the House to the country. When
the House met, Mr. Archibald, who
was leading the Opposition, said:

" Everyone must see that the whole thilg
has been pre-arranged-that the engineer
was prepared for the proposal-that the cor
respondence was so arranged as to make it
appear as if the matter had been the subject
of care and deliberation, while every ste
from beginning to end shows that the wboi
thing was a arce-that the rehearsai hd
taken place before, and the parts of the dif.
ferent actors made ready.
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" We have seen the Government of this
country, not in the absence of law, but in
direct defiance and in the very teeth of the
law, undertaking to put their hande into the
treasury and dispose of two millions of the
public money at their own free will and
pleasure. This is an act so gross, so far in
excess of any ordinary exercise of the power
of the Government that it may well excite
our dismay. Gentlemen will recollect when
these papers were read at the table the look
uf blank astonishment that fell upon the
countenances of gentlemen on both sides of
the House on being told that that which not
the boldest imagination of the boldest oppo-
rient of the Government, could conceive, and
becone an acconplished fact and that these
gentlemen had not only dared to do this act-
to take the public money in violation of the
public law, but for two monthp had shrouded
the deed in such darkness that not a man in
the Province, besides themselvee, was aware
of the fact.

"The Governnent of this coantry, the
inen to whom you have entrusted the interests
ot Nova Scotia, descending to the miserable
position of the pettiest offender, have for two
months carried on the affairs of a great pub-

lic department under false pretences-have
been holding out a man as their engineer
who was no engineer, and using him in the
name of a dismnterested agent, but with the
reality of an interested contractor, to impose
upon and deceive the entire community. I
say, as bad and illegal as the transaction was
-bold and hazardous as was the act of
putting their hands into the treasury and
taking from it two millions of money-there
was something in its very boldness that
redeemed it from contempt, but the miserable
policy of shrouding themselves in darkness
under the wretched pretext that they night
thereby be in a position to make better bar-
gains with the contractors, alike degrades
the Government and the people."
That was Mr. Archibald's opinion at
that tirne, and the hon. gentleman says
that Mr. Archibald retracted that
opinion. Well, I shall read Mr.
Archibald's letter in reply to an appli-
cation from the hon. gentleman for a
certificate of character, when the whole
inference Of Mr. Archibald's speech
had been in the direction which
I have already suggested, and no
other inference could be arrived at
froni reading it carefully. When thehon. gentleman felt it was an inference
which would undoubtedly fix itself onthe publie mind, then the hon. gentle-

an n his extremit , applied to Mr.
Itibd for a certi cate of character.

's in 1874. Remember this is
Siuce Mr. Archibald was at Government
h. se, and years after he had madebis speech in the HRlouse of Assembly

10

of Nova Scotia. Hon. gentlemen will
observe that Mr. Archibald did not
volunteer the letter ; that it was only
given at the supplication ofMr. Tupper,
who found that the publie had settled
to but one conviction with regard to
that transaetion, and he therefore
requested a certificate of character, as
I have already pointed out. The letter
was as follows :

" GOVERNMENT ROUSE,
'<HALIx, N.S., 31st January, 1874.

"My DEAR DR, 'IUPPER,-In reply to your
note of yesterday, stating that Mr. Hibbard
charged you on the humtings with having
made noney out of the Pictou Railway con-
tract, saying that his authority was my
speech in the Legislature, and asking me if
I ever made such a charge against you, I have
to say that I ne ver did.
" The printed report of the speech made in

the Assembly is the best evidenee of what I
said on that occasion, and if you refer to it
you will find that it contains no such
charges.

"I have the honour to be,
"My dear Dr. Tupper,

"Yours, very truly,
" A. G. ARCHIBALD.

'" The Hon. C. Tupper, C. B.,
" & c., &c."

Now, will any hon. member, taking
the whole circumstances into considera-
tion, reading carefully Mr. Archibald's
criticism on the conduct of the hon
gentleman when he presided over the
Government, transferring those con-
tracts for public works to his own
engineer, by a secret agreement, not
be satisfied that the hon. member felt
it was necessary to go to Governor
Archibald for a certificate of character
to save what reputation he had left.
Mark how guarded Governor Arch-
ibald is in his reply. Ie does not
state what his own opinions were
on the point to which the hon.
meinber had particularly invited his
attention. He merely says he had not
made the charge and refers them to bis
speech. Of course he made no such
charge, but his speech, taken in con-
nection with the suspicious circum-
stances of the secret transfer, which
he exposed in such scathing terms,
could only lead an intelligent publie
to but one conclusion; and when the
hon. gentleman emerged so suddenly
from a chrysalis state of pauperism t»
a full-bloom millionaire, which subse-
quently enabled him to endow his first-
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born with bouses and lands in posses-
sion at a most convenient time for
their mutual interesits, no certificate
of character from Governor Archibald
or any one else could change the feel-
ing which had passed from suspicion
to conviction in the public mind. Sir,
the bon. gentleman was a suppliant
for this certificate of character, and I
have read it to the House. Hon.
members wili doubtless form their own
conclusions.

31R. PLUMB moved the adjourn
ment of the de bate.

Motion agreed to, and debate ad-
journed.

House adiourned at
Five minutes after

Twel ,e o'clock.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

Wednesday, 13th Feb., 1878.

The Speaker took the chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERs.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCEL-
LENCY'S SPEECH.

The House resumed the considera-
tion of lis Excellency's Speech at the
opening of the Session.

Ma. PLUMB said that the debate on
the Address had taken a very wide
range. It seemed to have been dis-
cussed so far almost Province by Pro-
vince. In the first instance, perhaps,
the members for Ontario bad taken
part, but it being taken out of their
hands by members from Quebec, and
subsequently members from Nova Sco-
tia, who had conducted a very stormy
discussion. Proceeding in reverse
order, he would say something with
respect to the discussion that had taken
place the previous evening. Elections
in Nova Seotia had been the most
recent stirring political events, and it
had drawn public attention in all direc-
tions. The causes of these elections
were well known. They arose from
circtmstances which he trusted would
nover again occur in the history of
Canada,-the infringement of that salu-
tory Act which lay at the very basis
of parliamentary liberty. And these

Ma. TUPPZR.

infringenents had not been committed
by gentlemen who were not acquainted
witi parliiamentary law and procedure,
with those constitutionai instructions
and the general rules which governed
Parliament and the country in relation
to parliamentary action, but by gentle.
men of long parliamentary experience
-- gentlemen who had been political
leaders in their own 1rovince, and
who had held high official positions
before they came into this House.
Such were the men who had violated
the Act of Parliament, and who had
been compelled, at the last moment, to
lay down their office as members of
Parliament, and resign their seats and
the trusts placed in their bands by
their constituents for diffe' ent purposes
from those for which they had used
them, and go back to their ceonstitu-
encies for election. One of these gen-
tlemen had been a member of the Gov-
ernment. What was the result of bis
appeal to his constituents ? It was
this: an indignant and betrayed con-
stituency, disgraced in a measure by
bis acts, had permitted him to stay
at home, and but very scant regret
seemed to have been felt in any quar-
ter when this was known. le haid
not seen any of the public prints in
mourning afterward, on account of
that event, nor any loud lamentations
raised in consequence of it. On the
con trary,the scantiest courtesy possible
was shown that gentleman after he had
cast himself into the gulf; he (M'.
Vail) had been covered over with
indecent haste, and merely a few col-
temptuous lines had appeared in the
leading Reforin organ of Ontario with
reference to his exit from public life:
This organ in noticing the results Of
that election said:

'- As we poiuted out while the contest Wv'
still proceeding, Mr. Joues' election is the
declaration of the constituency, not onlY.0'
confidencein Mr. Mackenzie, but ofthedesie
of the people of Nova Seotia to maintain ald
strengthen the bond of union between theu-
selves and the western sections of Cana
with which the Premier of the Dominio" "
personally more particularly identified."

The bond of union between Neo
Scotia and the western section of
Canada was to be maintained aW
strengthened by the man who said
he would take off his hat and cher
when the British flag was loeed
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