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that the Government had built the road
from Montreal to Ottawa; that they
ought to have given some round sub-
sidy to a company to do it ; but that
lad nothing to do with the case bore,
whether it was wise or unwise. It
had been said that every single
farthing raised in the country should
have gone on that road, and that the
other road should not have got a
dollar. He (Mr. Pope) disagreed with
this contention, because the faith of the
country had been just as much pledged
to the other roads as to thet one; not,
perhaps, to so large an extent, but in a
proportionate sum. Under ail these
circumstances, looking at the position in
which the House of Assembly at Que-
bec stood, with a majority of twenty, ho
would ask the hon. member for West-
moreland if he could conscionciously
say that the Lieutenant.Governor acted
wisely? Ris hon. friend had to say
one thing or the other. His hon. friend
had objected to the course taken by
the Government of New Brunswick in
connection with the Prohibitory
Liquor Law. The case was not
nearly as bad as the Quebec
one. lad the Lieutenant-Governor
of Quebec said to his advisers: You
must appeal to the country? That
was the position which had been
taken by the Governor of New Bruns-
wick. Without expressiig any opinion
on the principle of prohibitory logis-
lation, t he Governor ofNew Brunswick
sent a memorandum to bis Ministers
expressing his conviction that the
continuance of the present state of
affairs was fraught with danger to the
best interests of the community and
called for immediate remedy. He,
therefore, suggested a dissolution of
Parliament, The Ministors dissented
altogether from His Excellency's con-
clusion and would not advise a disso-
lution. Was there any comparison
botween them and the Quebec Min-
istry ?

MR. BOWELL arguod that Mr. Le-
tellier had exercised undue pressure in
the dismissal of his Ministry.

MR. MACKENZIE: If the hon. gen-
tleman will stop now, I will admit
that ho has convinced me.

Ma. BOWELL: Then, resign.
MR. PoPE.

Ma. MACKENZIE said the hon.
member fbr Kingston bad agreed
upon certain conditions upon which an
adjournment could be had. The con-
ditions were that the House should ad-
journ now, and that a vote should be
taken without debate on Monday even-
ing, after the trains came in, and that
until that bour the House should pro-
ceed with other business.

SiR JOHN MACDONALD said he
bad agre d to those ternis, and hoped
to have a vote at about ton o'clock on
Monday night.

Ma. MACKENZIE: Then the under-
standing is that the debate be adjourned.

Debate adjourned.

THE IMPERIAL CATTLE BILL.

Ma. MACKENZIE, in moving the
adjournment of the House, said perhaps
it might be gratifying to members gen-
erally, to know that by a telegram re-
ceived to-day, from our agent in Lon-
don, the Government ascertains that
the Imperial Government bas agreed
to a modification of the Cattle Bill in
the interesta of Canada.

House adjourned at
Five minutes past

Six o'clock, p.m., 13th inst.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

.Monday, 15th April, 1878.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERs.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

MR. MITCHELL said that be had
left on Friday last for Montreal, hav-
ing paired with the hon. member for
Lisgar, and he now found that with
regard to the motion respecting theQue-
bec crisis, an arrangement had been
entered into to take the vote this
evening at ton o'clock, without debate.
Ie did not consider himself bound by
any arrangement made by any one for
him in this House. and on a subject
so important as this. He feit that the
circumstances imperatively required
him to express his views. Ris name
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had been mixed up in the matter, and
an incident connected with the politi-
cal history of his Province had been
referred to as an authority and pre-
cedent. The name of a gentleman, who
was then Governor of New Brunswick,
had been mentioned, and as the great
political question involved to his mind
the future of this country, ho felt that
he ought to submit his observations on it
to the House. He did not desire to
protract the discussion, and be would
suggest to the hon. the Premier that
the order should be called at eight
o'clock, after recess, in order that ho
might express bis views and convictions
on this important matter. He did not
wish to be bound by any arrangement,
but at the sarne time ho did not desire
to break through such arrangement.

MR. MACKENZIE said it was
unfortunate that the hon. gentleman
should have such an intention. The
agreement arrived at, with the leader
of»the Opposition and by the unanimous
assent of the House, was one that
ought not to be broken, especially when
there was no cause for it, except the
hon. gentleman's own absence. The
lion. gentleman would have had
abundant opportunity for expressing
his views on Saturday. He thought that
no one should seek to infringe upon
this arrangement; but, of course, there
was no authority in the House to com-
pel such an arrangement to be adhered
to. Under these circumstances the hon.
gentleman must take bis own course.
le could only regret that, under
the circumstances, the hon. gen-
tleman should feel it necessary to say
anything on the subjeet.

MR. MITCHELL said ho believed
that his name had been exempted from
this arrangement. He was so informed
by the hon.member for North Hastings,
who had known that he was anxious to
speak on this subject.

Mi. MACKENZIE said that the
leader of the Opposition had stated
that ho could not absolutely speak for
every person, but that he would foel
very much disappointed if any one
w'ould feel at liberty to break through
this common agreement.

Ma. BOWELL said he thought the
Premier would recollect that ho had
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used these 1 ords:-" I think we can
speak positively for all the members
of the Opposition then present,
but if the irrepressible Peter
cormes, we cannot guarantee
that lie will not speak," and the hop.
gentleman's answer had been: "Of
course, you cannot guarantee him."

Mi. MACKENZIE: I quite recollect
that; but I had not such a bad opinion
of the hon. gentleman as to imagine
that he would speak.

MR. BOWELL said ho had not said
so because he had a bad opinion of the
hon. gentleman, whom ho knew was
very desirous of speaking, and intended
to speak with reference to the difficul-
ties that had arisen in bis own Pro
vince.

Ma. MITCHELL said that in justice
to the right hon. member for Kingzton
ho felt bound to say that ho had a few
minutes since mentioned bis intention
to the right hon. gentleman, who had
said ho thought ho (Mir. Mitchell)
ought not to do it. He had told the
right hon. gentleman, however, that no
person had a right to speak for him in
the House; and ho felt it was due to
himself, to others, and the country,
that ho should express his opinion on
this question.

SIa JOHN A. MACDONALD said
that this arrangement was made across
the floor in good faith; and ho consid-
ered, of course, that it was obligatory
on every hon. gentleman on both sides
of thIHouse. He would be disap-
pointed if it was not adhered to, be-
cause the debate had not only been
exhaustive, but it had also exhausted
the members. He had pointed out to
the hon. member for Northumberland
that if this arrangement lad not taken
place at 5:30 Satutday afternoon, it was
very likely that a division would have
taken place before twelve on Saturday
night. He thought that the bon. gen-
tleman might easily find another op-
portunity for making bis explanations.

Ma. MITCHELL said ho nad a right
to speak, and, if afforded a fair oppor-
tunity, ho would endeavour to make
bis remarks as brief as possible.

MR. DEVLIN: It re-opens the whole
question.

Ma. MITCHELL : Let it be re-opened.

Personal [APRIL 15, 1878.]
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PROPOSED ACQUISITION OP THE
GRAND TRUNK, RIVIÈRE DU

LOUP BRANCH.

GOVERNMENT NOTICE OF MOTION.

MR. MACKENZIE moved:
That the Government be authorized to

enter into an arrangement auring the recess
with the Grand Trunk Railway Company for
acquiring control of the Rivière du Loup
branch of the said Coinpany's line, by lease,
purchase or otherwise, in order to obtain
complete control of the Intercolonial Rail-
way to the City of Quebec. Any such
arrangement to be subject to the ratification
by Parliament at the next Session.

He said that it was unnecessary to say
anything in explanation of this motion,
as hon. members generally understood
that difficulty was at present experi-
ended by having the Intercolonial
Railway terminate at Rivière du Loup,
where there vas no harbour and no
means of transferring traffic, save by
means of the Grand Trunk branch,
which, through the impecuniosity of
the company owning it, had got into
such a state that if this winter had
not been severe, they would have had
exceedingly great difficulty, indeed, in
carrying the traffic over it. lie did
not know how this was to be done
during another winter. IMany things
were to be considered in relation to
this matter, which he did not think
were fit subjects for discussion; but,
as the Government asked for no power
but simply for authorization to enter
into negotiations, he scarcely imagined
that any hon. member would consider
it necessary to discuss this matter, or
the difficulties connected with it, or
the different modes by which this sub-
ject might now be accomplished. It
was manifestly highly inexpedient, ii
not highly improper, for him to enter
into any such discussion at the present
moment; and he hoped that in this the
House would generally agree with
him.

Sia JOHN A. MACDONALD: The
question at once arises whether this
resolution ought not to be proposed in
Committee.

MR. MACKENZIE said that this
was precisely the same authority which
the late Government had taken with
reference to the Windsor Branch Gov-
ernment Railway; and by this Govern.

Ma. MITCHELL.

ment, with regard to the Truro
branch. Authority was given in both
instances to alienate this part of
the public property or domain, and
afterwards the agreement arrived at
with the respective companies was
submitted to the Hiouse and a Bill
based on it introduced. The Gov-
ernment would get no power under
this resolution to alienate any public
money, or land, or domain in any
shape, and before this could be done,
resolutions must be brought in ut the
next Sepsion. He did not think it
necessary to introduce this motion in
Committee of the Whole.

MR. SPEAKER: This asks particu-
larly for no more than authority to
enter into negotiations.

SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD said
that the Government could do what
the motion proposed without passing
it, and any arrangement made could
afterwards be submitted to Parliament.
This was connected with a very im-
portant matter, and, if pressed, the
motion should be considered in Con-
mittee.

MR. HOLTON said that if the reso-
lution meant anything at all, it meant
an affirmation by the House of the
desirability of entering into these
negotiations with the Company in
order to reach certain results, which
would involve the disposal of public
money and public property ; therefore,
even at this initial stage, the
proposition ought to be considered
in Committee. Sound practice
required this to be done. For his own
part he was not disposed at this point
of time, without fuller explanations
than they had hitherto received, to
affirm the desirability of any possible
arrangement whatever being made in
respect to the acquisition of the Rivière
du Loup Branch of the Grand Trunk
Railway Company. A good case
might be made, out, but it had not
as yet been made out. The resolution
affirmed that it was desirable to get
possession of this road by lease or pur-
chase; and it would authorize the
Government, without full explanations,
to enter into such negotiation during
recess, and any arrangement made was
to be submitted at the next Session.
It would then be placed before mem-
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bers who were not exactly free agents.
Owing to the pressure that a Govern-
ment could bring to bear in order to
secure the adoption and confirmation of
their acts, it became then, whatever
the Government might do during re-
cess, a question of confidence in the
Government, and he did not think that
this was a position in which the House
ought to be placed with respect to a
matter in the inchoate position in
-which this proposition now was. He
-did not know what arguments might
be produced in favour of getting
possession of this road; but for his own
part,though he was open to convicticn,
yet, as at present ad,7ised, he did not
think it necessary, or essential, or that
it would be useful to the Dominion, to
procure control of this road on any
probable terms. This was his convic-
tion, and therefore ho held that if the
matter was to be submitted to them at
al], full explanation of the reasons why
such negotiations should be enterea
into should be made to the House.

Ma. BLANCHET said that the re-
silution proposed the acquisition of
control of the Rivière du Loup
branch by lease or purchase; and the
hon. member for Chateauguay knew
very well that traffic was not carried
over this portion of the lino as expedi-
tiously at the preseut moment as was
desirable, owing to the bad state in
which it was. The stop proposed was
only initiative, and he did not suppose
that it pledged the expenditure of any
sum of money. Everything would de-
pend on the conditions to be submitted
to the next Parliament. As far as the
submission of resolutions in the Com-
nittee was concerned, he thought that

it was the safest mode even though no
expenditure was demanded. Moreover
it was known that the Government
cou Id not acquire eontrol of this branch
without expenditure.

ML. BOWELL said that his hon.
friend from Bellechasse had not caught
the Objection of the hon. member for
Chateauguay. He thought that this
resolution clearly affirmed that it was
desirable to acquire this section of the
Grand Trunk Railway by either lease
or Purchase; and if it was passed with-
Out any information in reference to the
necessity of obtaining this road being
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given, the' louse was committed to
that declaration; and it seemed to
him that they ought not to be asked to
affirm this principle without full dis-
cussion and investigation into the mat-
ter. Various points had suggested
themselves to members of this House
as reasons why this should be done.
There were many arguments, ho
knew, in favour of acquiring that see-
tion of road, but ho was not prepared
to enter into a discussion of these at
the present time. lie thought the Pre-
mier would see the force of the argu-
ment advanced by the hon. member for
Chateauguay, in reference to pledging
the House to the npcessity of acquir-
ing a portion of any road without ex-
planation of any kind.

Mit. SPEAKER asked if the hon.
gentleman meant that it was
absolutely necessary for the consider-
ation of this particular point that the
House should go into Committeo, there
being no details submitted but simply
an abstract propouition.

MR. BOWELL said ho was not pre-
pared to state that it was absolutely
necessary. He was not discussing that
point, however, and would leave the
question of order entirely in the hands
of Mr. Speaker. It was quite clear
that, as this resolution affirmed a prin-
ciple, the House should have an oppor-
tunity to discuss it, and, porhaps it
might be well to have a full discussion
in Committee.

Ma. BLAKE said that as far as pre-
cedents went, the hon. the Premier was
warranted in pursuing the course
which ho proposed to adopt. He ap-
prehended, ndeed, from what had
transpired formerly, that his hon.
friend was justified in intimat-
ing to the House the views which ho
had expressed. Notwithstanding that,
however, ho (Mr. Blake) would ven-
ture to submit whether the whole
legitimate purpose that could be secured
by such an intimation had not been
accomplished and the force of these
precedents taken away as far as this
particular transaction was concerned.
He thought it an undesirable thing that
the House should be asked to affirm in
advance the desirability of accomplish-
ing a particular transaction when next
Session, after making this affirmation,
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Parliament would have to consider
whether the terms were desirable.
Indeed, the wLole question was one of
terms. After the intimation which had
been given to the House, it was of course
competent to any hon. member'to
dissent from the policy proposed, even
to propose a resolution. He believed
the general opinion of the Hîouse
was that some arrangement should
be made with the Grand Trunk
Railway Company, but it was
difficult to determine in advance
what arrangement should be made
without knowing the teims.

SIR JOHN A. MACDONAL D
said he would like to know whether
the precedents cited had originated in
Committee, and been concurred in
afterwards. It was admitted that the
Intercolonial Railway would not be a
complete railway till the acquisition of
this line was effected. That was his
own individual opinion, and he had
always expressed the same thing to
lion. gentlemen privately and in the
House as well. There was a great
deal of force in what the hon.
member for North Bruce said, as to
these precedents being vicions, that
they committed the House in advance
without the Government being com-
mitted. This was a matter in which
public revenue and property were
concerned, whether the acquisition of
the road was made by purchase, lease
or some other method. When, there-
fore, the Government came down with
their proposition, they should be able
to submit a message from the Crown
assenting thereto. The hon. gentle-
inan who introduced it, however, had
said he did not consider it right, under
the circumstances, to go into detail
until he got some authority from the
House to proceed. He (Sir John A.
Macdonald) considered that that was
putting the cart before the horse. In
propositions of this kind, where any
surrender of money or money's worth
was concerned. the Government should
get their plans affirmed hefore they]
came down to the louse with them.
The House did not know what sort of
arrangement was to be made, whether
it was to be a running arrangement,
the surrender of the line, or an abso-
lute purchase; or whether an annual

Ma. BLAKE.

payment for lease should be made,
instead of making a purchase.
Then, as to the point of order,
he thought that if the hon. gentleman
were to persist in his motion, the
Ilouse should be allowed to go into.
Committee, so that hon. gentlemen
might give expression to their views.
It was rather a serions matter for the
House to be asked to concur in the pro-
position without a single word of ex-
planation.

ME. MACKENZIE said it was quite
impossible that he could enter into
any explanations at present, because
he would have to discuss the whole
subject in anticipation ; and whether
Mr. Speaker should rule it ont of order
or not, he should absolutely decline to,
enter into details. He would content
himself with having given hon. mem-
bers an opportunity ofexpressing their
views, and ho understood the general
opinions of hon. gentlemen opposite
wore rather hostile to any arrange-
ment. It was purely a matter of
business, not a political question at all.

SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD : You
cannot expect it to be a political matter;.
personally, I am in favour of it.

MR. MACKENZIE said it would be
absurd for him to put the railway au-
thorities in possession of bis views,
and, under the circumstances, he would
withdraw his motion.

MR. MITCHELL said he thought
-the remarks made by the hon. the
First Minister were concurred in by
hon, gentlemen on the opposite side of
the House. For bis own part, ho was
entirely in favour of the country
getting posses>ion of the portion of
the rond referred to, and such also was
the opinion of other hon. gentlemen
with whom he had conversed. There
was nothing like a hostile feeling to-
wards the proposal--quite the con-
trary. ie agreed with the Premier in
thinking that it would be improper for
him to enter into a free discussion of
this matter, because as there were
strong reasons for obtaining the line.
there might also be strong reasons
against it. Every argument which the
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Premier could bring forward in favour
of the scheme might be used against
1im by the railway company when he
endeavoured to negotiate witb them.
.He did not think it desirable that any-
thing should be done which would in-
terfere with the snccessful carrying
through of an arrangement with the
türand Trunk Railway. The bon. Pre-
mier must recolleet that the objection
taken to the course he was pursuing
did not come from the Opposition side,
but from the bon. member for Cha-
teauguay. There was no desire on
their part to obstruct the arrangement,
and hon. gentlemen from the Maritime
Provinces, instead of expressing them-
selves as being hostile to it had re-
marked that it was absolutely essen-
tial that the acquisition should be made
for the safe working of the Intercolo-
nial rond. The belief was that if the
Government were not hampered, the
Premier would be able to make a bot-
ter arrangement than otherwise during
the recess, subject, of course, to the
approval of the House next Session.

Mi. HOLTON said he thought the
First Minister had acted wisely in
withdrawing bis motion. By doing so
his hand would not be exposed, and
if the Government thought the
public interest would be best served
by obtaining possession of this road, it
would be their duty to submit a pro-
position of that kind to the House. It
seemed to hi m that if the House had
now affirmed, that it was neces-
sary or expedient to acquire this
road, the advantage would be all on
the side of the parties with whom the
Government would have to negotiate.
These parties would be in a position to
say: " The Parliament of Canada says,
it wants this road ; it cannot get on
without it, or make its own lines pro-
ductive or useful in any other way,
ergo we will take advantage of the
position and obtain all we can." He
thought the logical effect of offering
this motion, by his bon. friend the
First Minister, was simply to give
noîite to the House that if roasonable
propositions were submitted to him
during the recess, he would enter into
negotiations subject to the approval of
Parliament.

Motion, witllrawn.

NORTHERN RAILWAY FIRST MORTGAGE
BON OS.

NOTICE OF MOTION.

MR. CARTWRIGHT moved that the
House resolve itself into Committee of
the Whole on Tuesday to consider the
following resolution:

" Tbat it is expedient that the Governument
be autborized to subscril e the sum of £15,00)
sterling first mortgage bonds of the Northern
Railway Company of Canada, at the rate of
ninety per cent., in satisfaction of the sum of
£13,500 sterling, being balance remaining duq
by the said cumpany to the Dominion of
Canada."

He said the nature of the transaction
vas as follows: The House would
remember that last year they agreed to
accept for certain third mortgage
bonds of the Company, amounting to
£50,000 accumulating interest, the sum
of £45,000 sterling, or thereabouts, and
also a further sum of as nearly as
might be £6,000, in liquidation of
claims against the company, making a
total of £51,000. This sum, together
with a large amount in first mortgage
bonds and certain other claims, was to
be raised by issuing first mortgage
bonds of the company, intended to be
issued in London. Owing to the
state of the money market, the con-
pany were unable to negociate these
bonds as they intended, in the ordinary
way, and, after considerable delay, the
second bondholders, of whom the Gov-
ernment formed part, agreed partially
voluntarily and partially by assess-
ment, to raise this sum. They applied
to the Government of Canada in its
capacity of second bondholders to the
amount of £50,000, to allow an assess-
ment to be made on them for a certain
part of the amount, and, after some
negotiations, the Government now
recommended Parliament to subscribe
£15,000 in lieu of the sum of £13,500,
the balance remaining due. Techni.
cally, this would be that Parliament
agreed to accept £38,000 plus £15,000
on stock at 90, on first mortgage
bonds,in liquidation of their claim of
£51,000, or thereabouts. It appeared
to him that, under the circumstances,
and looking at the fact that agood many
of the second bondholders were volun-
tarily raising large sums, it would not
be well for Parliament to throw cold
water on the transaction; besides

Mortgage Bonds. 2005
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which, the first mortgage bonds were
an undoubted security, and the rate of
interest which they would pay, 5J per
cent., would make it a very tolerable
investment as things were going.

MR. BLAKE: I understand, then,
that we have received the cash for ail
but £13,000, for which we are to
receive £15,000 first mortgage bonds.

MR. CARTWRIGHT: That is the
exact position. They have paid over
the £38,000, and this is th- balance.

MR. BOWELL: Why was the bal-
ance not paid also ?

Ma. CARTWRIGHT: Technically,
they proposed to do so. The reason
they did not was the very considerable
difficulties, owing to the condition of
the money market, which were ex-
perienced in floating the first mortgage
bonds. In order to obviate this, a
number of the second bondholders vol-
unteered to become purchasers of those
bonds; but I may add that a number
refused to consent to this if the Gov-
ernment of Canada did not subscribe.
I think, uider the circuîmstances, and
considering that we have got nearly
£40,000 in cash out of the affair, and a
good security, that it is a reasonable
investment to make.

Motion agreed to.

HOMESTEAD EXEMPTION ESTATES BILL.
[BILL No. 44.]

( Mr. Mills.)

THIRD READING.

Bill reconsidered in Committee,
anended, reported, read the third time,
and passed on a division.

AUDITING OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS BILL.
[BILL No. 53.]

(Mr. Cartwright.)

THIRD READING.

House resolved itself into Committee
on said Bill.

Bill ordered to be reported.
House resuned.
Bill reported.
Amendment read the first and second

times and concurred in.
Bill read the third time and passed.

MR. CARTWRIGHT.

DUTY ON MALT BILL.
[BILL No. 6t.J

(Mr. Laurier.)

SECOND READING.

Order for second reading read.
MR. LAURIER said he would sim-

ply call the attention of the House to
the provisions made in this Bill, to
secure the collection of the excise duty
on imported malt. It was provided
that as soon as malt was imported it
should be at once warehoused in bond,
and that when it was takenî out of
bond the same excise duty should be
paid on it as was paid on malt made
in Canada. He moved the second
reading of the Bill.

Bill read the second tinie.
MR. LAURIER moved that the

House go into Committee on this
Bill.

MR. BOWELL: If any objection
be taken to this proceeding, can it
proceed ?

MR. SPEAKER: I am not prepared
to say that.

MR. BOWELL said he merely
wished to understand precisely the
rule on this point, and not to take any
such objection.

MR. SPEAKER: Our rule prohibits
the reading of a Bill twice on the
same day.

MR. BOWELL: Or the taking of
two stages.

Ma. SPEAKER: No. It says that
two stages may be taken.

MR. MACKENZIE: A Bill may be
advanced two or more stages in one
day.

MR. BOWELL: It may be read
three times in one day.

SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD: Il
case of urgency.

MR. SPEAKER said that the
very frequent practice of the
House had been to go into
Committee of the Whole immedia-
tely after the second reading, where it
was desirable to carry a Bill througli
rapidly, and to this practice no objec-
tion had been taken, so far as he was.
aware.
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Ma. HOLTON said that this was
especially the case with regard to
Bills like this, which originated in
Committee of the Whole, and were
founded on resolutions. Of course he
could readily understand that, with re-
gard to a Bill of an important character,
and containing a great many clauses not
originated in Committee, it might be
considered objectionable to go into
Committee at once ; and, although he
did not think that the rules of the
House could be invoked against it,
this might then be claimed to be aun
inconvenient practice. le thought
that only one reading could be taken
in any one day.

MR. SPEAKER: I think that bas
always been the rule, and I consider it
the correct rule; but, if a measure for
the appropriation of public moneys or
the imposition of taxes were under
consideration, I should certainly sug-
gest to the hon. Minister in charge of
it that it ought not to proceed more
than one stage each day.

MR. BOWELL said his impression
had been that, in the past, when objec-
tion had been taken to any two stages
being proceeded with in one day, it
had been sustained by the Chair; and,
for the obvious reason that every pos.
sible opportunity should be given to
object to or discuse any measure before
the flouse, whether important or
otherwise. Rule 43 stated that every
Bill should receive the three readings
on three different days, though on ur-
gent or extraordinary occasions, a Bill
might be read twice or thrice or
advanced two or more stages in one
day. This was permissive; and, if it
meant anything, it simply meant per-
mission to do that which othervise
could not be done.

Ma. HOLTON : No doubt two read-
ings can only be taken the same day
by unanimous consent.

Ma. BOWELL said that the only
natter in dispute referred to two

stages being taken in the day. To
read a Bill a second time, and then to
go into Committee were certainly two
stages; but if this were ruled by the
Chair, to be only one reading, this
was an end to the matter.

Ma. BLAKE said that there was no
express statement in the rule that each
stage should be proceeded with on a
separate day. Of course, the rule was
not very weil written, but he con-
sidered that the rule permitted that to
be done which was proposed.

MR. KIRKPATRICK said that May
stated that a Bill might be recommitted
as often as the H1ouse thought fit to do
so; the report could be received at
once, and the Bill, as amendod, should
be ordered to be taken into considera-
tion on a future day. le now reforrod
to the action taken concerning the pre-
vious Bill, and ho held that the amend-
ments should have been considered on
a future day.

Ma. SPEAKER: The authority is a
little too late. The amendments bad
all been passed, and the question was
on the third reading when the hon,
member raised the objection.

Ma. KIRKPATRICK: I beg your
.Honour's pardon; I said " to-morrow."

Ma. SPEAKER: On the third read-
ing.

MR. KIRKPATRICK: I did so on
both occasions.

Ma. SPEAKER: When a Bill cornes
out of Committec, it is open tu any
hon. member to take that objection.
The hon. member took the objection
on the third reading, but the authority
cited did not apply to the other
reading, though it did to the other
stage.

Ma. BLAKE: And even thon
the House bas the power to
consider the amendments at once.

MR. SPEAKER: Of course.

MR. BOWELL said that it was then
quite clear that the minority had no
protection under these rules of the
House, as the majority could at any
time declare any motion to be urgent
and extraordinary. Any objection
taken by a member of the minority
would have no effect if the majority
thought proper to overrule it, and, no
doubt, they would do so, if the ma-
jority was such a one as they had at-
present.

Ma. BLAKE said he thought that
this was a very objectionable observa

Dufy on [APRIt 15, 1878.]
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tion, and one that was not justified by
anything that bad taken place during
the past five Sessions, when Ministers
had continually yieided when it was
proposed to defer discussion until a
later day, if there was any objection
taken. He thought that at present it
was extremely convenient, at this late
stage of the Session, (o proceed more
rapidly, in order to send bills up to the
other brarnch of the Legislature, which,
of course, was now the object of the
Government.

MR. BOWELL: I am very glad that
the hon. member for South Bruce bas
taken the Government under his wing.
No doubt, they will now get on botter.

MR. BLAKE: I only repudiate the
allusion made by the hon. member to
the majority.

MR. BOWELL: That does not
change the fact.

House resolved itself into Committee
on said Bill.

Bill ordered to be reported.
fHouse resumed.
Bill reported.

ADDRESS TO THE GOVERYOR GENE RAL.

Ma. SPEAKER reported that a
Message had been received from the
Sonate, acquainting that Hlouse that
they have agreed to the Address to
Ris Excellency the Governor-General,
expressing the deep feeling of the
regret of that House at his approach-
ing departure from Canada.

MR. MACKENZIE moved:
That the said Joint Address be presented

on the part of this House by such menbers
as are of the Honorable the Privy Couiicil.

Motion agreed to.

INDEPENDENCE OF PARLIAMENT BILL
-[BILL No. 14.]

[Mr. Laflamme 3
CONSIDERED IN COMXITTEE.

MR. LAFLAMME moved that the
Bill be recommitted to a Committee of'
the Whole, with an instruction that
they have power to amend the same by
substituting the following for the first
sub-section of ihe tir.t section thereof:

.MR. BLAKE.

(a) No person accepting or holding any
office, commission or employment, perma-
nent or temporary in the service of the Gov-
ernment of Canada, at the nomination of the
Crown, or at the nomination of any of the
offcers of the Government of Canada to
which any salary, fee, wages, allowance or
emolument or profit of any kind is attached.

(b) No person entitled to any superannua-
tion or retiring allowance from the Govern-
ment of Canada.

(c) No Sheriff, Registrar ol Deeds, Clerk of
the Peace, or County Crown Attorney in any
of the Provinces of Canada, shall be eligibfe
as a member of the House of Comnions, nor
shall lie sit or vote therein.

Motion agreed to.

(In the Committee.)

SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD said
he very much regretted that the hon.
Minister of Justice lad not thrown out
the clause rendering ineligible men in
receipt of Government pensions. The
only argument that had been brought
forward in its favour was, that these
officers who had been superanruated
night be called upon to perform some
Government service. There was not a
single instance where an officer had
been called upon to do service after bis
superannuation; therefore, why should
they not consider it as not in the Act.
In England a special Act of Parliament
had been passed to remove all doubts
with regard to men receiving Govern-
ment pensions being eligible.

Ma. IRVING said that in respect to
the law of England, the Act referred to
by the hon. member for Kingston did
not refer to all pensions.

MR. BLAKE said they were only
considering certain amendments now,
and this discussion would more pro-
perly come upon the third reading.

Bill, as amended, ordered to be
reported.

House resuned.

Bill reported.

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

(COMMONS.] Business.
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After Recess.

CANADA PACIPIC RAILWAY ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.-BILL No. 52.]

(1fr. Taschereau.)

THIRD READING.

Order for consideration of amend-
ments made in Committee on said Bill
read.

Ma. MACKENZIE said the amend-
ment simply rendered it obligatory to
have any lease sanctioned by the
Hlouse-

MR. LANGEVIN said this BdI met
one of the objections made the other
day, but it did not meet the other ob-
jection, that the Government asked
leave to make ai-rangements with a
company which had no direct connec-
tion with L-ke Superior.

MR. MACKENZIE : That is discus-
sing a thing not before the Hlouse.
There is no company mentioned bere.
The Ilouse will pass upon that when
it will be brought down. We are
simply asking authority to make an
air-angement to submit to the House.

3IR. LANGEVIN said, if this Bill
were not passed, the Government could
still inake an arrangement with that
or any company, subject to the appro-
val of Parliament.

MR. MACKENZIE : The law offi-
eers say not.

MR. LANGEVIN said the hon. gen-
tleman must have misunderstood the
law officers. or he must have asked the
question in another shape, namely :
whether an agreement made by the
Govern ment with such company would
le binding before being ratified by
Parliament. But the Government
oOuld enter into negotiations with any
(ompany, and draw up the ternis of
agreement to be submitted to Parlia-
Imnent. If the Government had not
that right, they would not exist at al ;
they would have no power whatever.

Amendments concurred in.

Bill read the third tine and passed.

Business. 2009

BROCKVILLE AND OTTAWA AND CAN-
ADA CENTRAL RAILWAY AMiL-

GAMATIONBILL.

[BILL No. 9.]

(Mr. Galbraith.)

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE MEÉNDMENTS.

MR. GALBRAITH moved that the
amendments made by the Senate to the
Bill No. 9, to amend the Acts incorpo-
rating the Brockvillo and Ottawa Rail-
way Company, and the Canada Central
Railway Company, and to provide for
the amalgamation of the said Compa-
nies, be read the first time.

Motion agreed to.

WINDING UP INSOLVENT INSURANCE
COMPA NIES BILL.-[BILL No. 65.]

(Mr. Uartwright.)

CONSIDERED IN COMKITTEE.

Order for the House to resolve itsclf
into Committee on said Bill read.

MR. WHITE (North Renfrew) said
that having considered the provisions
of the Bill, it seemed to him that if
passed in its present shape, it would
cause very serious losses to cr editors of
irisolvent insurance companies. If he
understood the provisions of the Bill
aright, it was intended to facilitate the
winding up of the affairs of insurance
companies, so that the assets of those
companies might be more speedily dis-
tributed to the creditors than was pos-
sible under the present system. He
found that in the 12th clause it was
provided that:-

"Holders of policies or contracts for in-
surance on which no loss has accrued shall
be entitled to claim as creditors for any loss
which may accrue during the continuance
of the risàk within six-mronths after the issue
of the writ of attach ment, or the making of
the assignment; and in case no such loss
accrues, for a part of the premiun paid pro-
portionate to the period of their policies or
contracts respectively unexpired at the end
of the said period of six nonths; and such
claims shall rank with judgments obtained
and clains accrued in the distribution of
the assels : Provided always, that whenever
the company, or the holder of the policy or
contract of insurance, exercises any right
which it or lie may have to cancel the pohicy
or contract, the holder of the policy or con.
tract shall be entitled to claim as a creditor
for the sum which, under the ternis of the
policy or contract is due to him upou such
cancellation "
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Now, while that clause provided very
effectually for the class of creditors
who might claim as having sustained
losses under the terms oftheir policies,
he thought it did not provide suffici-
ently for the claims of those policy
holders, who might choose on the in-
solvency of a company to reinsure
with other companies; and he submitted
that, in passing a bill of this kind, it
was necessary to provide for the inter-
ests of that class of creditors. He
would call the attention of the hon.
the Minister of Finance to the case of a
local company which becameinsolvent
during the past summer-he referred
to the Provincial Insurance Company.
That company, on the 27th June,
issued a circular to their agents in
which he found the following para-
graph:

"It is with deep regret I have to inform
you that the great fire at St. John will cause
the suspension of this company. We thiuk it
would be your duty to inforn all your cus-
tomers of the position of atfairs at the earliest
possible moment. We hope to be able to
pay a respectable dividend to all creditors
but there may be many policy holders who
miay desire to protect thenselves fully by
insuring afresh in some other company."

Now, it was within his knowledge
that some of these policy holders, in
order to protect themselves, did insure
in other companies, and it was
held by the Provincial Insur-
ance Company that the fact
of their having donc so cancelled their
policies and they were precluded from
participating in the division of the
assets of that company. He desired
that soine amendment should be intro-
duced whereby the holders of policies
in insolvent companies, should be free
to insure in other companies from the
time that the insolvency was made
nanifest, and be entitled to claim for

the amount of their premiums from
the tine such re-insurance was effected
until the expiration of the policy. He
found in the third clause it vas pro-
vided that:

"No application for a writ of attachnent
and no assignment of the estate shall be
made until after the company has, whether
before or since the passing of this Aet, be-
come insolvent by failure to pay any undis-
puted claim arising, or loss insured againet,
for the space of slXty days alter being due

3R. WITE.

and payable, or, if disputed, after final judg-
ment and tender of a valid legal discharge,
and, in either case, if the company be
licensed under the Acte respecting insur.
ance, after notice served on the Miister of
Finance, as provided by the l6th section of
an Act respecting insurance, passed in the
thirty-eighth year of Her Majesty's Reign,
and chaptered twenty."

Now a case of this kind might arise:
it might be manifest to every person
that a company was insolvent, and
the policy-holders might doem it ne-
cessary in their own interests to re-
insure. If that was done, the parties
so insuring would not, if he understood
this Bill aright, be entitled to partici-
pate in the division of the assets of the
company when placed in the hands of
a receiver or assignee; and he thought,
therefore. that the clause should also
be amended so as to provide that
policy-holders should be entitled
to claim for their premiums
from the time they might have
insured in other companies, provided
that roinsurance should not begin
more than two months previous to the
issue of the writ of attachment
against the insolvent company.

MR. CARTWRIGHT: Has the hon.
gentleman prepared any clause carry-
ing out his views.

MR. WHITE said he would suggest
that the following be substituted:

"From the time the said policy-holder shall
have reinsured, provided that if the said
reinsurance shall have been effected more than
two months previous to the issue of a writ of
attachment, he shall not be entitled to claim
unless with the consent of the company."

House resolved itself into Committee
on said Bill.

(In the Committee)

On the 12th clause.

Mi. BLAIN said he would suggest
that the Judge should have the power
to extend the time beyond for 1, 2, 3,
4, 5, or 6 months beyond the six
months of application it was thought
desirable. It had been stated by
parties who knew exactly how this
company was situated, that, if it were
permitted to go on and wind up its
business,10 cents on the dollar would be
paid; but if it had to stop short, the
company would probably be hopelesslY
insolveut.
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MR. CARTWRIGHT said that with
the 60 days given, under the existing
Statute and the further period of six
months, there was not mach ground
for asking for further delay. All
things considered, he thought it would
be neither safe nor prudent to extend
the time.

MR. WHITE (North Renfrew) said
be thought that the claims of parties
who sustained loss at the time a com-
pany became insolvent, or continuing
its risks, caused thom to sustain loss
afterwards, should be fully provided
for. Policy-holders who deemed it pru-
dent to reinsure in other companies,
on the fact becoming known that the
company in which they had insured
was insolvent, should be allowed to
enter their claims on the unearned
premiums, and these claims should be
collected with those of the parties who
had sustained loss. A case in point
had occurred: a company becoming
insolvent gave notice of this fact to
their policy-holders, and when those
had icinsured presented their claims
on the unearned premiums, they were
told that because they had reinsured
their policies were cancelled, and hav-
ing done so without the consent of the
company, they were not at all entitled
to be considered in the distribution of
the asseLs. He would propose an
amendment in the sonso he suggested,
providing however, that where rein.
surance were effected more than two
months before the issue of the writ of
attachment no claims on the unearned
premiums should be valid without the
consent of the company which issued
the policy; consequently persons who
reinsured within these two months
would be entitled to enter such claims
from the time they had reinsured.

MR. BLAKE said that the sugges-
gestion offered only showed what a de-
gree of embarrassment was connected
with the treatment of this question.
There was some merit in, and argument
for both propositions, but ho thought
that on reflection the difficulties in the
waY were almost, if not quite,
]tisuperable. The suggestion of' the
hon. Inember for North Renfrew would
interfere with contracts entered into
between the policy-holders and these
conpanies, which would be always

exposed to the risk of reinsurance,
which would void these contracts, etc.
He considered that the Bill was fair
enough for both the policy-holders and
the companies. He thought that it
would be botter for insolvent policy-
holders who reinsured to suffer the
insignificant loss which this would
occasion, than to attempt to change
the contract between them and the
companies.

Ma. WIIITE said he submitted that
if a writ of attachment was issued
within two months from the time of
reinsurance, such policy-holder was
entitled to enter a claim on the un-
earnod premiums to as great a degree
as a person who might have sustained
loss in this connection.

MR. DAVIES said he thought that
the suggestion of the lion. member for
North Renfrow was a good one.

MR. BLAIN said that it was shown
beforo the Committee on Banking and
Commerce, that the company whose
case was under consideration, made a
condition that it might put an end to
the policy at any time and roturn a
proportionate premium, or put an end
to the policy and demand back a pro-
portionate part of the premium paid.
He held that the rights of policy-
holders should be allowed to remain as
they were whon the policy was issued.
The combined operations of sections
12 and 14 would make it necessary
that all these policies should come to
an end at any time within six months.
He thought it was reasonablo and
desirable that the time should be
extended, as the Bill at present simply
and entirely tied up the hands of the
company. He would suggest that, in
a proviso, the time should bo extended
to six months.

Ma. WHITE (North Rentrew) said
that as to a provision that policy-
holders should have the right to return
thoir policies to be cancelled, and
should then be entitled to receive back
a certain portion of the premiums they
had paid, lie ventured tosay thore was
no other insurance company that
made a provision of that kind, and
this Bill was not intended to apply to
the Agricultural Insurance Company,
but to all the insurance companies in

Companies Bill. 2011
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the country. But he did say that
on a company proving insolvent, the
policy-holder was entitled to be
looked upon as a creditor, just as much
es one who had sustained a loss.

MR. KIRKPATRICK said that the
)olicy-holders, finding the company
ecoming insolvent, and knowing

there would be a loss of time in col-
lecting their insurance, went and in-
sured in another company. That act
.cancelled their policy,and they had no
claim. But they should have a claim,
because what forced them to insure in
another company was the insolvency
-of the company in which they were
insured.

MF. BLAKE said the contract be-
tween the insured and the company
Made a further insurance on the part of
the former with the consent of the com-
pany, void the whole contract. When
the hon. gentleman said they were to
make another bargain for the insured,
although he had already a bargain
that if he again insured without
their consent, his contract should bu
void.

Ma. BOWELL said such a stipula-
tion on the part of the company was,
no doubt, necessary, because, without
i t, a man would insure his property for
double or treble what it was worth.
But, surely, in cases where the com-
pany became insolvent, the insured
should have some claim upon the non-
earned premium he had paid in. He
would gixe an instance: The Provin-
cial Insurance Company, after the fire
at St. John, sent out a circular
from the head office to their varions
agents announcing the suspension of
the company. Acting upon that, many
parties reinsured in other companies,but
when they made their claim against the
'company for unearned premium, they
were told that they had insured
without consent of the company, and,
therefore voided the contract. He
fully agreed that when notice had
been given of the insolvency of a
-ompany, the policy-holders should be
'enabled to claim, notwithstanding that
they had re-insured.

MR. HKIRKPATRICK said ho would
suggest a few words to follow the 12th
clause: "Provided, also, that the

MR. WIlITE.

policy-holders are re-insured after the
issue of the writ of attachment, shall
be entitled to claim as creditor upon
the unpaid premium, notwithstanding
any condition rendering the policy
voided on the occasion of re-insairiney
with consent."

MR. BLAKE said he would recom-
mend his hon. friend the Minister of
Justice to take this into consideration
before the next stage of the measure.

MR. WHITE said the 15th section
was somewhat objectionable in provid-
ing that assignees should bu entitled to
re-insure in any other company they
might choose.

MR. BLAKE said : lst, the majority
of creditors had to agree, and prem-
ium holders had a right to vote,
though, of course, the majority would
not; 2nd, the Judge had to consider
the matter; 3rd, the discussion as to
reinsurance was limited te companies
certified by the superinterdent to be of
good standing.

Mu. KERR said the 15th section
was objectionable in not giving the
companies the option of repaying the
unearned premium for reinsuring in
other companies. The pohicy-holders
could net expect te be placed in any
butter position than that for which they
orignally contracted. In nine cases
out of ten policy-holders would prefer
to demand a return of the unearned
premium rather than allow the com-
pany to reinsure in other offices, even
though these offices were approved by
the Superintendent of Insurance. le
quite understood in many instances it
would be much more advantageous to
the company to reinsure in other
offices than to refund the unearned pre-
mium; but, according to the provisiOns
of this 15th clause, that option was
taken entirely from the company or
assignee and was placed wholly with
the creditors, which gave them advan.
tages they did net originally possess,
for by reinsuring in companies of good
standing they would, in almost every
case, save money. Suppose a risk were
taken for three years at a premiulm of
$9. Out of that there would be the
agent's commission and expenses, and
although the holder paid $9, tlhe not
premium to the company would
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amount to about $4.60. Suppose one
year had elapsed, the policyholder
would claim two-thirds of his premium,
or $6; or, in other words, the company
would have to pay $1.40 more than
they realized from the risk. The Gov-
ernment should reconsider this matter,
and leave it optional with tho com-
panies to reinsure or not, and if they
did not exorcise this option after the
expiration of six months, then* the
policyholders could claim to rank as
creditors for the unearned portion of
the premium.

Mit. BLAKE said under the contract
the assured made withthe cbmpany the
company had no right to transfer its
liability to another company. In case
the company became insolvent, it
was proposed that it should have the
right to transfer the pclicy to another
company with the consent of the as-
sured. To give the company the
power to force the assurers to take up
any arrangement with another com-
pany, seemed to him to be unreasona-
ble.

Bill ordered Io be reported.
House resumed.
Bill reported.

THE QUEBEC CRISIS.

ADJOURNED DEBATE.

Order to resume the adjourned
Debate on Mr. Cartwright's proposed
motion, " That Mr. Speaker do now
leave the Chair, for the House to go
again into Committee of Supply,"-and
of Sir John A. Macdonald's motion in
amendment thereto:-" That Mr.
Speaker do not now leave the Chair,
but that it be Resolved, that the recent
dismissal by the Lieutenant-Governor
of the Province of Quebee of his Min-
istry, was under the circumstances un-
Wise, and subversive of the position
accorded to the advisers of the Crown,
sinee the concession of the principle of
responsible Government to the British
North American Colonies,"-read.

Ma. MITCHELL said he had listen-
ed With great attenton to the debates
which had taken place in relation to
this 'natter, especially to the admirable
Political and constitutional speech of
the right hon. the member for Kings-

ton, replete, as it was, with informa-
tion connected with the history of the
past, and filled with the records of the
decisions upon which the Constitution
of our country was founded ; but, he
must say, he listened with disappoint-
ment to the statement made ;n reply
by the hon. the Premier. One would
have expected that on this the first oc-
casion upon which a strain had been
put on our Constitution, a reply from
the First Minister to the admirable
speech of the right hon. member for
Kingston, the authorities produc-
ed, the statements made, the allega-
tions put forward, the reasons given,
would have been met in a manly
straightforward way by the hon. the
Premier, or by those hon. gentlemen
who so ably supported him when occa-
sion required. Butwhat was the fact ?
There was no such manly statement
made, no such answer givon to the
constitutional objections raised, no.
such quotations of authorities made as
would meet the case put by the right
bon. mover of the resolution. The
reply of the hon. the Premier was, to.
his mind, an evasion of the real ques-
tion at issue; ho raised false issues,
spoke of events which occurred in
Canada which had no bearing on the
subject, of questions in which the peo-
ple of the Maritime Provinces had no,
interest. What was the question to
be considered ? The question was,
had the conduct of the Lieutenant-
Governor of Quebec been constitu-
tional and right, or had it been of a
character to iead to the subversion of'
the constitution and to anarchy and
confusion. To bis mind, the course
pursued by Mr. Letellier de St. Just
had been one, which, if sustained by
the vote of this House-and he very
much feared from the course pursued
by bon. gentlemen opposite, that it
would-would lead to anarchy and con-
fusion. He had expected, from the
proposition made by the right hon.
member for Kingston, that this mat-
ter would be considered irrespective of
party politices, with that calm consid-
eration which ought to be brought to
bear on questions concerning the
future of our country. Bie had fbund,
on the contrary, an attempt made to
stifle the debate, to prevent the free
expression of public opinion, to avoid
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meeting the issue and say whether
Mr. Letellier was right or wrong.
The Government and its supporters sat
in silence and called for a vote with-
out discussion, in order to percipitate
a vote on the country and obtain a
snap verdict; ho would not say for
what purpose, but he would tell the
result. If the decision which hon.
gentlemen opposite expected, were ar-
rived at, the result would be that every
Lieutenant-Governor in any of the
Provinces, would find that he had been
created, by a vote of this House, a
despot, not bound by constitutional
rules and principles. He had expected
that the hon. mem ber for Chateauguay
and the hon. member for South Bruce,
both of whom, ho regretted were
absent to-night, those two gentlemen
who Fo carefully guarded the consti-
tutional rights and privileges of Par-
liament, who were so well able to
speak on questions of this character,
than whom none understood botter
what was right or wrong, in relation to
them, would not have remained silent,
but would have given expression to
their views, as to the constitutionality
or unconstitutionality of this arbitra-
ry act of the Lieutenant-Governor of
Quebec. He was amazed at their
silence. He felt they had abdicated
their functions, they had failed to main-
tain the position they had hitherto occu-
pied as great constitutional authorities,
as arbiters of this country. He re-
gretted they were not here to-night to
answer lis charges. Why had they
remained silent? Because they knew
they could not justify the act, and
because their party proclivities would
not permit them to condemn it.
These were the reasons which, ho
feared, had caused their silence. But
he had hoped these hon. gentlemen
would have been here to answer for
their silence, and to explain it. He
had come to this House as an inde-
pendent representative, one free from.
party politics, who occupied an in-
dependent position, and who had the
courage to express his opinions, and
to warn the people that our Constitu-
tion was now on its trial, in its
earliest stage, and that if party were
allowed to predominate over patriot-
ism, and a party vote were given on
this question, a precedent would be

Ma. MITCHELL.

created which would undermine the
first principles of our Constitution.
If it were permitted that a precedent
should be created, which was not justi-
fied by British constitutional history,
ho trembled for the future of Canada.
He would not consider the reasons
whieh Mr. Letellier had assigned for
dismissing his Ministry, but would
simply relate the facts as he under-
stood them, and refer to some authori-
ties which had been referred, to in bis
absence, by hon. members who, with
himself, had taken part in the case
which had occurred in bis own
Province. The reasons given by Mr.
Letellier for bis action were of a
flimsy character, and unworthy of any
one occupying the position of Lieuten-
ant-Governor. What right had Mr.
Letellier to dictate to his Ministers as
to whether it was judicious to tax the
poople or not? It was the representa-
tives of the people who had the right
to decide on that point; and whileMr.
DeBoucherville possessed a majority in
the Legisiature of Quebec, it was none
of Mr. Letellier's business as to whether
the taxation imposed was large or
small, so long as his responsible
advisers were prepared to assume the
responsibility of the measures they
passed. It had been allcged that there
%N ore precedents for Mr. Letellier's act.
ie would not enter into the constitu-

tional question and endeavour to prove
that such was not the fact, for that had
been done already; but ho would show
by analogy that some of the cases
brought forward in opposition to the
course taken by bon. members on this
side of the House, and in support of
Mr. Letellier, did not apply. Two
precedents had been quoted in connec-
tion with New Brunswick, and with
these ho was perfectly familiar. The
Manners-Sutton case in 1856, and that
of Governor Gordon, had been quoted
as justification for Mr. Letellier. In
the former case, what was known a8
the Maine Liquor Law, had been passOd
in New Brunswick, under the auspicOs
of the Fisher-Tilley Government,
which was supportedy an ample ma-
jority to enable it to carTy on the busi-
ness of that Legislature. Within ten
days after the rising of the Legisla-
ture, the Governor called upon bis
Ministers to re-assemble Parliament,

[COMMONS.] Quebec Crisis.
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for the purpo e of repealing that Act,
which had beon passed. They refused
to do so, and they were not dismissed,
as was said, but they resigned rather
than consent to recall Parliament to
repeal the Act. True, that on an
aippeal to the people all the members
returned, except two, voted for its
repeal. Was ihat a complete justifica-
tion of the Lieutenant-Governor's
act ? Within twenty-four hours after
the Legislature had repealad the
Act, they placed on record a
iesolution declaring want of con-
fidence in the members who had
induced the Governor to dissolve the
Assembly in an unconstitutional man-
ner. He (Mr. Mitchell) had been in-
formed that it had been stated that
the Governor was sustained by the
Colonial Office. But there was a sim-
ple acknowledgment of his statement,
aind Mr. Manners Sutton very shortly
afterwards had to leave the country.
That case presented no analogy to the
DeBoucherville case. In the former
case there were numerous petiticns
presented from all parts of the Pro-
vince asking that the Marine Liquor
Law should be repealed. It was on
these petitions the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor acted, and although he and
others did not sympathize with this
action, but he considered he did a
very high-handed act. On an appeal
to the people his former Gov-
cînment, who resigned, were sustained
by a large majority in the House of
Assembly. In regard to the second
case, which was considered one of
greater importance, the hon. the Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries was said
to have made certain statements.
le did not know whether it

was a correct report, but for
the purpose of his argument he
would assume it was correct, until it
was disavowed. If the report were
cOlect, it was not a true represen-
tation of the facts as they occurred at
the time. The hon. Minister of Ma-
ine and Fisheries and himself were

seniewhat prominent figures in the
events of 1866, and when the hon.
gentleman undertook to cite the ex-
perience of that year as a precedent
for the action of Mr. Letellier, he
should have told the whole story. He
(Mr. Mitchell) would state the facts.

It was very well known that after the
Quebec Conference, to which he had the
honour of being a delegate, and before
they went down to New Brunswick, it
was decided that they should not dis-
close the terms at which they had ar-
rived, until every orle of the delegates
had explained them to their colleagues
in the respective Governments. When
they, the delegates, returned to New
Brunswick, the Press clamoured for
information, which was not given, their
mouths being closed by the arrange-
ment enterod into at Quebec. The op-
ponents of the Government made use
of that fact to create antagonism and
opposition to the seheme. Party politics
were brought into play,and most violent
attacks were made on those supporting
the Quebec Conference, and belore the
delegates could take the publie into
their confidence, the terms became
known, and that portion of the Press
which was hostile to Confederation
made capital out of the fact that they
had not taken the people into their
confidence. That was the first stone
thrown at Confederation, and the blow
was a pretty severe one. The present
Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Mr.
Smith), who had left the Provincial
Governnent some time before, because
he was opposed to Confederation, took
advantage of what ho saw was the
turning-tide against the Government,
and came out against Confederation,
and an appeal was made to the people
-New Brunswick being the only Pro-
vince in wbich an appeal was made-
to endorse the terms of the Quebec
Conference. The result of the elections
was that the Government returned
with only Il members out of 41, and
the present Minister of Marine and
Fisheries was called upon to form an
Administration hostile to Confedera-
tion. His (ir. Mitchell's) party was,
comparatively speaking, annihilated;
but, when he handed in his resignation,
ho told the Lieutenant-Governor that
before twelve months had passed there
would be such a change of feeling on
the Confederation question, the Min-
istry would scarcely be able to carry
on the Administration. He felt that
the condition placed upon the dele-
gates at the Quebec Conference had
paralyzed their efforts and given to
the Opposition an opportunity to crush

[APRIL 15, 1878 ]The



2016 The

their action at the outset. He felt,
however, that when the sober second-
thought of the people of New Bruns-
wick considered the question, they
would perceive there were advantages,
as they had found, in entering into a
great Union of the Provinces, and that
before long the tide would turn in
favour of Confederation. The hon.
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
got through one Session, and before ho
reached the second, he found that the
policy of the British Government was
to carry Confederation, and simplify
the system of Government at the
Colonial office, and deal with one Gov-
ernment instead of six. The Provinces,
if united, could, also, more effectually
maintain British power and rule, and
diminish the influence of the United
States on the continent, than if thePro-
vinces were separated. The Imperial
Government, therefore, instructed Gov-
ernor Gordon that it was desirable to
endeavour to bring about Confedera-
t:on, and that the interests of the Em-
pire were involved. When the
Governor returned, after visiting Eng-
land, he sent for the present
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, in-
formed him of the wishes of the British
Government, showed him a despatch
from Mr. Cardwell, instructing him to
use his best efforts to bring about the
Confederation of the British American
Provinces ; and the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Smith), as ho (Mr. Mitchell) was
informed at the time by Governor
Gordon, expressed his approval of the
object that was contained in Mr. Card-
well's despatch, and led Governor
Gordon to believe-as the Governor
informed him-that ho would co-
operate with him and endeavour to in-
fluence his colleagues to bring about
Confederation.

MR. SMITH (Westmoreland): That
is not true.

Mu. MITCHELL said the Ilouse
would have an opportunity of judging
whether it was true or not. The hon.
gentleman, who was Premier of the
New Brunswick Government, wassent
down to Washinglon on the ove of the
repeal of the Reciprocity Treaty,
Messrs. Galt and Howland proceeding
there from the Provinces of Quebee
and Ontario. Vhen ho (Mr. Smith)

Ma. MITCHELL.

returned, ho was informed by th&
LieutenantG-overnor that it was the
wish of the Imperia 1Government that
Confederation should be carried. The
hon. gentleman informed the Gover-
nor, as the correspondence showed,
that ho was very doubtful whether he
could carry the Confederation scheme
or not; ho asked time to consult his
colleagues and friends, and when ho
returned ho informed the Governor
that ho hoped to be able to carry it.
and in the manner pointed out in the
record. What did the hon. gentleman
do ? When the Legislaturo met, he
placed a paragraph in the Speech prom-
ising to carry Confederation, or rather
stating that the wish of the Imperial
Government was that the Provincei
should ho united, and that the suggote
tion would receive respect and atten-
tion. The hon. gentleman was, there-
fore, elected by the people to oppose
Confederation, and yet, as head of the
Government, ho inserted the following
paragraph in the Speech from the
Throne. No. 11 was as follows:-

"The cnrrespondence which bas taken place
between Her Majesty's principal Secretary of
State for the Colonies and the Governor-
General of Canada on the affairs of British
North Anerica, when laid before us will
receive due attention, and tne op'nion ex-
pressed by Her Majesty's Government will
command that respect and attentioh which i3
due to the suggestions emanating from so high
a source; but i any scheme for a Union of
ihe British North American Colon'es whiclh
may be proposed, it is, in tie opinion cf this
House, absolutely essential that fui] protec-
tion sbould be afforded to the rights and
interesta of the people of this Province, and no
measure which fails to obtain these objects
should be adopted."

This paragraph was placed in the
speech of the Minister, who was only
elected a year before, against Con-
federation. It was true that the hon.
gentleman proclaimed that ho was
going to carry Confederation. The
result was that the hon gentleman
led the Governor to believe that ho
was favourable to the carrying of Con-
federation, but that ho required to do
it in his own way; and ho suggested
that ho could get Committees of the
House struck, or a Joint Committee of
both, as, after consultation with lis
Excellency, was thought most dosirable
for the pur-pose of having Parliament
committed to Confederation; but this
the hon. gentleman failed to do. The
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hon. gentleman continued for fortv
days without making an answer to this
Address, and every day he lost his
supporters. The members numbered
29 to 11, in favour of the hon. gentle-
man when ho came in, and whon he
wound np the Session, he had only 22,
out of 41, to sign the protest ho uttered
against Governor Gordon; and the re-
suit of all this was that the Governor
believed that the hon. gentleman was
sincere in bis desire to carry Confeder-
ation, that ho hoped ho would be able
to accomplish it, and that he was
desirous of doing so; but the hon. -gen-
tieman kept his answer back from the
Legislative Couneil of which ho (Mr.
Mitchell) was a member for somcthing
like thirty odd days. They had waited
this time for a reply. The hon. gen-
tleman allowed business to come to a
stop, because ho had not pluck enough
to come down at once and say to his
supporters in the -House that ho had
changed lis views in relation to the
Confederation of the Colonies, and that
he was prepared to submit a measure,
and would ask them to support him in
order to carry it. This was the rea-
son; but the negotiations which lasted
for something like four weeks, between
Ris Excellency and the hon. gentle-
men, led the Governor to doubt the
good faith of the hon. gentleman, and,
tinally, His Excellency found out that
the professions made by the hon. gen-
tleman, as to bis desire to carry out
this scheme, either could not ho ful-
filled, or, if they could be carried out,
that the hon. gentleman was unwilling
to take the risk, and responsibility,
and danger of attempting it. When
this matter was quoted as an authority
and precedent for the unexampled
conduct of Mr. Letellier de St. Just, ho
was amazed that the hon. gentleman
had had the courage to dare to do it.
There was no analogy between it and
this case. le would not say that
the Governor dismissed that Min-
ïstry, for ho did not dismiss
it; but the reason why the Governor
placed thpse gentlemen in the position
they occupied, was this, they led him
at the outset to believe that they could
carry Confederationand that they were
inclined to do it.

IR. GILLMOR: They did not do
any sueh thing.

127

MR. MITCH ELL: The hon. member
from Charlotte says they did not do so,
but I say that they did; and I can
prove it. They led him to believe that
they could carry Confederation.

Ma. GILLMOR : They did not.

Ma. MITCHELL said, that despite
the hon. gentleman's assertion to the
contrary, ho wo,1d prove it. lis hon.
friend from Charlotte might not have
been in the confidence of the thon
Premier; but ho would piove by the
statements contained in this book and
the records, that this Ministry led the
Governor to believo that they would
carry Confederation and they kept lis
Excellency in that belief during the
sitting of the House for nearly 40 days,
when no business could ho done. They
were afraid to pass the Address and a
vote of want of confidence was then
pending in the louse in which a year
before the hon. gentleman had a sup-
port of something like 29 to 11 or 30
to 11; and after failing to carry this
Address-and to this hour that Address
had nover been answered, -the Logis-
lative Council passed an answer to the
Address. When the Governor found
himself in this position, ho felt compel-
led to reply and give the answer which
ho did give to this Address. The hon.
gentleman objected to undertaking
the responsibility of this answer, not-
withstanding the fact that the hon.
gentleman had led the Governor to
believe that ho would do so, the hon.
gentleman refused to take this respon-
sibility and the consequence was that
the Governor said:-" Well, you have
either got to do that or you have got
to take the other course; yon have led
me to believe that you would carry
out Confederation; you have read the
despatches which I have sont you, and
you have read my statements as to the
wishes of Her Majesty's Government;
you have encouraged me to hope that
you would carry Confederation, and
carry it out in your own way; but you
have failed to do that, and now, when
the Legislative Council has passed an
Address in response to that paragraph
in your speech, you turn round and tell
me you will not take the responsibility
of the reply I make, though it will be
meeting the wishes of Her Majesty in
endeavouring to carry out the Confed-
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eration policy which you endorsed."
This was the cause of the hon. gentle-
man's resignation; and there
was no analogy whatever be-
tween this case and the case of
Mr. Letellier de St. Just. The hon.
gentleman knew, and lis Excellency
knew, that in their repeated conversa-
tions they had agreed to carry Confed-
eration, and to do so in their own way,
but they had agreed to carry out this
policy, and he (Mr. Mitchell) had aided
them to do it. He had aided them in
this relation; and when he found that
bis hon. friend did not get up in the
House and boldly proclaim his position,
and what his intentions were, he feIt
the great danger in which the bon.
gentleman stood, either because of lis
insinceority, or because of his inability
to carry out the propositions which
had been agreed upon between His
Excellency and himself (Mr. Smith.)
XWhen it was pretended that Mr. Letel-
lier was justified by this action of Gov-
ernor Gordon in the course he had pur-
sued, he (Mr.Mitchell) was bound to say
that there was no analogy whatever
between these two cases. In the ono
case Mr. Gordon did not ask for the
resignation of his Ministers, or they
voluntarily sent them in; and for
what? Because they were unable to
carry out what they had encouraged
His Excellency to believe that they
could obtain, or because they were un-
willing to carry out this policy, finding
that it was going to place them in a
position of embarasment in the
country. In this other case, the case
of Mr. Letellier, what did they find ?
That Mr. Letellier de St. Just, with a
Government which had a majority of
from 18 to 20 in Parliament which was
able to carry on all its measures,
which had the confidence of the coun-
try, which had no embarassment in
the Upper House, which was in per-
fect accord with the Legislative Coun-
cil, and which had no difficulties
whatever, except that Mr. Letellier de
St. Just thought that it was desirable
to get rid of them-had taken this
action; and he made the pretext, the
flimsy pretext, stated in these papers,
the ground for his having forced thera
to resign, or rather for dismissing
them; while, in the other case, Mr.
Gordon was compelled so to act by his

Ma, MITCHLL.

instructions from the Imperial Goverr.
ment. The fact was that it was an
Imperial concern in the case of the
New Brunswick embroglio, and of the
bon. the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries. His Excellency was coin-
pelled by regard for the Imperial in-
terests, which ho was representing, to
pursue the course which he did ; and,
therefore, there was some justification
even for dismissing those gentlemen,
because His Excellency was dealing
with a question in which Imperial in-
terests were concerned. But the other
case had no connection whatever with
Imperial interests. It was a pure
question of domestie poliey, and a pure
f amily quarrel; and there was a desire,
le took it, on the part of Mr. Letellier
de St. Just, to get possession for bis
political friends of the adminis-
tration in the Province of
Quebec, for the purpose, also, of
controlling the Dominion elections
when they came round. This, after all
was really the case in point. As the
correctness of his statement had been
impugned in relation to this matter,
he would show the House what the
Lieut..Governor said on the subject.

Ma. SMITH : You ought to read the
whole of it.

Ma. MITCHELL said he would cer-
tainly do so if the hon. gentleman
desired it; but he would rather read
what he considered necessary, and
thon the hon. gentleman could read
the rest. He would quote as fol-
lows:-

" Memorandum qf Conversation between Iis
ExceUency and Mr. Smith:

"'On Saturday, the 7tb instant, about 1l
o'clock, a.m., I called at Government lIouse,
and had an interview with His Excellency,
and, in the course of conversation, the pro-
ceedings of the Legislative Council were
referred to, when I spoke in terns of disap-
proval of the course which they had adopted
in reference to the subject of Union. Some-
thing was said about the presentation of the
address, and His Excellency's reply theretO,
when lie asked me what answer I would
advise? I replied that, in My opinion, the
answer to be given should simply be that he
would transmit it to Her Majesty. His Er
cellency said 'he would think of it, and Pee
me agan. He did not state thatle utended
to receive them that day, and I had not the
most distant idea that h. intended to do 0-
I then parted with him.
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" A few minutes before three o'clock of the
ýafternoon of the saine day, in iny place in
the fHouse of Assenbly, I received a note
Irom him, saymg that Le wished to see me
at once. I immediately repaired to Govern-
-ment House, and atter a short conversation
with him upon other matters, lie informed
nie that he was going to receive the Legisla-
tive Council, with their address, at three
o'clock. 1 expressed my surprise at this,
and eniquired what answer he intended to
make. He then hanided me a paper vhicI
contained his proposed disapproval of it, and
complained that he had not advised with his
Council before preparing it; that as they
were responsible for it, they should, at least,
be consulted before it was given. He re-
narked that if they did not approve of it

they could relieve themselves of responsi-
bility. I replied, even if that were true, was
it courteous and fair that the Council should
be treated in that way ; that what thev asked
trom Ris Excellency was fair play, not as a
tavour, but as a matter of right. He then
proposed that I should drive down to the

ouse of Assembly and see my colleagues,
and return in half an hour, and he would
keep the Legislative Council (who, in the
meantime, had arrived at Government House)
waiting until I returned. I said I could not
do this, that the debate on the Vote of Want
of Confidence was going on, and that they
would not leave the House, and besides they
could not possibly consider so important a
question in a few minutes. His Excellency
then proposed to send one of the carriages
that were standing at the door for them. I
tihen stated they could not leave the House.
He replied, ' Isuppose not.' I further stated
that it was unfair and ungenerous, and not
such treatment as the Council had a right to
expect, to be called upon in this sudden and
fxtraordinary way in a matter so important.
I expressed my condemnation of the courae
adopted by the Legislative Council, and
urged the im propriety of their praying ler
Majesty the Queen to cause a law of the
"nperial Parliament to be passed, giving
effect to a scheme of Union which
both the people and the House of Asseinbly
nad rejected by overwhelming majorities,
and that I never would consent to any ad-
dress which authorized the Imperial Gov-
ernment to pass au Act for Union without
reference to the people. I thoughit His
Excellency seemed disposed to yield the
Point and strike out the last paragraph of
the answer, which I considered very objec-
tIonable. He then asked me to excuse him,
and left the room to consult, as I thought at
the time, and from information received since
I am confirmed in ,that opinion, a gentleman
of the Opposition and a member of the Legis.
lative Council, who was in the House at the
time. He returned in a few minutes, and
after some conversation similar to that
already detailed, told me that he would
deliver the answer as it was, and sent me a
copy in the evening. I remonstrated against
euch conduct, but concluded by saying, that

i 7

if lie had resolved upon that course, it
was in vain to protract the interview. I then
left him.

" (Signed) A. J. SMITH.

There was the letter from the Gover-
nor to Mr. Smith after he had under-
stood from Mr. Smith that he was in
favour of coming into the Union. le
vould further quote as follows:-

"R is Excellency considering that the
speedy accomplishnent of a neasure of
Union was now a matter of alinost absolute
certainty, addressed to Mr. Smithý,on the 7th
of March, a letter, of which the followinig is
an extract:-

"' I have been much gratified, though not
surprised, to find that you are disposed to
approach the question of Union, as it now
presents itself, in a large and statesmanlike
spirit, and to realize as facts the necessities
which are imposed by the actual condition
of affairs. There is nothing which more dis-
tinguishes a statesman from a man incom-
petent to deal with great affairs, than this
power of appreciating the chahges, the mode
and the obligation (often a most irksome one)
of acquiescing in a course which, per se, he
considers open to objection, in order to per-
vent evils oh yet greater magnitude.'

" Mr. Smith did not contradict the pre-
sumption on which this letter was founded,
and verbally acknowledged the terms in
which His Excellency therein spoke of his
conduct.

" Upon the distinct understanding, there-
fore. that the Goveriment woild endeavour
to procure the passage through the Legisla-
ture'of resolutions affirmative of the principle
of Union, and with the impression that an
address, praying Her Majesty to move the
Imperial Parliament to give effect to such
resolutions, was to be subsequently adopted.
His Excellency felt justified in omitting, at
the request of bis Council, from bis Speech
at the opening of the Session, the strong
recommendation of Union which he would
otherwise have felt it his duty to introduce,
but the responsibility for which his Ministers
felt they could not then assume.

" Since the commencement of the Session,
however, the course of the Government has
shown little indication of a movement in this
direction.

"R is Excellency bas never ceased to urge
on Mr. Smith, the expediency, and indeed
necessity of a bold avowal of his intended
policy ; nor has he failed to express hie ap-
prehensions as to the consequences of delay
in doing so, believing until that avowal was
made, Mr. Smith would become daily
more and more entangled in contradictory
pledges from which he would find it im-
possible to extricate himself, and which
might act most prejudicially on the proe-
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pects of the cause; whilst az any time cir-
cumstances might call for such action on
the part of His Excellency as would place
him in a position of apparent antagonism to
bis Council, and prove productive of very
serious embarrassment This course, how-
ever, the Government did not pursue, and it
became more and more clearly apparent to
His Excellency that they lacked t e wer-
he will not suppose that they lacked the
will-to carry out their original intentions.
Their bostility to the particular form of
union agreed to at Quebec, was distinct and
emphatic, whilst their approval of even an
abstract union of an indefinite character,
became daily more vague and uncertain.

"On more than one occa-ion His Excel-
lency noticed these facts to Mr. Smith, who
replied that the reports received by Ris
Excellency as to the language used were in-
accurate; and that it was desirable not to
indicate too soon the line he meant to take,
as it would give an advantage to his oppon-
ents, and night estrange some of his friends.

"'Mr. Smith frequently expressed a hope
that the Lieutenant-Governor did not enter-
tain any doubt as to the eincerity of bis in-
tention in carrying out to the letter the
understanding between them, as to the pass-
age of resolutions on the subject of
union.

tIf the Lieutenant- Governor's advisers
cannot concur in the sentiments, and decline
to become responsible for their utterance by
His Excellency, it is no doubt their duty to
tender, as tbey have doue, the resignation of
the offices held by then.

" His Excellency accepte those resigna-
tions with regret. His relations with his
advisers during the past year have been
harmonious and cordial-for many
among their number lie entertains strong
feelings of personal esteem ; nor can he for-
get to acknowledge the attention which bis
views have generally received at their hands,
or the readiness with which bis wishes have
on most occasions been met by them. But
he has no doubt as to the course which it is
his duty to pursue in obedence to his Sove-
reign's commands, and in the interests ofthe
peuple of British America.

".That a leading member of the Opposition
was more than once commuuicated with by
His Excellency is perfectly true. This coin-
munication was made with Mr. Smith's full
knowledge, and in the belief on His Excel-
lency's part, that it would facilitate Mr.
Smith's accomplishment of the end in
view. The gentleman in question met Mr.
Smith at the Government House, on the 5th
of March, and His Excellenc5 believes that
a very protracted interview subsequently
took place between them; nor was it until a
very late period that His Excellencv re-
liuquished the hope of seeing a combination
effected to smooth the passage of the con-
teuplated resolutions."

MR.MITCHELL.

The whole of this correspondence was
filled with statements of that kind -
but it would take too long to read the
whole of it, and he did not intend to
take up the time of the House by doing
se, though if bon. gentlemen wished
him to read any more, he wouldI do so.
He did not desire, however, 1e read
any more of this correspondence than
was necessary. What he wanted to
deduce from this eorresporîdence was
this: he had been informed, and he
had read from a paper, that it had
been stated by the bon. the M1in-
ister of Marine and Fisheries with re-
lation to this gentleman, who was not
hore to defend himself, and a gentle-
man who bad the confidence of our
Soveroign, and wIo had administered
the affairs of the Province over which
he presided, in an honest and upright
and sincere manner, that bis conduet
was brutal. If the hon. gentleman
ever said that the conduct of His Excel-
lency was brutal, he (Mr. Mitchell)
could only say that this statement
was untrue.

MR. SMITH: I made no such stato
ment.

MR. MITCHELL: And this gentle-
man not only prior to, but since that
time, bas enjoyed the confidence of
Her Majesty, and is now doing so.

MR. SMITII: I wish to make a state-
ment. The language which I am re-
ported in the Press to have used, I
never employed at all. The word
" brutal " certainly was never used in
the whole of my remarks.

MR. MITCHELL said ho had given
the bon. gentleman an opportunity to
contradict this at the outset, but the
hon. gentleman had failed to do so. H1e
would now read an account of the hon.
gentleman's speech, given him by a
member of the House. This was as
follows:-

" Mr.Smith said,in reply to Mr.Costigan,that
he was not inconsistent in taking his present
position. The two New Brunswick prece-
dents justify Letellier's position, inas-
much as they have been sustained by the
popular vote and by the Imperial authorities.
In 1855 passed a prohibitory liquor law,which
proved inoperative. The Lieutenant-Gover-
nor called on the Government to repeal it.
They refused. He asked them to dissolve.
They advised dissolution and resigned. An-
other Government took the responsibilitY and
were sustained by the people. ln Governor
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Gordon's case the Legislative Council passed
zan address in favour of Confederation. His
Excellency's reply contained remarks favour-
able to Confederation, committing the Minis-
try thereby. Mr. Smith objected. The Gov-
ernor said if they did not choose to take the
responsibility, they must retire. They did not
immediately retire, but did soon afterwards.
The people sustained the Governor. The
Gýovernor acted falsely to his Ministry. He
refused to take any advice. He consulted
with the Opposition, and his conduet was
miarked by moral turpitude. The people
Fustained him, but (in reply to Mr. Plumb) I
did not forgive him and would not speak to
him."

MR. SPEAKER said the reading
of letters and from newspapers, was
entirely out of order. An hon. mem-
ber could not read any portion of a
speech made during the same session,
from a printed book or newspaper.
This rule applied to all debates,
whatever, though spéeches delivered
during former sessions might be read.
It was also irregular to read extracts
from letters, newspapers or other
documents, referred to debates in the
House. This was laid down by May.

MR. MITCHELL: As this related
Io tbis debate, I thought that I was
in order.

MR. SMITH: The manuscript notes
are, in substance, correct.

MR. MITCHELL said that ho did
not desire to infringe on the rules of
the louse, or to do anything which
was not strictly in accordance with
them ; but in this debate, he was under
the impression that any reference or
reûport made of a speech delivered
during the same debate, could be used.
If he was wrong in this impression he
should like to be corrected.

MR. SPEAKER: I have read what
-May states.

MR. MITCHELL said that as the
hon. gentleman admitted the correct
ness of the report given to him, as to-
what ho had uttered in this very de-
bate, and, as he had acknowledged
that this report was in substance, cor-

he would simply say this:
Wt1 e1n the hon. gentleman stated that
the cond<IuHt of Governor Gordon was
inproper or unconstitutional, or that ho
wîas guilty of " moral torpitude," the
bon. gentleman stated what was incor-
tcect, and performed an act of injustice

to a gentleman, who, from that time
to the present, had retained the confi-
dence of Her Majesty, and who had
been in the position of Governor ever
since that period. When the hon.
gentleman attempted to quote this
precedent, as an authority, to sustain
the action of Mr. Letellier de St. Just,
did ho forget that lie, with some
twenty-one others, signod a protest to
Her Majesty, asking for the recall of
Governor Gordon.

Ma. SMITH: I do not forget that.

Mit. MITCHELL: You recollect it ?
MR. SMITH : I do.
Ma. MITCHELL said, thon bis

hon. fr'end signed a protest asking for
the recall of Governor Gordon, on the
ground that His Excellency had per-
formod, what ho (Mr. Smith) consider-
ed to be an unconstitutional act.
This protest, ho understood from the
remarks which the hon. gentleman
had made the other day, had not
been complied with; and they were
justified in concluding that Governor
Gordon had behaved rightly, and that
consequently Governor Gordon was
right in placing that Ministry in such
a position, that they had either to
adopt the responsibility of certain
views, and of certain acts, or resign.

Ma. SMITH: Will my hon. friend
allow me for a moment. I did not say
that Gordon acted rightly ; I continue
to repent what I stated, and declare that
he acted unconstitutionally.

Ma. MITCHELL said ho did not
say that the hon. gentleman had so
stated. If the hon, gentleman con-
tended that Governor Gordon was jus-
tified in what he did, and that, bocause
of this, Mr. Letellier de St. Just was
justified in dismissing bis Ministers on
the flimsy pretext on which ho dis-
missed them, ho (Mr. Mitchell) held
that the hon. gentleman was quite logi-
cal. Governor Gordon was led to
alopt the course which ho was bound
to pursue, from the fact that he was led
to believe that they who had his con-
fidence, and who were his Ministers,
were prepared to adopt the policy
forced upon him as the representative
of Her Majesty, by the Government of
England, namely-the policy of Con-
federation. These gendemen led His
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Excellency to believe that they would
adopt this policy, or, at all events, His
Excellency believed that they had done
so; but they failed to carry if out,
and they desorted him after placing
him in a certain position. The Gov-
ernor thon fet that it was necessary to
look around him for others to carry
out that policy, and ho found them.
When ho got into this difficulty, the
Governor felt that it was a case in
which ho had been either misled in-
tentionally, or that when these parties
had placed him in that position, they
found that they were unable to carry
out this policy; and, in place of
coming out manfully and ackncwledg-
ing this, they tried to make it appear
that the Governor had misunderstood
what they hall egreed to do, and that
they had not ngreed to carry out Con-
federation in this way or that way, or
contemplated it. The Hon. Mr. Wil-
mot and himself accepted the responsi-
bility; they both appealed to the
people of the country. And what was
the result ? Within four weeks they
went back with a majorit y of four to
one. They were sustaining the princi-
ple which ho believed the country
would sustain-the principle of Con-
federation-whereby one grand na-
tionality was cieated. What he
intended to prove in relation to this
matter was this : that Mr. Gordon's act
was an act inspired by the Imperial
necessity; it was an act inspired under
the direction of Her Majesty's Minis-
ters in England. It was far beyond
and above a local or domestic quarrel;
and therefore the Government had a re-
sponsibility as well as a duty to per-
form. In the case of Mr. Letellier,
there was no such necessity-no such
national policy, it was a domestic act;
so that no parallel could be drawn bc-
tween the cases of Mr. Letellier and
Mr. Gordon. The hon. the Premier
propounded what seemed to him to be
a very startling doctrine, that because
the people of the Province of Quebec,
had the matter under their considera-
tion, the Dominion Parliament had no
right to deal with the question at pre-
sent. But if the art of Lieutenant-
Governor Letellier was sustained by
the House, it would form a precedent
upon which other Governors of Pro-
vinces might at. If that precodent

MR. MITCHELL.

was laid down Mr. Archibald, Governor
of Nova Scotia, Mr. Tilley, Governor of·
New Brunswick, and Mr. Macdonald,
Governor of Ontario might dismi8s
their Ministers. Any Governor could
thon suppress freedom of action in his
Province, and the expression of opinion
in relation to constitutional acte in the
Provinces. Such a doctrine could not
be held to be consistent, because it
would have the effect of binding the
English-speaking race by precedents
established by a different nationality,
and binding constituencies and Pro-
vinces with a precedent established by
the arbitrary acts of a gent-eman who
chose to exercise the arbitrar-y power
with which he happened for the
time to be vested. He held that
the Premier was entirely in error
when le made the statement re-
ferred to, and ·took up a position
which could not be sustained. Ho
would now come to another branch of
the subjeet. le found, on looking
over the Confederation debates, that
this very charge which lad arisen was
foretold by the two gentlemen who
wero the principal actors in it-Mr.
Joly and Mr. Letellier. He found that
Mr. Letellier made use of the following
words in 1867 in the course of the
Confederation debate:

" It is aio asked what kind of Local Go,-
ernment we shall have; bnt the Government
will make no statement respecting it until
Confederation is voted. What kind of a
Constitution and what Governor we shall
have? What Governor? Perhaps that is
where the great secret lies, for I beleve that
for some time past the idea or the hope Cf
being Governor bas filled the head of more
than one political man. What is to be the
aiount of the Governior's salary ?"

Then Mr. Joly said:

" We already possess under our preseit
Constitution, and without Confederationi, a
central power stronger than any power
yo can create, and to which we subiiit
without complaint, because it is perfectly
compatible with the existence of our local
powers-1 mean the power of England. [t is

exercised by men who live too far from is tO
hearken to the bickerings of race or of party,
or to be mixed up with themn in any wav.
But if that central power was wielded by Men
taken from among ourselves, men who haie
taken part in our quarrels and animosities,
and who would make uRe of it to give effect
to the views of their party, it would becomeo
insupportable."

Quebec Criss.{ COMMONS. 1
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That was a correct statement of what
wa now taking place. The Lieuten-
ant-Governor seemed to have enter-
tained a feeling of antagonism and
hostility towards the party to whom
he had been opposed for years. He
did not say that Mr. Letellier had
acted under the direction or approval
of the Government of the Dominion of
Canada, but it did seom as if the Dom-
inion Governmentlhad done a greatdeel
to facilitate the progress of Mr. Letel-
lier's acts. He noticed in a paper to-
day the following paragraph:

" Mr. Letellier had no confidence in his
former advisers, yet, in acknowledging the
reception of a box of cigars from one of his
Ministers, he was on such happy terms as to
add a postscript-' If you should want any
blank authorizations telegraph me to Rivière
Ouelle.' Imagine a Lieut.-Governor who
gives as a reason for dismissing hie Ministers
the fact that they did not consult him-having
thus stultified himself."

He did not know what truth there
migbt be in this paragraph, but if
it was truc that that letter was sent
to Mr. Chapleau by Mr. Letellier, he
thought it was another evidence of a
variety of reasons which the Govern-
ment had given for the dismissal of
the DeBoucherville Government. If it
was true also, that they had got half a
million dollars at 1 per cent. less than
the DeBoucherville Government had
obtained money, because the Do-
minion Government had placed funds
at their disposal, it looked very much
as if the Government were aiding Mr.
Letellier for the purpose of driving
his late Government out of power and
getting possession of the Administra-
tion in the Province of Quebec for the
purposes of the next Dominion election.
le folt that at a crisis like this in the
history of the country,.when it might
be said our constitution was still on its
trial as to whether Canada could be
governed correctly by her own people,
and be trusted with the selection of her
Governors, it behoved them to be care-
fulI as to how they should conduet
themselves, and what countenance
they should give to Mr. Letellier's
acts. He was not going to occupy much
further time, but he must cer-
tainlv say that it seemed strange
if the principle of Representi-
tive Government which the people

had striven and struggled for during
the lat fifty years, which, indeed,
they had fought and bled for, Bhould be
wiped out in one day by a man who
failed to recognise the first principles
of responsibility. He would appeal
to the memory of Cartier, Papineau,
Fletcher, Lafontaine, and other great
men, who had for years struggled in
this cause, and ask hon. gentlemen on
the other side if partizans were to be
allowed to undo wh4t these men had
secured for us and our children. He
would go further than the amendment
which, he thought, was characterized
by too muchi moderation, and say that
the ccurse which Mr. Letellier pursued
was a most unconstitutional one. If
his act was established as a precedent,
the Governor of a Province would
have more power than the Premier
himself, and the effect of that would
be that we would be deprived of those
liberties which our fathers and fore-
fathers had fought for. It had been
contended that Mr. Letellier was not
responsible to this Parliament, but he
(Mr. Mitchell) held that ho vas the
servant of the Parliament, boing ap-
pointed on the recommendation of the
Premier, by His Excellency the Earl
Dufferin. Yet, the Governîment said,
" Although we appointed him, ho is not
resp onsible to us for his conduct
towards the constituency over which
ho rules ; we will not arrest him and
try him for the illegal act he has com-
mitted." What would his lion, friend
the Premier, with the majority ho had
behind him, say if His Excellency
Ear Dufferin was to meet him with
the proposition, that ho had not the
confidence of the country, that be-
cause lie lost $2,000,000 in a steel rail
purchase lie ceased to have the confi-
dence of the people, that be-
cause lie spent $2,000,000 in a
useless Fort Francis Lock opera-
tion, or spent $100,000 over the
Kaministiquia land job and other oper-
ations in the North-West, ho had lost
the confidence of the people? Or that
lie had lost their confidence by failing
to carry out his promise in relation to
the Pacifie Railway? He appealed to
the House whether, if the.e was any
justification for Mr. Letellier dismiss-
ing his Ministry, there was not ton
fold more justification for Earl Dufferin

[ArmsL 15, 1878.



2024 The

to tell the hon. gentlemen opposite
to take a back seat and make way for
botter men ? He was convinced there
was not a man on the Opposition side
who would not resist any attempt to
exercise such an act of arbitrary
power. That he had this power no-
minally was correct; but that he had
the right to use it was incorrect. A
man migbt have the power to cover
another man with his rifle, but he had
no right to shoot him. A pilot had the
power to run a ship on shore, but he
had no riglit to do it. And so Mr.
Letellier had no right to dismiss bis
Ministry, though he possessed the
power. Although hon. gentlemen
opposite referred so confidently to
the 1st of May, ho (Mr. Mitchell), was
convinced that when the people were
appealed to it would be found that they
were not so dead to their liberties as
to support a man who had acted in so
arbitrary a manner. It was true that
Mr. De Boucherville might not have
possessed that urbanity of manner
which was characteristie of hon. gen-
tlemen on the other side, he might, in
fact have been somewhat austere, but
lie was a man who was universally
spoken of with respect, as being
thoroughly honest and upright. Yet
Mr. Letellier had removed him on the
flimsiest and most unworthy pretext.
These were his opinions upon the mat-
ter. He was sorry to have detained
the House in giving utterance to them,
but he had a duty to perform, not only
to the people of Northumberland, but
to the country, and he had taken this
opportunity of doing it. He had made
some remarks with reference to the
hon. member for Chateauguay (Mr.
Holton) who was not in his place at
the time; s0 now that he had come in,
lie would repeat them. le mentioned
the names of the lion. members for
Chateauguay and South Bruce, as two
gentlemen looked up to in this
House as the highest authorities in
constitutional law, upon whom this
House depended for sound solid infor-
mation as to what was right in the
constitutional Administration of the
country, and bis surprise that they had
Inot come forward to defend the liber-
ties of the people. He had hoped thal,
on an occasion like this, the first occa-
sion on which a >trai n hald been put

MR. MITCHELL.

upon the Constitution since 1867, that
they would not have been led by the
Minister they followed so devotedly,
but that the great mentor of the flouse,
as well is the hon. member for South
Bruce, would have let the people know
what their opinions were upon the sub.
ject. The whole of the gentlemen
opposite, in fact, had sat for forty-eight
hours listening to arguments against
the course taken by Mr. Letellier, and
had never attempted to answer them.
Tho bon. member for Montreal Centre
(Mr. Devlin) did say something, but
that was the only exception ; he had
not heard any other member of that
side of the House attempt to justifv
the conduct of Mr. Letellier, and say
it was either just or right for him to
dismiss bis Ministry in the way he had
done. He yet hoped the bon. member
for Chateauguay would give the House
the benefit of bis valuable opinion.

Ma. YO UNG: Breach of arrange-
ment.

MR. MITCHELL asked what
arrangement should be allowed to tie
a man's tongue when the rights of his
fellow-citizens demanded bis speaking.
There was something higher and
nobler than the mere temporary
arrangements for party interest and
party policy. While he would be as
true a party man as could possibly be,
yet where his party stood in the way
of the liberties of the people in endan-
gering their rights or imperilling the
Constitution, ho would sink party. A
high-minded, honest man, always
soared above party considerations on
such occasions as these.

Question put, and amendment (Sir
John A. Macdonald's) negatived on the
following division

Baby,
Benoit,
Blanchet,
Bourbeau,
Bowel1,
Brooks,
Cameron,
Campbell,
Caron,
Colby,
flostigan,
Currier,
Cuthbert,
Daoust,
DeCosmos,

Messieurs
McDougall (Three

Rivers),
McKay (Colchester),
Macmillan,
McCallum,
MeQuade,
Méthot,
Mitcheil,
Monteith,
Montplaisir,
Orton,
Ouimet,
Palmer,
Pinsonneault,
Platt,
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Desjardins, Plumb,
Dewdney, Pope (Compton),
Domville, Pote (Queens, P.E..),
Donabue, Robinson,
Dugas, Robitaille,
Farrow, Rochester,
Flesher, Rouleau,
Fraser, Roy,
Gibbs (North Ontario), Ryan,
Gibbs (South Ontario), Schultz,
Gin, Short,
Haggart, Stephenson,
Harwood, Thompson (Cariboo),
Hurteau, Tupper,
Jones (Leeds), Wade,
Kirkpatrick, Wallace (South Nor-
Langevin, folk),
Lanthier, White (Hastings),
Little, White (Renfrew),
Macdonald (Kingston),Wrighti(Ottawa)
McDonald (Capej Wright (Pontiac).-70

Breton)

NYsY:
Messieurs

Appleby,
Archibald,
Béchard,
Bernier,
Bertram,
Biggar,
Blackburn,
Blain,
Borden,
Borron,
Bourassa,
Bowman,
Boyer.
Brouse,
Brown,
Buell
Burk,
Burpee (St. John).
Burpee (Sunbury),
Carmichael,
Cartwright,
Casey,
Casgrain.
Charlton,
Cheval,
Christie,
Church,
Cockburn,
Coffin,
Cook,
Coupai,
Davies,
Dawson,
Delorme,
De St. Geor.es,
DeVeber,
Devlin,
Dymond,
Ferris,
Fiset,
Fleming,
Flynn,
Forbes,
Fréchette,
Galbraith,
Geoffrion,
Gibson,
Grillies,
Gillimor,
Goudge,
Greenway,

Horton,
Huntington,
Irving,
Jetté,
Jones (Halifax),
Kerr,
Killam,
Kirk,
Laflamme,
Lajoie,
Landerkin,
Laurier,
Macdonald (Ce rnwall),
Macdonald (Centre

Toronto),
MacDonnell (inv'rn'ss),
Macdouga!l (Elgin),
McDougell (Renfrew),
MacKay (Cape Breton),
Mackenzie,
McCraney,
McGregor,
Mclntyre,
McIsaac,
McNab,
Metcalfe,
Mills,
Norris,
Oliver,
Paterson,
Perry,
Pettes,
Pickard,
Pouliot,
Power,
Ray,
Richard.
Robillard,
Ross (East Durham",
Ross (West Middlesex),
Scatcherd
Scriver,
Shibley,
Sinclair,
Skinner,
Smith (Peel),
Smith (West m oreland),
Snider,
St. Jean,
Tascherean,
ThompsontHal limand),

Guthrie,
Hagar,
Hall,
Higinbotham,
Holton,
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Trow,
Wallace (Albert),
Wood,
Yeo,
Young-112.

House Pecordingly resolved
again into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

itself

EMIGRATION AND QUARANTINE.

Salaries of immigration Agents and
Employés ..... ..... .. ................... $26,550

Salaries of Travelling Agents. 13,000
Medical Inspection of the Port of

Q uebec .............. ....................... 2,600
Quarantine, Grosse Isle .................... 11,820

do St John........................ 3,000
do Pictou. N.S ..... .......... 800
do Halifax, N.S ...... .. ........ 3,600
do Charlottetown, P.E.I..... 1,00

To meet expenses of further precau-
tionary measures for the Public
Health......... ............................. 20,000

Contingencies of Canadian and other
regular A gencies ... .. , .............. 24,000

Travelling Expenses of Travelling
Agents....................................... 14,000

81,27,370

Ma. CARTWRIGHT said there had
been no change made in the agents
since last year. They had one gentle-
man at Liverpool, one at Glasgow, one
in the North of England, two in Ire-
land, one in London, and one in Paris.
The salaries of these gentlemen were
$1,200 a year, with $4 a day travelling
expenses. The latter item was in-
eluded under the head of travelling
expcnses of travelling agents,

MR POPE (ComptDn) asked if
many immigrants came to tbis country
from France.

MR. CARTWRIGHT said he did not
think there were many from that
country.

31R. POPE said he objected to the
item, and in doing so knew that ho
would be met with the statement that
it stood in the same position as 18734.
This was not so, however, for the Gov-
ernment of that day appointed these
agents for short periods, not longer
than eight months, and it wus never
interided to make them permanent
officers. le would suggest, ton, that
this item should no longer stand a
lump sum, without a single explans,
tion. If these agents were made per-
manent officers, the House should
reccive reports from them as to the
way iwork was being donc.

Emigration and
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Mit. CARTWRIGIIT said he saw ne
objection to this, and he would make a
note of the suggestion, with the view,
if he was concerned in the matter
again, to have it remedied.

Ma. WALLACE said that, in the
present state of the country, immi-
grants wcre not wanted. He suggested
that the whole item be struck o-it, for,
under the circumstances, it was a use-
less expenditure of money.

Ma. POPE (Queen's) said he thought
there was a very large amount of
money squendered under this boad.
Last year he had objected to the salary
of an agent at Prince Edward Island,
and the Finance Minister had promised
that it should be struck out, but it
again appoared in the Estimato; as,
also, $1,000 for quarantine, both of
which were not of the slightest use.

Ma. JONES (Leeds) said ho believed
that three-fourths of the emigrants who
were asisistcd out here went to the
United States. He did not see why so
large a sum should be voted year after
year, when the results were so very
small.

Mit. CARTVRIGHT said he might
catl the attention of the last speaker to
the fact that according to the best in-
formation that the Department could
get, not less than 27,076 emigrant set-
tiers came to Canada in the year
1877-8. That was a statement made
by the Department, which had the best
opportunity of ascertaining the real
facts of the case.

Ma. DAVIES said an enigration
agent was not required at Prince
Edward Island, and he doubted
whether any were required at Halifax,
St. John, or New Brunswick. But ho
believed a quarantine officer ought to
be retained on the Island. Where so
many sailors frequented, it was abso-
lutely necessary to have such an offi-
cer appointed.

Ma. WHITE (East Hastings) said
it was not necessary to retain the staff
as at presont. One gentleman at Que-
bec had $1,500 per year, and another,
an assistant, had $1,000; one gentie
man would be sufficient.

Ma. CARTWRIGHT said that 27,076
settlers had come to Canada and made

MR. POPE.

it their home in 1877. The vote for
Quarantine, whieh was for the protec-
tion of the Publie Health, was a sub-
ject for discussion as to how far it was
necessary.

MR. JONES (South Leeds) said the
statistics of immigrants from the old
country were inaccurate.

Ma. POPE (Compton) called atten-
tion to the largeness of the expenditure
under this head, compared with the
smallness of the immigration, reaching
only 15,323. He declared that the im-
migration was not due to the action of
the agents, but to natural consequences.
The agents of steamship companies pos-
sessed great influence as emigration
agents.

Ma. KIRKPATIZICK said that peo-
ple, not properly speaking immigrants,
took advantage of the facilities for them
to sqve their passage outwards. or a
portion of it.

MR. CARTWRIGHT said the in-
structions to guard against such abuses
were very strict. The member for
Compton was wrong in bis comparison,
as $80O,00 of the nominal expenditure
for immigration was chargeable to tho
Mennonite and Icelandic loans, which
which were to be repaid. The instruc-
tions to the agents in the North of Eng-
land, Ireland and Scotland were te con -
fine their operations to the encourage-
ment of farmers and farm labourers,and
at present the Minister of Interior had
many enquiries as te the advantages
of Manitoba. The officials at Quebec
and other points were useful as distri-
buting agents for emigrants and could
not well be dispensed with, but 1he
would reconmmend some economies in
this direction which offered the onlv
opportunity of some retrenchment.
He did not think any considerable re-
duction in the expense of the London
office practicable.

MR. BOWELL said that Mr. Diré
had conducted this office after the
resignation of Mr. Jenkins as efficiently
and as well as it was attended to either
before or since ; he gave ail the infor-
mation that was necessary, and was
courteous and affable in his demean0or
to every one who visited the establish-
ment. And wby this man, save for poli-
tical purposes and to find a position for

Quarantine.(COMMONS.)
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some friend who required a situation
at the time, was not appointed to this
office, neither he (Mr. Bowell) nor any
one else who had paid attention to this
matter could see. le believed that
what had been intimated by the right
hon. member for Kingston lastyear,
in this regard was then true,
and lad been proved to be
true. A situation bd to be
founa for a certain Nova Scotia poli-
tician, who was put in a place where he
-was not required at the expense of the
country. This person's own i eport
was the best evidence of this, though,
it was very able in its way.
He found no fault with Mr. Annand's
talents and ability; he might be well
titted for the position if there was any-
thing for him to do. le contended
that there was nothing for Mr. An-
nand to do which Mr. Doré could not
do, and did not do, before he went
there. There was no necessity for fill-
ing up this place, except for the reason
he had stated. Besides, 13 travelling
agents were employed in Great
Britain and Ireland, and at this office
were employed eight or ten persons
from Mr. Annand down to the door-
keeper. A part of the instructions
given to these agents who travelled at
the expense of the Dominion, was to
dissuade a certain class of immigrants
from coming to this country. They
and the Government must know that
while the advantages held out to emi-
grants who desired to go to Australia
or New Zealand were greater than
those held out on the part of Canada,
there would be very few emigrants
who would come to this country unless
they did so of their own accord, and
with their own money. New Zealand
offered a free passage, a free kit, and
£2 for each adult; and anyone who
had been around the Immigration offi-
ces in England, knew that, when the
farm or other labourers, who had no
means, but who desired to emigrate in
order to better their position came to
the Canadian office, they found that no
assistance wasgiven them, and, conse-
quently, they proceeded to the Aus-
tralian and New Zealand offices, where
the advantages mentioned were held
Out. This was what Canada had to
compete with. Mr. Annand pointed
out this fact very forcibly in bis re-

port. While this continued, and while
the depression lasted, what necessity
was there for keeping 13 agents
travelling through England, Scotland
and Ireland and foreign parts, to in-
duce emigrants to come to this country.
le thought that this matter ought to
receive the very serious consideration
of the Government and of the House.

MR. MACKENZIE: No doubt.

Ma. BOWELL said he found that
Mr. Annand also proved himself very
useful to bis Province and country,
with which ho found no fault. Mr.
Annand stated that Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick, since bis appoint-
ment, had dispensed with theiragencies
in London, and that ho had performed
these duties; but he (M1r. Bowell) did
not understand that thoso Prov:nces
contributed towards the payment of'
this officer's salary and the expenses of
the office in proportion to the labour
done by Mr. Annand for thom.

MR. CARTWRIGI1T: They do not
contribute as much as the Dominion,
but they contribute.

MR. BOWELL said that, with refer-
ence to the Mennonite immigration, he
had understood vory lately that some
100 families desired Io come to this,
country or to Manitoba, and that they
lad asked from the Government an
advance of $ 15,000.

MR. POPE (Compton) Of $20,000.

M1R. TROW: $ 15,000 is right.

MiR. BOWELL said lie should con-
clude that this would repiesent 500
souls, as thero would be very likely
fivo persons to each family; but the
Government, owing to the depressed
state of the country's finances, had not
felt justified in doing so. He further
understood that ample security was
offered for repayment of such sum. He
thought it would be well if this Immi-
gration Fund was distributed in this
way; and this system would bring
into the country a class which, he was
informed, made the best settlers that
had as yet gone to the North-West;
and this amount for these numerous
agents, who were utterly useless, could
be reduced.

Emigration and Quarantine.
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MR. CARTWRIGHT: They are by
no means utterly useless. They are of
very considerable benefit.

Ma. BOWELL said that the reports
showed they were utterly useless at
the present time, They were instructed
to dissuade the classes with a little
means likely to come to this country
from doing so, wbile those without
means accepted the superior advan-
tages offered elsewhere. Those with
some means would not come here
,owing to the reports concerning the
depressed state of the finances and
business. llence the withdrawal of
two-thirds of the large proportion of
the agents now travelling through that
country, would be not only a saving,
but also an advantage, for a number of
years to come. Mr. Dyke, the agent
at Liverpool, was, however, a most
invaluable officer. who had done more
to assist in bringing the question of
live stock and Canadian meats before
the English people, than all the other
agents put together. If these officers
were kept in the principal shipping
ports here, their services could be
utilized in the same manner, there
would be ample reward and return for
this expenditure; but tbis lecturing
through the country was 'an utter
waste of money. The landlords and
tenant farmers were opposed to the
movement, and ho was told that some
lecturers had adopted the mode of
innouncing a temperance lecture, and
then dragging in the question of immi-
gration.

SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD:
That is throwing cold water on immi
gration.

Ma. BOWELL said ho hoped that
,the sooner this item of $120,000 for
keeping up a staff, as Mr. Annand
states, to dissuade a certain class from
coning to this courtry, and to induce
others to come who would not do so,
as Mr. Kingsmill said very properly,
on aceount of the depression, was eut
down one half, the botter it would be
for the country's finances.

Ma. POPE: Will you tell me under
what authority or clause of the
Dominion Lands Act that item of
$47,700 is given ?

Ma. CARTWRIGHT : It is secured,
inot given.

Ma. BowELl.

MR. POPE: Well, under what clause
is it secured or given ? I do not find
that authority is given by the Domin-
ion Land's Act. It was alleged with
respect to quarantine, that there had
been a largo expense for smalt pox.
Well, he remembered that in
1872 there was a large expen-
diture in No-a Scotia and
the lower Provinces for cholera, so
there had always been an item of
$20,000 since then which might or
might not be used for these purposes.
He was quite willing to admit that
the expense per capita for emigrants
might have increased during the last
three or four years, but he must com-
plain that the expense had increased
in a much larger ratio than it ought.
He did not say that an emigrant was
not worth the money paid, but he
would say that emigrants could be got
for less money.

Ma. CARTWRIGHT said that in
1873, 52,000 emigrants were brought
into this country at a total expendi-
tare of $304,000 or a net cost of
$296,617, being $5.90 per capita. In
1877, 27,082 emigrants were brought
over at a net expenditure of $11,670,
being at the rate of $4.08 per head,
against $5.90 in 1873. It was princi-
pally for the purpose of inducing em-
ployers of labour in this country to
put themselves into communication
with emigrants on the other side, and
to advance money to bring thoso emi-
grants out, instead of Government
having to pay the whole cost.

MR. CURRIER said he thought that
taking into consideration the large
number of men in this country out of
employment, it became very question-
able whether we should spend money
for emigration purposes. H1e did not
say that the agents were to be with-
drawn from the old country, but their
number might be reduced. He aiso
thought it should be pressed upon the
notice of emigration agerts that farm
labourers were the only class required.
If they could reduce this vote in the
manner he had suggested the surplus
might ho used to assist men from
Montreal, Ottawa and other cities in
this country who were starving from
want of employment, to the North-
West.
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MR. POPE (Queens) said ho should
like to ask why Mr. Doré, the London
agent, had had to give way for Mr.
Annand, from Nova Scotia. Mr. Doré
was a capital man for the position, and
had attended well to its duties. He
understood that the ouly reason why
Mr. Annand should be put over the
head of so excellent au officer as Mr.
Doré was, that behad rendered certain
political services which the Govern-
ment felt bound to reward.

MR. BLANCHET said he thought
the emigration staff at Quebec was
much too large and should be reduced.

MR. TROW said these officers
were really needed, they were very
useful; and the Government was pen-
urious if anything with regard to the
remuneration of their services. 1e
was confident that the numbor of
agents in Great Britain and Ireland
was not too many. An efficient staff
was necessary to obtain immigrants;
and agents must be placed in the im-
migration market, where great com-
petition was experienced. Even Aus-
tralia paid £10 a head for passage be-
sides providing an outfit worth £2 or
£3. If immigrants could be secured
at £4 and £5 a head, it was a good in-
vestment and the very best investment
that the Government could make. Ie
thought that the Government had com-
mitted an oversight in not according
the request of the Mennonites men-
tioned, particularly as ample security
was offered. Better settlers never
came to this country. Hie had visited
their settlements, and they promised to
become a very prosperous people.
The agents in Ottawa, Toronto and
Hamilton, were busily employed, with-
in a radius of ten miles from Ottawa,
in sending people to the North-West;
probably 400 people had emigrated
during the past two weeks. The staff
in London was not too large, and use-
ful information of all kinds was fur-
rished at the London office, which was
centrally situated., Any one who
had visited it, would come to the con-
clusion that no extravagance whatever
was committed there.

MR. BOWELL said they had not
received an answer or information re-
specting the position field by Mr. Doré.
lis name did not appear among the

names of the staff at the London
Agency. The hon. the Premier had
stated that he was appointed a tempor-
ary clerk to fill up the vacancy made
by the resignation of Mr. Jenizins.
What position did Mr. Doré occupy and
where was his salary charged ? It was
not under the bead of Civil Government.

MR. CARTWRIGHT: He was then
acting chief. He was taking charge
of the London office, and his salary
was in the London pay list down to
January 30th, 1877.

MR. BOWELL: When was Mr.
Annand appointed?

MR. CARTWRIGHT: He was ap-
pointed sometime in May, but he
arrived there, I think, in July.

MR. BOWELL: He says in his re-
port that ho arrived in London on the
Sth of June.

MR. CARTWRIGHT: I thought it
was Inter.

MR. POPE (Queen's): What salary
does Mr. Dore receive.

MR. CARTWRIGIIT: Either $2,000
or $2,400 when in England.

Ma. MACKENZIE: lis saiary here
is $2,000.

Ma. MITCHELL : What is Mr.
Annand's salary?

MR. CARTWRIGHT: $4,000.

MR. MITCHELL: What are his
expenses?

MR. CARTWRIGHT: le lias no
expenses allowed. -He is not required
to travel. His proper quarters are in
London.

MR. LANGEVIN said ho thought
that this item should be reduced, owing
to the hardness of times, the want of
money, and the paucity of present im-
migration. The last two or three
items concerning agencies and travel-
ling expenses of agents, were
susceptible of large reduction. They
could be diminished certainly one-half,
and still p rovide for a sufficient staff,
in view of the present reduced immi-
gration. The statement concerning
immigrant passengers and settlers who
had come to this country, from 1857
to 1877, via. the St. Lawrence, set forth
the following figures: 1869, 43,000,
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and for the succeoding years, 44,000,
.37,000, 31,i00, ;,1,000, 23,000, 10,000,
1(,000, and for the last year 7,000.
In 1877, the smallest number that ever
had come by this route during the
p ast 23 or 21 years, had so arrived.
Nevertheless, the expenditure of this
Department was kept at the same
igure that it was ton years ago.
when there was a large immigra-
tion. The Public Accounts did
not give aIl the details of the
expenditure under this head. He
would call special attention to the,re-
port of Paul DeCazes, the special agent
in France, who stated:

"Nothing has occurred in regard to
French emigration to Canada deserving of
notice since the date of the last report which
I had the honour to address to your Depart-
ment in December, 1876. The operations of
the Steamship Agents have been suspended,
in consequence of the stoppage of the special
bonus by your Government, on account of
the crisis from which Canada was suffering;
matters have remained in the same condition
as they were then. I have, therefore, as I
did last year, restricted myself in drawing
attention to our country, to publishing a
series of articles on Canada in a leading Par-
isian journal; several of these articles have
been copied, in whole or in part, by some of
the most widely circulated publications in
Paris and the Provinces. I have, besides,
been always ready to supply all persons ap-
plying to me for information. I am of
opinion, in view of the dullness of business
and of the general uneasiness now complain-
ed of in France, in case of the definitive ces-
satiou of the crisis in Canada, that next
s ring a fresh impulse miglit be given to
1'rench emigration to Canada."

That agent might be a most doserving
gentleman; but, if he had nothing to
do, ho might be more useful in Canada.

Ma. MACKENZIE said in the
meantime he could be utilized at the
Paris Exhibition.

Ma. BUNSTER said it would prove
highly advantageous if the agent at
British Columbia was removed to San
Francisco. Runners went on board
ships at the latter port and endea-
Tourod to dissuade emigrants from
going to British Columbia.

Ma. BLANCHET wished to know
whether there was any necessity for
continuing the quarantine for cattle at
Lévis.

Ma. LANGEVIN.

Ma. MACKENZIE said that was
first undertaken when there was great
fear of diseased cattle being imported
from England. At the presont time
there was no reason to believe that
cattie disease existed in England, and
the quarantine had been practically
abolished.

MR. MITCHELL said he found thore
had been a charge made for some
policemen, and he wished to know
what they were required for.

MR. CARTWRIGHT said he be-
lieved they were employed at Grosse
Isle quarantine station.

MR. POPE (Compton) said the work
was done under the old Governmert a
great deal cheaper and the resalts
were much botter in proportion, the
agents being paid so much per head of
the emigrants sent out. He thought
it was a bad system to make these
agents permanent officers; in time,
too, they would be expecting super-
annuation. Under the late Administra-
tion these agents were appointed only
for a short time, about eight months-

MR. MACKENZIE : Some of them
two months. It depended upon how
long they wished to make their ex-
cursion.

Ma. POPE said that if these agents
were to be made permanent officers tho
House should be supplied with dotails
as to their work.

MR. MACKENZIE : When the hon.
gentleman was in office ho asked for a
vote of $150,000, and gave no partieu-
lars. He appealed to us publicly
and privately to allow it t, pass, and it
would be all right.

MR. POPE said the explanation of
this was that ho had succeeded in
entering into a private arrangement
with a steamship company which was
bound, under an agreement, with the
United States, and it was expressly
stipulated that the arrangement with
the Canadian Governmont should not
be divulged. He explained to the hon.
gentleman, therefore, that he could not
explain this to the whole House, and
asked him to allow it to pass. But
this $150,000 was for 40,000 or 50,000
e.nigrants, while the hon. gentleman
wanted that sum for 10,000 or 15,000
emigrants.
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Ma MACKENZIE: That was only
one item in the hon, gentleman's esti-
mate. There were other items.

Ma. POPE: I can tell the hon. gen-
tileman that there is not a single
item in the estimate for 18734 larger
than in the present item with the ex-
ceptionl of the $150,000.

Mi. MACKENZIE: I will read
fron the Pvblic Accounts. There is
one item of $150,000 towards immigra-
tion and immigration expenses,another
of $70,000, the same item $20,000,
another of $14,000 and a second at
$14,000 : and the entire suin is
$327,000.

Ma. POPE said the itemns were
piretty much the same as now, with ex-
ception of the $150,000. In the pre-
sent estimate there was one item of
914,000, then one of $24,000, one of
$20,000, and one of $26,000. The item
of$70,00 in the 1873-4 estimate he
explained the other evening. That was
the result of a conference which met
before his time, and decided that each
Province should have a certain sum to
assist emigration objects. $20,000 was
allowed to Ontario, $20,000 to Quebec,
$10,000 each to Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, and $5,000 to British
Columbia. The other items were ex-
actly the sanie.

Ma. JONES (South Leeds) suggested
that it would be well to spend even a
quarter of a million or more in remov-
ing to Manitoba those who could not
find work in this Province.

Ma. MACKENZIE said that a mil-
lion dollars would go but a little way
1;)r such a purpose, as if they under-
took to remove men from here to Mani-
toba they would be inaugurating a
system of assisting men to go from any
<ne part of the Dominion to the other.
If men could not find work n Ontario
they could not find it in Manitoba, and
as there were free grant lands in all the
Provinces, it would hardly be wise to
commence moving round our people
from one part of the country to the
other.

MR. CAMPBELL said he considered
this Vote thrown away. It waa an
immense expenditure to support idle
men for no purpose whatever. Mani-
toba should not be poopled to the pre-

judice of the older Provinces. When
the Government did not provide
employment for our own people, they
ought not to bring out to this country
immigrants who, in great part, were
obliged to go to the United States to
obtain employment. The Mennonites,
a people who would not fight the
battles of the country, shou'd not be
encouraged to come hoee; and if
brought, they should not be placed on
the border, in the post of
honor. The whole system was
wrong. The Government would
not encourage our own industries;
they would do nothing for our people
who were starving. These immigrants
were deceived. It was no wonder
that the Government was falling into
contempt, even with the most illiterate
in the country. The people saw those
faets. The country was tired of the
Government which was composed of
tyrants, and contempti ble men. One of
his constituents, who had held an office
under this beautiful Reform Adminis-
tration, had recently resigned it.

Vote agreed to.

601. Immigration expenses, including
transport and Mennonites.........$110,000

MR. SCHULTZ said ho believed it
was proper to bring these Mennonites
to Manitoba, and he had supported
that vote from the first; but while the
Governmont expended so much money
to bring foreigners to the North-West,
it did not appear that any assistance
was given to the unemployed in
Canada, who were suffering great
hardships in our cities, to transport
them to that country.

Ma. CA RTWRIGHT said that would
have to ho put in a separate vote.

Ma. SCHULTZ said he could not
understand why a small portion of the
$110,000 could not be devoted to that
purpose.

MR. MACKENZIE said that it would
take about a quarter of a million
dollars to do that.

Ma. JONES said, though it would
involve an expenditure of $500,000, it
would be better to assist people at
home than to bring foreigners to the
country.
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Ma. SCHULTZ said that one-half of
the public, works of the west being car-
ried out by Government, it would be
well to assist some of the workingrnen
starving in our cities to Manitoba, and
to find them employment. lre they
had said to the Mennonites: "If you
will come to the country of the North-
West, the choicest portions of that
land shall be taken from Canada and
set apart for you; if you want money
to induce you to cone, we will lend you
money." Yet, while the Government
was willing to do all this for the people
of some other nation, for their own
countrymen, out of employment in
their own cities, they refused to give
any assistance whatever.

Vote ogreed to.

X.-PENSIONS.

rSamuel Waller, late
Clerk, Bouse of As-

62 sembly...... ...... $400 00
John Bright, Messenger,

House of Assembly... 80 00
I Mrs. Antrobus...... .. 800 00

New Militia Pensions.

f Mrs. Caroline McEachren and
tour clildren ...................

Rhoda Smith.....................
Janet Anderson............. ........
Margaret Mackenzie...... ........
Mary Ann Richey and one cnild,
Mary Morrisen .... ........
Louise Prud'homme and two

children ...... ................
Virginie Charron and four

children ..........................
Paul M. Robins.......................
Chartes T. Bell...... .... ...........
Alex. Oliphant................. .....
Charles Lugsden....................
Thomas Charters....................
Charles T. Robertson..............

| Percy G. Pouth......................
Richard S. King.... ....... .........
George A. Mackenzie..... ........
Edward Bilder......................

63 Fergus Scholfield...... .............
John Bradley..........................
James Bryan..........................

I Jacob Stubbs..........................
i Ensign W. Fahey....................

Mary Conners.............. .........
Mary Hodgins and three chil-

ren ......................
| John Martin ................

A. W. Stephenson...........--.
Mrs. J. Thorbure........ ...........
Mrs. P. T. Worthington and

children .................... ......
Mrs J. H. Elliott and children

1 Elen Kirkpatrick and three
children...........................

Mrs. George Prentice and
children..........................,

Mary Hannah Temple and chi Id
Ma. JoNEs.

$1,289 00

$238
110
110
80

288
80

110

150
14e0
73

109
91
91

110
4(0
400
73

146
73

109
109
73

200
110

191
110
110
150

378
130

266

40n
298

64. To meet the amount required
for Pensions to Veterans of
War of 1812... ............... 35,000 0')

65. Compensation to Pensioners in
lieu of land......................... 7,000 m0

Resolutions ordered to be reporteod.
louse resumed.
Resolutions reported.

House adjourned at
Five minutes past

Three o'clock.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS.

Tuesday, 16th Apri, 1878.

The Speaker took the Chair at
Three o'elock.

PRAYERS.

CONTROVERTED ELECTION.

Ma. SPEAKER informed the Ilouse
that he had received a certified copy of
the judgment and decision of the Su-
preme Court of Canada, in the matter
of James Somerville et al (petitioner),
appellants, and the Hon. Rudolphe
Laflamme (defendant), respondent.

ADULTERATION OF FOOD BILL.

(fr. Archibald.)

FIRST READING.

Ma. ARCHIBALD introduced a Mi
(No. 76) to amend cap. 8, 37 Victoria,
entitled an Act to impose license duties
on the compounding of spirits, and Io
amend the Act entitled: an Act re-
specting inland revenue, to prevent the
adulteration of food, drink and drugs.
HRe said that in examining the Act of
1874, relating to the adulteration of
food, he found that while it provided
for those cases in which articles of food
had been adulterated, it did not pro-
vide for those in which substituteS
were sold as such articles of food. TIhis
difficulty existed in England regarding
the Act of 1872, upon which the one
Act of 1874, he believed, was chieflY
based; and in 1875 the Imperial Pa-
liament repealed all former Acts Conl-
cerning the adulteration of food, and
enacted a law relating to the sale et
food and drugs. One of its claiuses
met the case ho had mentioned. and
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