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the loss thus sustained. It had been
said that the fishermen of British
Columbia had been neglected in
the Washington treaty. He would
say that the American fishermen
did not want to go there, and it was
not necessary for that Province to be in
cluded in the Treaty. Around the Mari-
time Provinces the fish the Ameri-
can fishermen required abounded, and
they had been in the habit of fishing there,
where they knew they could be caught
in large numbers, and now they had
been told that the people of these Provin-
ces had no special right to this fish. They
had just as good a right in that respect
as the people in this Province had to the
lumbering interest, They claimed that
they were a separate contracting party
when their delegates went to confer with
the Dominion Government, and, there-
fore, that their portion of the award
should be considered specially. He bad
every confidence that the present Govern-
ment would do therm justice in the mat-
ter.

MR. POPE (Queen's, P.E.I.): I
would ask the hon. gentleman to with-
draw his motion, inaimuch as there is
no correspondence.

Motion, with leave of the House,
withdrawn.

House adjourned at
Twenty minutes before

Eleven o'clock.

HO USE OF COMMONS.

.Tuesday, 11th March, 1879.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERS.

THE ESTIMATES.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

MR. TILLEY delivered a Message
from His Excellency the Governor-
General.

MR. SPEAKER readtbe Message, and
it is as follows
a~ LoRNE.

« The Governor-General transmits to the
House of Commons, Estimates of sums re-
quired for the service of the Dominion, for the
year ending 30th June, 1880; and in accord-

ance with the provisions of the British North
America Act, 1867, he recommends these
Estimates to the House of Commons.

"GOTEIRNMENT Housz,
"OTTAWA, lth March, 1879."

MR. TILLEY inoved that the Message
of lis Excellency and the Estimates ac-
companying the same be referred to the
Committee of Supply.

Motion agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally in-
troduced and read the first time :-

Bill (No. 40) To incorporate the Napance,
Tamworth, and Quebec Railway Company.-
(Mr. Hooper.)

Bill (No. 41) To incorporate the British
American Mutual Life Insurance Company.-
(Mr. .Mackenzie.)

Bill (No. 42) To amend the Act respecting
the Election of Members of the House of
Commons.-(Mr. Gigault.)

DISMISSAL OF QTJEB9C GOVERNMENT
BY THE LIEUTENANT-GOVERNOR.

RESOLUTION PROPOSED.

MR. MOU SSEAT: Mr. Speaker, be-
fore placing in your hands the motion I
gave notice of a few days ago, I desire
to offer to the House, and to the coun-
try, a few remarks on the step I am
taking, and the motives which have led
me to take it. And, in the first place,
Mr. Speaker, in order to commend my-
self to the indulgence of the House, I
promise to do My very best to keep up
to the level of my subject, that is to say,
to treat it with becoming dignity and
moderation. The subject is most im-
portant in itself, and vastly so in its con-
sequences. There is one thing I desire
to say distinctly, at once. J would not
have it thought that party spirit has
been the motive of my resolution. No
man shall charge me with having brought
on this great question for party pur-
poses. I am a party man; I am a Con-
servative, it is true; and the question
involves the censuring, and probably
the dismissal, in consequence of such
censure, of a Liberal Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor appointed in December, 1876, by
a Liberal Administration. And all this
just at the close of an election, during
which party spirit naturally ran high.
These three facts, of which J fully un-
derstand the bearing, render my position
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a most difdicult one, at all events at a
first glance and superficially. But this is
not the true way for enlightened and
thoughtful persons like the members of
this House to view the matter. In the first
place, party spirit does not mean blind-
ness, exaggeration, want of patriotism.
Sucb an idea would be the death of our
free institutions. The object of political
parties is not the personal advancement
of their leaders and members. No, they
have a nobler destiny, a far higher aim.
Their end and object is to inculcate a
body of ideas, doctrines and princliples,
social, economical and political, which
they believe to be advantageous to the
well-being of the people and the country.
No; it is not a party question we are
about to discuss. We are to deal with
a great political principle, a great
national question, which interests every
Province in 'he Dominion. Let us treat
it as thoughi we were about to write a
page of history to be recorded in the
annals of our country for the instruc-
tion of our successors and of posterity.
Through lack of experience and the
necessary knowledge, I shall probably
fall far short of the great task J have
undertaken. But one thing 1 believe I
perfectly well understand. I can assure
this House I have long grasped the
bearing of the coup d'état of the 2nd
March, 1878, all the dangers, all the
tempests it has laid up for us in the
future, if this first attempt against our
liberties be not firmly repressed, if its
author be not severely punished.
I naturally regret that this violation
of the principle of responsible govern-
ment should occur in the Province of
Quebec, which I am proud to claim for
my native Province. I regret that the
bad example should originate there ; but
I must at the sanie time declare that I do
not feel at all humiliated. It was said
formerly of a great nation that it was
rich enough to pay for its glory. The
Province of Quebec, Lord Dufferin tells
us-and all who have read our history
know that in this his Lordship says but
the truth-the Province of Quebec I say
was the first of the British North American
colonies to ask for responsible govern-
ment. If one of its sons, unworthy to
rank with the men of her glorious past,
has sought to wrest that system of gov-
ernment, to attack it or set it aside, the
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Province of Quebec may be forgiven,
when we call to mind her heroic strug-
gles in the past. Moreover, Mr. Letel-
lier is the first, and will probably be
the last of the race of political violators.
He will have no imitators, and party
spirit, in its most detestable sense, will
never be able to find him panegyrists.
Mr. Speaker, I now come to the facts.
I shall strive to be as brief and clear as
possible. But, in oider to have a proper
understanding of the subject, we must go
further back than the Session of 1878.
The Province of Quebec had long wished
for a railway on the north side of the St.
Lawrence, in order to develop the vast
resources of every kind with which its
lands and forests and rivers teemed.
Fron 1852 or 1853 to 1867, the question
was repeatedly discussed ; but for lack
of means the agitation was fruitless, and
confined to the continuing of Acts of in-
corporation, and the forming and reform-
ing of companies destitute of capital.
As will be remembered, our means
were all being absorbed by the Grand
Trunk, which was enriching the south
side of the St. Lawrence and Upper Ca-
nada, while doing but little for the North
Shore, where a numerous, robust, indus-
trious population were anxiously awaiting
their iron highway. Confederation, by
giving to Quebec the exclusive ownership
of the public lands, revived the hopes of
the supporters of the Grand Trunk of
the north. They were eager to participate
in the tide of activity, and the great pros-
perity which the other railways, like
arteries of generous life-blood, distributed
in their course. In 1868 and 1869, the
Quebec Parliament passed several Acts
of incorporation for a railway from
Quebec to Montreal, another from
Montreal to St. Jerome, and a third
from Montreal to Aylmer. At first,
aid was confined to grants of land, and
later in lands and money. When the
construction of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way was decided upon, a twofold imape-
tus was given to the desire for railways
on the North Shore. This was due to
the fact that the people of the Province
of Quebec understood perfectly well the
importance of connecting our railways
on the North Shore with the Pacific by
extending the road further,along the Otta-
wa. Having thus the shortest and most
direct line, the Province of Quebec hoped
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to have its share of the profits and pros-
perity to result from the trade of the
west and of Asia. Nevertheless, in the
spring of 1875, the attempts to secure
loans in England by private companies
having utterly failed, other means had
to be found to complete the railway
already commenced between Montreal
and Ottawa, and to build the railway
from Quebec to Montreal, which was not
yet begun. At that trying moment, the
people of Quebec manifested a degree of
patriotism and public spirit seldom
equalled, and, setting aside political
feeling, unanimously asked their Gov-
ernment to assume the position of
the private companies, and build the
railways with the public funds. There
was not a dissenting voice in the matter.
Liberals and Conservatives alike, in the
press and in public meetings, pressed the
matter on the Government. On this
point I feel sure no one will contradict
me. In June and July, the general elec-
tions took place for the Quebec louse.
The DeBoucherville Government ap-
pealed to the people on that question.
They were victorious, having a majority
of 23 to 25 in a House of 65 members,
in support of their policy. About the
same time, the Government made ar-
rangements with private companies and
corporations which had subscribed or
voted bonuses, amongst others Quebec,
Montreal and other nunicipalities. Mon-
treal and Quebec, under certain condi-
tions, accepted by the Government, prom-
ised to pay-as to the first, the balance
of its million, and the second, the whole
of its million. Fortified by these prom-
ises and guaranties, the Government
went resolutely to work. They built
rapidly, in fact very rapidly. When
they met the bouse, on the 17th
of January, 1878, they were in this
position: They had incurred debt in
order to build rapidly and satisfy the eager
wishes of the people ; the line, between
Montreal, St. Jerome and Otta-wa, was
open to the public, but not quite fin-
ished, and was not, under the contracts,
to be handed over to them until the 1st
August then next; the Une between
Quebec and Montreal, was also already
partly in operation, and the rest was to
be finished and handed over in the
autumn (1878) ; the cities of Quebec,
Three Rivers and Montreal, and some

other municipalities, refused to pay
their subscriptions, giving reasons, for
the most part futile, and some not
bearing the stamp of good faith. Not-
withstanding these notable disadvan-
tages, the Government had to meet a
deficit of but $81,000. The Governmient
then, without any immediate revenue
from its railways, hat to meet the de-
ficit mentioned; and these wealthy and
powerful municipalities said, in effect :
" Now that we bave the railway, why
shouîld we pay I Let the Goverament
pay." What was the duty of an honest
Governnent under such circumstances?
To compel the recalcitrant corporations
and municipalities to pay, and levy a tax,
at once light and equitably divided, in
order to meet the deficit. Strictly speaking,
the Treasurer of the Province of Quebec
might bave done as the Liberals are now
doing in Quebec-take the capital set
apart for railways to pay the interest of
our debt in England. But the Hon.
Mr. Churmh, a gentleman of high
integrity and honour, had already
been in London to secure a
loan for the Province of Quebec. He
found, when there, that the credit of the
Province stood exceedingly iigh, and
succeeded, without difficulty, in contract-
ing a loan on most adivantageous terins,
as advantageous as any great nation, en-
joying the highest credit in England,
could obtain. But Mr. Church under-
stands, as everyone understands, for it is
nothing but common sense, that the best
means for a nation, as it is for an indi-
vidual, to maintain its oredit, is to pay
the interest of its debt with its own re-
venues, and not by drawing upon its
capital and incurring fresh debt in order
to pay off the interest of previous in-
debtedness. On the 29th January,
1878, the rcsolutions respecting the
Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa, and Occi-
dental Railway-a name substituted for
those of the private comparies-were
submitted to the Houses. I read from
the Votes and Proceedings of the Legis-
lative Assembly of the Province of
Quebec -

i Mr. Attorney-General Angers informed
the House that His Excellency the Lieutenant-
Governor, having taken communication of
certain resolutions respecting the Quebec,
Montreal, Ottawa, and Occidental Railway,
has been pleased to recommend them to the
favourable consideration of the House."
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"Mr. Attorney-General Angers, seconded
by Mr. Treasurer Church, moved that this
House do now go into Committee of the
Whole to consider the said resolutions."

I shall not try the patience of the
House by going through the details of
the Bill founded on those resolutions. I
shall only say, briefly, that the Govern-
ment, by that measure, took a nost legi-
tiniate means of compelling payment by
debtors of most j ust debts already in part
overdue. These debts the Government
had considered so good and sure
that they set them down as an asset,
when, in the fall Session of 1875, they
passed the Act to secure the
construction of the Quebec, Montreal,
Ottawa and Occidental Railway. That
Bill declared in substance that when
the Railway should have been completed
with all depots, workshops, etc., in ac-
cordance with all conditions subscribed
to by the Government in the agreements
passed between them and the private
companies and corporations, competent
engineers were to report thereon to the
Governnent. On that report, the
Lieutenant Governor in Council
was to decide, if he found it
correct, that the corporations were to
pay. After demand made, and delay
granted, if the corporations persisted in
their refusal to pay, the sheriff would
receive orders to collect the amount in
the usual way, just as a municipal
council is empowered to do in the case
of recalcitrant rate-payers. Was this
new, odious and retroactive legis-
lation as has been so broadly stated in
certain quarters ? Not at all. I have
never seen nor read that a law is called
odious, which is simply intended to coni-
pel an unwilling or dishonest debtor to
pay his lawful debts. Here, in the case
we are now considering, it is not the
law that is odious, but the conduct of
the corporations and municipalities en-
couraged intbeir obstinacy by Liberals who
were ready to do anything to withstand
or defeat a Conservative Government,
Let it not be forgotten that the DeBouch-
erville Government had only engaged to
build that railway, because it relied upon
nearly two millions and a half of good
subscriptions, of good promises made by
corporations whose prexvious engage-
ments bad ensured the construction of
that great trunk line. The Govern-
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ment loyally fulfilled its p romises,
and, when it has completed the roads
and calls for instalments to replenish
the impoverisbed public chest, it finds
itself openly laughed at and bears
adduced conditions which had been for-
merly abandoned. Were then all the in-
habitants of the Province of Qut bec,
to be subjected to a new tax of
two millions and a half to relieve the
rich municipalities, who, more than
others, reaped the benefit of the rail way ?
Was it a new law which compelled the
corporations to abstain from wasting
tbeir subscriptions and their bonuses in
costly long and ruinous suits ? The
Municipal Code of the Province of
Quebec contains many similar provi-
sions. The Act respecting the Consoli-
dated Municipal Loan Fund contains
similar provisions. The Legislature of
Ontario, in 1873, passed an Act en-
titled " An Act respecting the Municipal
Loan Fund debts, and respectinq certain
paynents to funicipalitzes, 36 Vict.,
Chap. 47." In this Act again we see
that the sheriff is substituted for the
Courts of Justice, to compel debtors, who
are not acting in good faith, to fulfil
their engagements. This legislation is
based upon an excellent principle, the
public interest, which consists in avoid-
ing difficulties, litigation and suits,
which, in such cases especially, always
enure to the detriment of the
people, that is to say, of the
greater number who are the least
in a position to bear such burdens.
It has also been stated that the law was
decestable, because it was retioa2tive in
its nature. In the ordinary vocabulary,
there are often found certain words
which are, in a way, stereotyped. They
are booby-traps. The word in question
has been greatly misused, as respects the
legislation which we are considering. A
settler leases a lot of land from the Gov-
ernment, upon the condition of paying
thirty dollars a year for five years, and
two hundred dollars at the end of six
years, whereupon he is to become the
absolute proprietor of the lot. At the
end of five years be has laboured, he has
cleared and improved the land consider-
ably. He is ready to pay bis two hun-
dred dollars, and so obtain his final title.
Parliament passes an Act compelling
him to pay one thousand dollars instead
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of two hundred dollars. 'Ihat would be
a retroactive law, and an odious one, be-
cause it imposes a new burtben, onerous
to a degree, and in no way provided for
in the original contract. But for how
long a time bas the term retroactive and
odious legislation been applied to a sim-
ple law which only compels a debtor to
pay a lawful debt, and one which he
long since bound himself to discharge?
On the 31st January, Mr. Churcli made
his financial statement. In his very ex-
haustive speech, he announced the poli-
tical views of the Government with re-
spect to the recalcitrant corporations,
as I have j ust stated them. At the saine
time, he announced that he proposed to
ask the House to impose a stamp duty
on certain documents, to raise the funds
necessary to meet the deficit. He took
special pains to demonstrate the excel-
lent financial position of the Province of
Quebec. The tax was to be but a tem-
porary one, lasting but one or two years,
at the most ; for the Government was
certain to receive from its railways, from
two hundred and fifty to three hundred
thousand dollars a-year. I say that it
was certain, because the best means had
been adopted to ascertain the facts of
the case. Tenders had been invited for
the leasing of the road. Now, experi-
ence has been gained. The best busi-
ness men, the most experienced
railway men, know that our
North Shore Railway will yield to
the Government a net revenue of at least
three hundred thousand dollars a-year.
It is not until the 19th of February that
the famous tax Bill came before the
louses in the shape of resolutions. As

with respect to the railway, the pro-
ceedings were regular and constitutional.
We find on page 149 of the Votes and
Proceedings of the Legislative Assembly,
the necessary announcement :

" Mr. Treasurer Church, seconded by Mr.
Attorney-General Angers, moves, that this
House do resolve itself into Committee to take
into consideration certain resolutions for the
imposing of a Stamp Duty on certain docu-
ments.'

" Mr. Treasurer Church then informed the
House that His Excellency the Lieutenant-
Governor, having been informed of the subject
matter of the said resolutions recommends
them to the consideration of the House."

The resolutions were adopted, a Bill
was introduced, discussed and passed

between the 19th February and the 1st
of Mvarch. The Bill respecting the
Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occiden-
tal Railway had been before the House
froin the 29th January to the 19th Feb-
ruarv. It was on the latter day that it
received its third reading qnd was
adopted by the House of Assembly.
Like the Tax Bill, it had been warmly
discussed, and had given rise to repeated
debates. These two measures, therefore,
were equitable and considered neces-
sary by the Government and the Cham-
bers to maintain the credit of the Pro-
vince of Quebec; they had been announced
by the Treasurer in bis statenent of
the 31st J anuary ; the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor bad known all this for a month
when he wrote to the Hon. Mr. DeBouch-
erville the strange letter, the incredible
d@cument which I shall now read at
length, and submit to the consideration
of the Ilouse:-

"GOVERNMENT HOUSE,
" Quebec, 1st March, 1878.

"To the Honorable C. B. DeBoucherville,
Premier, Quebec:-

"The Lieutenant-Governor, taking into
consideration the communication made to
him verbally (on the 27th February) by the
Premier, and also taking into consideration
the letter which the Premier then gave to
him, is prepared to admit that there had been
no intention, on the part of the Premier. to
slight the prerogatives of the Crown, and
that there was only on bis part an error com-
mitted in good faith in the interpretation
that he gave to words used by the Lieutenant-
Governor in the interview which they had on
the 19th February instant; words which did
not imply the authorisation attributed to them
by the Premier.

" With this interpretation and the instruc-
tions given in consequence bythe Premier to the
Hon. Messrs. Angers and Church, these gentle-
men did not, willingly, do anything against th
duties of their office.

"As to the blank, which the Lieutenant-
Governor addressed to him from Rivière
Ouelle, the Lieutenant-Governor knew that
such blank was to be used for the purpose of sub-
mitting the Estimates to the House.

" This act was a token of confidence on his
part, as stated by the Premier in his letter of
the 27th, but it was confidential.

" The Lieutenant-Governor deems it his
duty to observe that in bis memorandum ox
the 25th February last, he in no way ex-
pressed the opinion that he thought that the
Premier ever lad the intention of arrogating
to himself the right of having measures
passed without bis approval, or of slighting
the prerogatives of the representative of the
Crown.

Diemissal of [MAntcn 11, 1879.]



256 Dismissal of

" But the Premier must not lose sight of the
fact that, although he had not so intended,
the fact remains, as he was told by the Lieu-
tenant-Governor.

" The fact of having submitted several new
and important measures to the Legislature,
without having previously, in any manner,
consulted the Lieutenant-Governor, although
without anv intention of slighting his pre-
rogatives, gives rise to one of those false posi-
tions which places the representative of the
Crown in a difficult and critical situation with
reference to both Houses of the Legislature.

" The Lieutenant-Governor cannot admit
that the responsibility of this state of things
rests upon him.

" So far as concerns a Bill entitled ' An Act
respecting the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and
Occidental Railway,. the Premier cannot ap-
ply to that measure the pretended general au-
thorisation mentioned by him in his letter,
for their interview took place on the 19th
February, and the Bill had then been before
the House for several days, without the Lieu-
tenant-Governor having been in any manner
informed of it by his advisers.

" The Lieutenant-Governor then told the
Premier how much he regretted such Legisla-

new taxes, with a view of avoiding financial
embarrassment.

" The Lieutenant-Governor, although with
regret, expresses to the Premier the opinion
that the Orders in Council, for the increase of
the salaries of Civil Service employés, seemed
to him inopportune at a time when the Gov-
ernment had effected with the Bank of Mon-
treal a loan at the rate of seven per cent. for
half a million with power to increase this
loan to one million, and, in fact, to-day even
(lst March) the Lieutenant-Governor was
obliged to allow an Order in Council to be
passed to secure the last half million for the
Government, without which the Government
would be unable to meet its engagemients, as
stated to him by the Honorable the Treasurer,
by order of the Premier.

" The Premier did not cither then or since
inform the Lieutenant-Governor that the Gov-
ernment were in so impecunious a condition
as to require special legislation to increase the
public burdens.

" The Lieutenant-Governor therefore stated
and repeated these facts to the Premier, and
now deems it his duty to record them here, in
order that they may serve as a memorandum

tion ; he represeni ed to him that he consid- for himsclf and the Premier. It resuits there-
ered it to be contrary to the principles of law fore
and justice. Notwithstanding this, the mea- I1. That although the Lieutenant-Governor
sure was pushed on until it was adopted by md made many representations, in lis
both Houses. capacity of representative of the Crownto the

" It is true that the Premier gives in his Premier on tnose various subjects ot public
letter as one of his reasons for so acting, 'that interest, his advisers have taken administra-
this permission of making use of the name of tive and legisiative steps contrary to such
the representative of the Crown had been, representations, and witbouthavingpreviously
moreover, always allowed him by the prede- advised him.
cessor of the present Lieutenant-Governor, "2. That the Lieutenant-Governor has,
the late lamented Mr. Caron.' without evii motives, but in fnef, been plnced

" This reason cannot avail with the Lieuten- in a false position, by being exposed f0 a cou-
ant-Governor, for, by so doing, he would abdi- flict with thc desires of tie Legislature, de-
cate his position as representative of the sires wbich be acknowledges to be paramount,
Crown-a proceeding which neither the Lieu- when expressed in a constifutional manner.
tenant-Governor nor the Premier could recon- "Thc Lieutenant-Governor has attentively
cile with the duties of the Lieutenant-Gov- rend and examined the memorandum and
ernor towards the Crown.

" The Lieutenant-Governor regrets being documnt ic tere w k n
compelled to state, as he told the Premier,
that he bas generally not been explicitly In the record are petitions from several
informed of the measures adopted by the municipal corporations, and from citizens of
Cabinet, although the Lieutenant-Go-vernor different localities, addrcssed to tie Lieu-
often gave the Premier opportunities to do so, tenant-Governor, against the resolutions and
especially during the course of last year. fie Government Bill respecting the Quebec,

" The Lieutenant-Governor, 'from time to Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental lailway.
time since the last meeting of the Legislature, iThe Lieutenant-Governor was only yester-
drew the attention of the Premier to severni day lu a position to take communication of
matters respecting the interests of the Prov- some of tiose petitions, inasmuch as tiey had
ince of Quebec, amongst others -not been transmitted to hm before the

" 1. To the enormous expenditure occasioned record.
by very large subsidies to several railways IThe Lieutenant-Governor, after mature
when the Province was burdened with the con- deliberation, cannot accept the advice of the
struction of the grand line of railway from Premier in reference to the sanction to be
Quebec to Ottawa, which should prevail over given to tbe Railway Bil entitled 'An Act
all others; and that at a time when our fin- rebatiog to fhe Queicc, Montreal, Ottawa and
ances compelled us to raise loans dispropor- Occidental Railway.'
tionate to our revenues. "For aIl these reasons, therefore, the Lieu-

" 2. On the necessity of reducing the ex- tenant-Governor cannot conclude this nenor-
penses of the Civil Government and those of andun without expressing to the Premier tie
Legislation in place of havin2 recourse to regret wiici he feels in being no longer able
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to retain him in his position, contrary to the
rights and prerogatives of the Crown.

" (Signed) L. LErELLIFR,
Lieut.-Governor.

It is jast to say, as an excuse for Mr.
Letellier. that he was ashamed of this
first letter ; he saw all the injustice, and
all the iibsurdity of it. He nderstood
that a man who calls himself a represen-
tative of the Crown, of H-er Most Gra-
cious ilajesty Queen Victoria, should not
write in that way, sh:ould not violate
the sacred principle which is the basis, as
it is the guarantee, of the constitutional
system, for reasons so futile, so devoid uf
good sense, as those adduced by him in
his letter of disinissal. For some days
Lhe deliberated and puzzled his brain to
find new means, and being a mian of re-
source, he discovered seven or eight,
which he collected into a celebrated docu-
ment which lie addressed to Lord Duflerin
on the l8th March :

"GOVERNMENT HOUSE,
"QUEBEC, 18th March, 1878.

"To the Right Honorable the EARL 0 DUr-
" FE1UN, K P., K C.B., G.C.M.G..

"Governor-General of Canada,
' Ottawa.

" My LoRo,-I have the honour now to
nbmit for your Lord.h ip's consideration docu-
ments and details which I .(uld not lay before
the public, but freim which it would have
beon more clearly understood that the dis-
missal of M. Deiou herville's Cabinet was
foreed upon me by circumstances.

C These details are not contained in the
correspondence which I authorized M. De-
Boucherville to place before the House, and
which are hereunto annexed.

" From the day that I was, by Your Excel-
lency, raised to the position I occupy at
present, all my private relations with the
members of the Cabinet, up to the time of
their dismissal from office, were, I mu>t ad-
mit, generally of an agreeable nature; but in
those of an officiai character with the Premier,
I almost invariably felt that I did not enjoy
that entire confidence on his part, which is
the chief element of a cordial understanding
between the representative of the Crown and
his advisers.

« Aftcr having studied the general state of
the affairs of our Province, after having be-
come convinced that legislative and adminis-
trative changes were becoming more and more
necessary, I decided upon using, with modera-
tion, and with the greatest possible discretion,
the influence attached to my position, in oidur
to obtain the realisation of that which I
deemed to be of the greatest advantage to the
Province.

III regret to state to Your Excellency that,
although M. DeBoucherville did, on most

17

occasions, take my advice in good part, and
generally approved of it, he, nevertheless, al-
most always acted as though he had neyer
received it. Nevertheless, far from using my
authority to obstruct his action in any way, I
invariably treated him with great indulgence,
as will appear to Your Excellency by the fol-
lowing facts:-

ci st.-During the Session of 1876, a Bill
had been read threc times in one of the two
branches ot the Legislature, and only twice in
the other.

" This Bill, bearing all the certificates which
were necessary to induce me to believe that it
had been regularly passed and adopted, was
submitted to me by the Premier for my
sanction.

4 In conseqence of being left in ignorance
of these facts by my advisers, I sanctioned the
Bill.

" Not long afterwards, I was informed of
the irregularity, and I immediately spoke of it
to the Premier. I made the observation that
such an act would entail too serious conse-
quences to allow of its being passed over.

"As a favour to him, however, I passed over
this instance of irregular legislation, which
was then irreparable.

" 2nd.-During the same Session, another
Bill was submitted to me for my sanction

On examining it, I perceived a blank which
had not been filled up, wh'ich I pointed out to
the Premier, in the following letter:-

"' Private.

"'Qrr.iEc, 27th December, 1876.
"'lMy DEAi PUEMII:R,--A Bill (E) which

originated in the Council was passcd by the
Legislativo A ssembly, without amendment;
upon reading it before adding my certificate of
sanction, I noticed that a bhank had not been
filled up in the seventh line of the sixth
section.

•''You followed the usual practice in not
fixing the amount of the penalty in the Legis-
lative Council ; but the matter passed unper-
ceived, or the officers, through some mistake,omitted to insert the amount fixed ty the
H ouse, or it may have been an error in the
proof-sheets.

"' While on the subject of these mistakes,
y u will find another in the second section of
the same Act, wherein the word amender is
in the infinitive mood. I notice this latter
inaccuracy, to which I do not attach much
importance, only because I discovered another
in an Act in which I had to point out to
yu an omission which I consider fatal.

"'Yours very truly,
ci (Signed) L. LETrrLI.*

" The Premier came to me and said that he
regretted the omission ; he requested me to
give my sanction to the Bill in the state in
which it was. The conciliatory spirit which
1 showed in granting my consent seemed to
please him.

" 3rd.-In March, 1877 (vide Appendix A),
my advisers caused me to make an appoint-
ment of a Municipal Councillor for the South
Ward of the Village of Montmagny, under the
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pretext that there had been no election, or
that if such election had taken place, it was
illegal.

"l The whole of the circumstances connected
with this case, I deem it my duty to explain
te Your Excellency, on account of the import-
ant principle involved therein.

" After due personal examination of the pe-
titions and other accompanying documents
relating to that election, I called on the Pre-
mier, at his own office, to beg of him not to
hurry the appointment, which he was asked to
make, of a Municipal Councillor for that local-
ity, before receiving more ample information.

" I pointed out to him that it appeared that
a municipal election had taken place, and that
in such case, as a principle, the Executive
Coun.cil should not interfere.

" I added, that from the moment that a legal,
or even an illegal clection had taken place,
the duty of deciding it rested with the courts,
in accordance with the ordinary course of law,
of wbich they are the interpreters.

" I then intimated to M. DeBoucherville
that I maintained, on principle, that ail mat-
ters cognisable by the judiciary should be in-
variably leit to the courts, which from their
organization are better fitted than the Execu-
tive to enquire into matters of fact and of evi-
dence, and that I would never alow the sub-
stitution of the powers of the Executive for
tbose of the courts, when the latter had juris-
diction.

" The Premier admitted that that opinion,
and the principle on which I based it, were in
conformity with his ideas, and necessary for
the proper administration of justice. lie
asked me if I would consont to sec Mr. Angers,
the Attorney-General, on the subject.

" I at once consented, and the Attorney-
General was immediately sent for ; the facts
connected with that election difficulty and my
views regarding them, were then communi-
cated to him. He promised that before any
appointmentshould be made by the Lieutenant-
Governor he would make enquiry.

" Shurtly afterwards he reported to me that
he had made an enquiry into the facts of the
case, and, at bis suggestion, 1 appointed Jules
Bélanger to be Councillor.

"L In the beginning of March, 1877, difficult-
ies and quarrels arose at Montmagny, in con-
sequence of that election.

" After tbat appointment, those quarrels
broke forth afresh in the municipal council
itself, from whicb the Councillor whom I had
thus been caused to appoint, was expelled
with violence. That appointment I was re-
commended to make, notwithstanding the
fact iat an election had taken place ; that it
had been held and presided over by the
Mayor, that Eugène Fournierhad been returned
by acclamation, that he had been sworn in
according to law, and that at the very time
when the appointment of Jules Bélanger was
recommended to me, the person thus elected
had in fact taken his seat, had been sworn, and
bad sat at the said Council, as appears by the
minutes of the Council.

MR. MOUSSEAU.

" When I afterwards learned these facts, I
communicated them to the Premier, whom I
requested to prepare a revocation of the ap-
pointment which I nad thus been caused to
make, contrary to the principles above set
forth, and the justice of which he had himself
admitted.

"The Premier answered that the matter was
of a very delicate nature, as such a proceed-
ing would be contrary to the recomnenda-
tions of Mr. Angers, his Attorney-General ; he
concluded by saying that he would get him
to prepare a report on the subject.

' I received that report some days later.
After having read it, I again intimated to Mr.
DeBoucherville, that in the interests of peace,
and in conformity with the principle that the
executive should not be substituited for judicial
power in matters within the province of the
latter, 1 insisted upon the revocation being
made.

" After waiting several days for an answer,
and not having received any from the Premier,
I addressed a letter to him, of which the fol-
lowing is a copy -

" QUEBRc, March 14, 1877.
"'Private and Confidential.
"'MY DEAR DEBOUcHERVILLE,- have not

received any answer on the subiect of the ap-
pointment of a Councillor at Montmagny.

Il' Those who deceived the tUovernment in
order to induce me to perform an executive
act in connection with a question which they
then knew to be within the judicial power, do
not, in my opinion, deserve consideration,
which cannot but be injurious to the Govern-
ment and myself.

"' 'The reme dy is very simple, rescind the
appointment; allow the parties interested to
fight it out before the Courts.

" 'Yours very truly,
il' (Signed) L. LETELLIER.

"If, my Lord, I insistupon this latter point,
it is to show Your Excellency tbat the Prime
Minister was then perfectly aware of my views
on that point, and should not, in consequence,
have introduced during the last Session of our
Legislature, any legislative measure, or per-
formed any administrative act tending, to sub-
stitute executive for judicial power without
notifying me, and especially without advising
me on the subject.

LIt was easy for the Premier to understand
from my remarks and the frequent conversa-
tions which I had with him, that I could not
consent to sec Her Majesty's subjects despoiled
of the right guaranteed to thema by Magna
Charta-that their property should never be
interfei ed with, except in virtue of a judgment
rendered by tic tribunals of the country.

" 4th -On the 19th Marci, 1877, being on
the eve of absenting myself for a few days, I
wrote to the Hon. Mr. Cbaplvau; and in a
postscript I said : ' Please oblige me by telling
the Premier that it be rceds my concurrence,
Mr. Gauthier may bring down to me the docu-/
ments requiring ny signature.'

"'i M. DeBooclerville should have under-
stood from that, that if I was ready to give
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him my concurrence, it was on condition of
beving all documents submitted to me before
signing them.

i I leave vou, my Lcrd, to jnge in what
manner my views were interpreted.

i5th.-Under date of the 6th of November
last, I addressed to the Hon. M. De-
Boucherville the letter of which the following
is a copy:-

" ' QUEBEC, 6th November, 1877.

S '(Private.)
" ' MY DEAR IDEBOUCHERTILLE.-In the last

Of7icial Gazette were published, under my sig-
nature, two proclamations which I had not
signe-d.

&'One was for the sumrnoning of Parlia-
iment, which I had reserved in order to confer
with you; the other, which 1 did not even see,
appoints a day of tLankgiving.

4 These proceedings, the nature of which I
shall not characterise, entai], apart trom their
impropriety, invalidities which you will casily
xunderstand.

'Yours verv truly,
Il ' Signed) L. LETELLIER.

' The Hon. C. B. )EBoucLERVILLE,
I ' Premier.

"The following are the notes which I took
oif the conversation wlich I Lad with M. De-
.Boucherville on the subject:-

Il' M. DeBoucherville came on the same day
hie received the letter, to tell me that he re-
gretted that the ihing had occurred, and that
it was no fault of his. I accepted the excuse,
and then told him that I would not tolerate
my naime being used, when necessary for any
duty of ny office, unless the documents requir-
ing my signature had been previously submit-
ted to me, and unless information was afforded
to me. which M. De-Boucherville assured me
would be the course followed in future.

"'(Signed) L. L.

"6th -But, my Lord, there is another point
st]]] mort, important, wsich I cannot any
longer retraie from mentioning.

"From the conversations which I have held
with M. DeBoucherville, there results a fact,
which, if it were known, would, of itself, have
sufficiently justified me in believing that he
did not possess the confidence of the people of
this Province.

" On two different occasions, some time after
the Session of 1876, I pointed out to him that
millions Lad been voted to aid railways in

no means of having a majority; that those
members formed combinations-'RIings'-to
control the House.

" M. DeBoucLerville is not unaware that I
thereupon told him that it was better to save
the Province than a Government; and that if
his Administration was not strong enough to
resist those influences, it would be better for
him to form a combination of honest and well-
m-aning men from both sides of the House,
rather than submit to the dictations of those
' Rings' and to the control of those combina-
tionis.

" When he made no attempt to escape from
that deleterious influence, after his own avowal
tliat the Legislature was -ontrolled by those
'Rings'; when, by his legislation, lie sought to
favour them anew during the last Session
without having previously advised with me,
had I not the right, as the representative of
my Sovereign, to believe and to be convinced
that M. DeBoucherville did not possess a con-
stitutional majority in the Legislative Assem-
bly ?

& 7th -In communicating to both Houses
my memoranda of the 25th February and lst
March last, the Premier and Mr. Attorney-
General Angers, in violation of their duty,
overstepped the authorisation which I had
given by my letter of the 4th of March last,
for tbat purpose. They added to that commu-
nication a report of pretended conversations,
the correctness of whi h I contest and the im-
propriety of which I maintain.

"I shall point out, my Lord,one tact alone to
prove that incorrectness and that impropriety :
the Hon. Messrs. DeBoucherville and Angers,
in their explanations to the two Houses, lay
great stress on the telegram which Mr. De-
Boucherville despatched to me at Rivière
Ouelle, to ask my permission to introduce
resolutions concerning the finances, and on
the blank signature that I sent up in answer
to it.

I But these gentlemen themselves had that
blank signature fvlied Up y my Private Scre-
tary, se as; te give te the felegrama the meaning
which I attributed te it, namaely, a request for
permission to introduce the supplies. The
following is a copy of the message produced
with that blank signature.

I Mr. Treasurer Church presented a message
from His Excellency the Lieutenant-Governor,
as follows :-

"'L. LETELLMER,
"' The Lieutenant-Governor of the Province

gcneral, at a time when our finances did not cf QueLec fiansmits te the Legisiative Assem-
appear to me to le in a condition to warrant, Li the Supplenrentary Estimates for the cur-
all at once, a lavish expenditure in subsidising rent yeer, ani fer the fiscal year ending 3Oth
these nunerous undertakings, particularly as, June, 18Î9, whicb, in cenformity with the
apart from that, our cr-dit was so Leavily provisions cf tLe 54th section cf the British
pled-ige-d towards the building of the Quebec, North America Act, 1867, lie recommends te
Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railwav. the Legisative AssemLly.

- Ht very frankly avowed that these grants, GOVeNIENT bUSE,
though they were for the development of the Q uebec, 3Oth January, 1878.
Province, Lal been necessitated by political
considerations ; that without them, the sup- a My Ministers neyer Lad. by their Own ad-
p rt of the memibers whose counties were mission, any ether autherisafien frem me for
traversed by those railways would cease to Le the introduction cf fLeir railway and taxation
ecured te Government ; that there would be resolutions, than the blank signature above-
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mentioned, in which not a word is said of
them Besides which, it will be noticed that
the railway resolutions were introduced on the
29th January, whereas the message is dated
the 31th

It is for this reason, my Lord, that I bring
to vour knowledge all the facts and details
which are connected with the relations which
I have had with M. DeBoucherville and his
colleagues.

c' Were the controversy with me alone as a
private individual, I would abstain from any
rumonstrance against the injustice of their
reflections upon the conduct of the representa-
tive of the Crown, which they have made in
violation of their duty; but in this matter the
maintenance of the constitution is at stake.

" If, without any authority from me, pro-
clamations have been issued which I never
signed, is it surprising that messages were
communicated in my name to the Houses,
respecting which I had never been consulted ?

" It is because, as the representative of muy
Sovereign, I have been unjustly and shame-
fully dragged before the public, that I make
known to you, my Lord, that in the perform-
ance of my duty as Her representative, my
object bas not only been to protect the dignity
of my office, but to afford to the people of this
Province an opportunity of knowing that,
under existing circumstances, the exercise of
the Royal Prerogative has not been hostile to
their constitutional liberties; but that, on the
contrary, it bas afforded them the means of
freelv exercising their judgnent.

" There results, my Lord, from what I have
now stated:-

"1st.-That, in general, the re,,ommenda-
tions which I have made to my Cabinet did
not receive the consideration which is due to
the representative of the Crown.

" 2rd.-That my name has been used by the
members of the Goveroment in the signature
of documents which I had ncver seen.

"3,:d.-That a Proclamation, summoning
the L<gislature, was published in the Oficial
Gaze:tu without my being consulted or in
formed of it, and before my signature had been
attached thereto.

o 4th - That a like Proclamation, fixing a
day of Thanksgiving, was also published under
similar circumstances.

"5th.-That, although I had intimated to
the Premier, by my advice and by my letter
of the 14th March, 1877, my firm dutermina-
tion to protect the inhabitants of this Pro-
vince against the arbitrary decisions of the
Executive in matters within the jurisdiction
of the Courts of Justice, he thought proper,
without my participation and without advis-
ing me, to propose to both Houses, in legisla-
ting for the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and
Occidental iailway, c to substitute the power
of the Executive for that of the Judiciary.'

"6tb.-That, without having advised me.
and without having received authorisation of
any sort whatever from me, the Government
of M. DeLoucherville proposed to the t egis-
lature a n:easure of almost general tuxation
upon the ürdinary contracts and transactions
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of life, transfers of bank stock, &c., while no
message from me had been asked for this
object, nor signed by me to authorise its pro-
position to the Houses.

" 7th.-That, after its dismissal, the Gov-
ernment of M. DeBoucherville again failed ia
its duty by assigning reasons for the adjourn-
ment of the House from day to day, different
from those agreed on between myself and the
Premier, at the risk of prejudicing public
opinion against the representative of the
Crown.

I 8th.-That, at the time of the communica-
tion of the causes which rendered necessary
the dismissal of the atinet, in the explana-
tions which were given by the Premier to the
Legislative Council, and by the Attorney-
General to the Legislative Asstmbly, both of
them referred to pretended conversations
which they had no authority whatever to com-
municate to the Legislature, since the Premier
had, by bis answer to the letter of the Lieute-
nant-Gov-rnor of the 4th March last, limited
his explanations to the communication to
both Houses of my memoîanda of the 25th
February and lst March, and the answers of
the Premier of the 27th February and of the
2nd and 4th March. instant.

e 9th--That, therefore, the Additions and
coiments made by the Premier before the
Legislative Council, and by the Attorrey-Gen-
eral before the Legislative Assembly, were
contrary to the conditions agreed upon be-
tween the Lieutenant-Governor and the Pre-
mier.

i 1Oth.-That the Premier and his colleagues,
by making use of pretended private conversa-
tions to explain the causes of their dismissal,
in contravention to their duty to the Crown
and to what they had pledged themselves to
observe with regard to it, have placed the
lieute nant-Governor under the necessity of
bringing under the notice of Your Excellency
all the reasons for that dismissal.

"I have the honour to be,
AMy Lord,
" Your Excellency's

4 Most obedient servant,
" (Signed) L. LETFLLIER,

" Lieutenant-Governor."

His Honour Luc Letellier, Lieutenant-
Governor of the Province of Quebec, puts
out Mr. DeBoucherville because he can
no loiner " retain him in his position,
contrarv to the rights and prerogatives
of the Crown." He does not say that
NIr. DeBoucherville has infringed those
rights and prerogatives ; nor does he
say what those rights and prerogatives
of the Crown, represented at Quebec by
Mr'. Letellier, are. On the contrary, lie
takes care te proclaim the good faith of
Mr. DeBoucherville, and declares that..
Messrs. Angers and Chusrch did nothing
which was not in accordance with the
duties of their office. Why then was
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the DeBoucherville Cabinet dismissed 1
From appearances and from tie letter of
the lst March, it seens that Mr.
de Boucherville and his colleagues were
driven from power for the following two
formidable reasons : lst. That, although
the Lieu tenant-G4overnoi bas inaie iany
reconimendatiois, in his position as
Representative of the Crown, to the
Premier, on these different suibjects of
public interest, bis advisers have under-
taken a course of administrative and
legislative Acts, contrary to those
recomnendations, and without laving
previously advisec with bimî. 2nd.
Tbat the Lieuitenant-Governor has
been placed, without evil intention,
but, in fact, in a false position,
by being exposed to a conflict with the
will of the Legislature, wlich he recog-
nises as bein, in all cases, supreme, sa
long as that will is expressel in all consti-
tutionaI ways." This constitutional jargon
is not verv intelligible. It certainlv
proves a difference of opinion between
the Lieutenant Governor and bis Cabi-
net, iii relation to iere matters of ad-
ninistration, but ný thing else. A strong
effort of the imagination was requnisite,
in order to discover tbat Mi.DeBouicer-
ville had acted " contrarV to the riglts
and prerogatives of the Crown' " by iot
payig very great attention to these
mild coiplaints. For the present, I do
not discuss eitier the intrinsic merits
or the truth of the conplaints or re-
proaches; I sha return to tbem later.
I will content nIVself, for the preseit,
with calîuly exanining whether these
coiplaints and repruoaclies, admitting
tbem to be well grounded, are sufficient
to autiiorise a constitutional Lieutenant-
Governor to turn out a Government
sustained by a majoity of twenty-one in
a House of sixty-five. These were, on Ist
March the only reasons given, the only
reasons known, the only reasons that
Mr. Letellier allowed bis dismissed Min-
istcrs to communicate to the Chambers.
Mr. Letellier has judged them himself, and
condenned himself when lie tried to
diseover better ones. Let us now see
what these new reasons are. Mr. Letel-
lier, it is needless to say, was, like the
Liberals of Ottawa before the 17th Sep-
tember last, inspirec with pure patriot
ism, with unbeunded devotion to his be-
loved Province of Quebec, and with

profound respect for the people's money.
'After having," lie says, m bis letter of
the 1 Stlh March, " stu lied the general
state of the affairs of our Province;
after having becone convinced that
Legislative and Administrative clingces
were becominig more aid more necessary,
I decided ipon uîsing with moderation,
and with the greatest possible discretion,
the influtience attached to my position, in
order to obtain the realisation of thiat
whielh I deemed to be of the greatest ad-
vantage to the Provin:'e." 1'e then
complains bitrerly to Lord Duffirin that
his Ministers 1ad not listeiied sifficiently
to hims, ai(l, as a prool of their disobedi-
ence, lie complacently sets forth bis
sevei grievances, which I read out just
now. Ler us examine into themi a little.
lst. He says. in suls.ace, I was made
to sanction a Bill whiclh was not passed.
A clerical error. So far we do not see
in wliat respet the rights and preroga-
tives of the Crown were trodden under
foot. Let lis seek furtber. 2nl. (A di-

gression on com-dy). The second griev-
ance is more dangerous. Mr. D-)eloucher-
ville, too iuucb inclined to undermiinue the
fountdations of the rigîts and preroga-
tives of the Crown, sends to the Lieu-
tenant-Governor for his sanction, a.Bill
sullied] by two important defects : a blarik
not filled upl and] a verb "lin the infinitive
mood " instea(d, I suppose, of the past par-
ticiple. Rarely does history, J admit
nake mention of so clark a conspiracy
for violating the rigbts and prerogatives
of tie Crown. Let nio one accuse me of
endeavouring to cast ridicule upon a State
laper. I have quoted literlly. Not-
withstanding the respect which is due
from nie to a Representative of the
Crown my position as a Representative
of the people, gives me the riglht, and
inakes it my duty, to examine into and
to judge the actions and the writings
of an officer of the Federal Government.
3rd. The third new reison is the elec-
tion, or want or election, of a municipal
Councillor in the village of Montmagny.
Mr. Letellier complains that the Attor-
nev-General caused him to make an ir-
regllar appointmfent of a municipal
Councillor. The Government yielded
out of courteQy, and Mr. Letellier did as
be likéd. He revoked the appointnent.
It does not yet very clearly appear froin
this in what respect Mr. DeBoucherville
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wished to attack the rights and preroga-
tives of the Crown. 4th. On the 19th
March, 1877, in a postscript to a letter
to the Hon. Mr. Chapleau, Mr. Letellier
inêtructed him as follows :-" Please
oblige me by telling the Premier that, if
he needs my concurrence, Mr. Gauthier
may bring down to me the documents
requiring my signature." Mr. Letellir
adds that that was a sufficient notifica-
tion to place Mr. DeBoucherville upon his
guard. With such a postscript, Mr.
Letellier thought that the rights and
pretogatives of the Crown were safe.
These four grievances all date back to
1877. They are of so little importance
that the Lieutenant-Governor retained
his Ministers afterwards, and (lid not
think proper to mention them in
his letter of the lst of March.
5th On the 6th November, 1877,
Mr. Letellier wrote a severe letter to
Mr. DeBouebherville, reproaching him
with having published two proclamations
which lie had neither signed or author-
ised. He bas, himself, destroyed that
grievance in bis reply to the niemorial
of Messrs. Chapleau, Church and Angers.
6th. The sixth ground of accusation
against Mr. DeBoucherville bas not
much to do with the rights and preroga-
tives of the Crown. Sometime after
the Session of 1876, Mr. DeBoucherville
acknowledged to Mr. Letellier that bis
Government was controlled by Rings,
dishonest combinations anong Conserva-
tive members, who exercised influenze to
obtain grants in favour of railways on
the South Shore. This is a wbolesale
accusation againstthe Conservative party,
an accusation intended to se ve the
Liberal cause, and which did serve that
cause admirably in the local elections of
the month of April last. I shall, in a
few moments, treat with stern justice
that unqualifiable accusation. And now
I ask you, Mr. Speaker, what this mat-
ter had to do with the rights and pre-
rogatives of the Crown. What bad
these famous imaginary combinations
of 1876 to do with the dis
missal of Mr. DeBoucherville ?
7th. The se-venth grievance is a repetition
of that mentioned in the letter of the lst
March. Mr. Letellier reproaches Mr.
Detouclerville with having nisused his
telegram fron River Ouelle, permintting
him to lay before the Houses the resolu-
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tions respecting the finances. A ccording
to Mr. Letellier, that authorisation could
only cover the estimates, and in no way
the Tax and the Railway Bills. I must
acknowledge that this famous reason is
a very poor one. The Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor, every morning, receives the pro-
ceedings of the evening before. H1e,
therefore, knew at the time that bis Gov-
ernment had used bis nane on the 29th
January, to submit to the House the re-
solutions respecting the Quebec, Mon-
treal, O<tawa and Occidental Rail ay,
and on the, 1 9th February the resol utions
for imposii.g a stamp duty upon certain
documents. He did not protest, lie did
not renionstrate, be did not ask his Gov-
ernment to suspend or withdraw those
measures which appear to afflicL and an-
noy him so much, so great was bis lova
of the people. At the last hour, when
a large majority bad adopted and sanction-
ed the political course of the Government
be sLeps into the way and says, what is
a correct summary of hs letters: " You
were wrong, Mr. DeBoucherville, in be-
li,,ving that my telegram from River
Onelle authorised you to present your
measures respecting taxes and the Quebec,
Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Rail-
way. You and vour colleagues bave
acted in good faith. But you place me
in a false position, and I must show you
the door, for I cannot continue to retain
you in office contrary to the rights and
prerogatives of the Crown." I think,
Mr. ztpeaker, that I have given a faith-
ful sumnary of the reasons adduced by
Mr. Letellier for the dismssal of bis
Ministers. H1e bas no reasons, he has
only pretexts. Let us see the force of
these pretexts, as compared with the
great principles which established the
true doctrine of self-government. The
foundation, the corner stone, is that the
king reigns but does not govern. The
Sovereign, the Governor, the Lieutenant-
Governor, are all subject to the same
rule, to have confidence in and to advise
the Ministry which is supported by a ma-
jority in the Bouse; to be loyal, open
and sincere with it, and to give it every
necessary support, so long as it is bon-
oured with the confidence of a good
umajority in the House. Truly, in this -

country, we know that beautiful and
Yreat system. Responsible government,

ministerial responsibility, the constitu-
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tional system, with all these are we

acquainted. We have studied them, we
have learned them, we have watered the

soil that produced them with our blood.
They have been more to us than the Tree
of Liberty, they have been the Tree of
Salvation. Let us see what this systei
is ; let us see what part is played in it
by him who is called upon to superintend
tle working of the entire mechanism.
He is called King, Queen, Viceroy,
Governor-General, or simply Lieutenant-
Governor. The namle does not signify,
because the principle is the same. Lord
John Russell may be corsidered a res-
pectable authority. The following is
what he says, in a despatch to Lieute-
nant - Governor Thompson, of Upper
Canada, dated 4th October, 1829 -

c The Constitution of England, after long
atruggles and alternate success, bas settled
into a form of government in which the pre-
rogative of the Crown is undisputed, but is
never exercised without advice. The Crown
inust only oppose the wishes of the Assembly
where the hoou- of the Crown or the interests
of the Empire are deeply concerned."

Lord Brougham, a great authority
on constitutional questions wrote, in
1835, on the sub.ject of the dis-
missal during the preceding vear of
Lord Melbourne, by William IV. le
says, first, that the King is but the
depository of power. Il fact all power
belongs to Parliament. And he adds

" No Sovereign of this country has a right
by the Constitution. 'Ihe Sovereign, I say,
las no right by the Constitution, it is illegal,
it is prohibited to the Crown ; it is a wrong, an
unlawful, a criminal act to exercise that high
function of dismissing his Ministers and
choosing others unless on grounds capable of
being stated and defended."

Harrison, in a work published in 1875,
states, in relation to this power of the
Sovereign :

"The King cannot insert a sentence or a
phrase in his own speech. lie cannot add a
clause to a Bill in Parliament. The very
thought would raise a smaile; to act on it
would cause a revolution."

Disraeli, explaining in
Commons, the fornialities
of Government, says :

the English
of the change

" The Sovereign in England, as we repeau
vith serious pride, bas no part in govern-
ment."

Bagehot, in his work on the English
Constitution, says :

" No monarch should dissolve Parliament
against the will and the interest of the Min-
istry which is in power. No doubt the King
can dismiss such a Ministry and replace it by
another Administration, whose advice to dis-
solve Parliament he could take ; but, even
with this precaution, to act thus towards a
Ministry which had a strong majority in Par-
liament would be to strike a blow which it
is almost impossible to suppose. We do not
believe that Queen Victoria berself, in spite of
the popularity and respect by which she is
surrouiided, would even have recourse to such
a measure. No Englishman can dreani even
of a catastrophe of this nature, but it, to him,
appears to belong to the phenomena of a
world altogether different from that which he
inhabits. In practice in England the Sovereign
considers himself obliged to follow the advice
of the Ministry which the House of Commons
desires to maintain in power. All preroga-
tives at variance with this principle have
fallen into disuse. To strike from bchind. so
to speak, and strangle by means of an appeal to
the country a Ministry sustained by Parlia-
ment, would be an event which no longer
enters into the calculation."

Bagehot, after having spoken of the
dismissal of Lord Melbourne by William
IV., concludes by saying

"The Queen can bardly now refuse a de-
feated Minister a chance of a dissolution any
more than she can dissolve in the tine of
an undefeated one and without his con-
sent."

The same author also says:

" The written law leaves to the Crown the
choice of all Ministers and agents, but the un-
written law or the unwritten Constitution
makes it practically impossible for the bov-
ereign to keep a Ministry in office whon the
House of Commons does not approve, and it
makes it almost equally impossible to remove
from office a Minister whom thc Housu of
Commons does approve."

Could anything more appropriate, more
powerful, more well-founded, to dem on-
strate and develop the constitutiunal

principle, and to show how Mr. Letellier
violated and slighted it, possibly be
found ? Let us now hear Lord Dufferin
upon the duties of Governors. In his
speech at Hlalifax, in 1873, he spoke as
follows :-

c My only guiding star in the conduct and
maintenance of my official relations with your
public men is the Parliament of Canada, I
believe in Parliament, no matter which
way it votes; and to those men alone
whom the deliberate will of the
Confederate Parliament oh Canada may
assign to me as my responsible advisers
can I give my confidence. Whether they are
heads of this party or of that party must be a
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matter of indifference to the Governor-General.
So long as they are maintained he is bound to
give them his unreserved confidence, to defer to
their advice, and to loyally assist them with
his counsels."

J again quote Lord Duifferin. On the
22nd February last the English Reform
Party gave a dinner at the Reform Club,
in lonour of our last Governor-General
the Earlof Dufferin. The Earlof Granville
occupied the chair, and the Marquis of
H1artington, the leader of the Whig
party, vas present. The chairman, pro-
posing Lord Dufferin's health, conpli-
mented bim iighly on the good whiich
he had done for Canada during his teri
of office. Lord Dufferin, true as ever,
to the cgreat principles of responsible
government, replied to that part of the
Earl of Gran ville's eulogy in these
words

" I anything satisf-ctory to this country has
occurred during the course of my administra-
tion, it is to be attribuited to tFe patriotism, to
the elevated spirit and to the loyalty of the
Canadian people themselves 1cheers); and, my
lords and gentlemen, I freelv confess that 1
should not conider it a compliment to the
head of any self-governing community, if lie
wcre credited with the exhibition of any person-
ally invented policy or any independent initia-
tive of his own. [Cheersj."

That is what the English Liberals ap-
pluded not three wecks ago. Evidently
iMr. Letellier did not draw water froi
that spring. He is himself a Lilberal,
but not in the style of great Liberals
such as these. Lord Metcalfe, Governior
of United Canada from 1843 to 1845,
wished, like Mr. Letellier, to institute
personal -Governmient. Like him lie
wished to land over the pow 5 r to the
iinori ty, and turned out the Lafontaine-
Baldw:in Cabinet, whichs was sustained
by a large najority of the House.
Lord Elgin was charged with the duty
of repairing bis fault. The instructions
given to hini bv Lord Grey are strikingil
applicable at the present tinie. Among
other things, he says to him

i The objcct with which I recommend to
you this course is that of making it apparent
that any transfer which may take place, of
political power from the hands of one party in
the Province to those of another, is the
result not of an act of yours To this
I attach great importance. I have, there-
fore, to instruct you to abstain from
changing your Executive Couneil until it
shall become perfectly clear that they are
mnable, with such fair support from yourself as

Mn. MOUSSEAU.

1 they have a right to expect, to carry on the
government of the Province satisfactorily, and
command the confidence of the Legislature.»

Bagehot says also :

" To state the inatter shorf!y, the Sovereign
bas, under a constitutional monarchy such as
ours, three rights:-the right to be consulted,
the riglht to encourage, the right to warn;
and a King of great sense and sagacity woild
want no others. He would find that his having
no others would enable him to use these with
singular effect. He would say to his Minister:
'The responsibility of these measures is upon
you. Whatever vou thinik best shall have my
full and effectuai support, but you will observe
that for this reason and that reason what you
propose to do is bad ; for this reason and that
ruason what you do not propose is better. I
do not oppose, it is my duty not to oppose, but
observe that I warn. "

A little furtier on Baoehot says

I The popular theory of the English Consti-
tution involves 1 wo errors as to the Sovereign.
First, in its oldest form, at least, it considers
him an estate of the cealm, a separate
co-ordinate authority with the House of Lords
and withi the House of Commons. This, and
much else, the Sovereign on e was, but he is
no loner. That authority could only be ex-
ercised by a monarch with a legislative veto.
He shouli be able to reject Bills, if not as the
H-ouse of Commons rejects thiem, at least as
the House of Poers rejects them, But the
Queen bas no such veto ; sle must sign ber
own death-warrant if the two Houses unani-
nously sent it up to ber. It is a fiction of the
past to ascribe to ber legislative power. She
lias long ceased to have any."

This is how the head of the Government
sumîs up and estimsates the authority in

question :

I And that is the duty of a Sovereign. If
any legislation carried on by a Ministry having
a majority in Parliament, and of course they
cannot carry it on without that, was opposed
to the view of the Sovereign, lie had the right
to send for his First Minister and sa: ' I will
continue to support you, but I have had ex-
perience for years, and I warn you ; and that
is substantially the only power he bas in
matters of legislation."

I have reserved one last quotation, the
most important of alil. I propose now,
Mr. Speaker, to shew yo Mr. Letellier
of 1873, boxing the ears of Mr. Letellier
of 1878.

On the 13th August, 1873, Lord Daf-
fein, listening to the advice of his Min-
isters-wbo, in the Session of the spring
of that year, had been sustained by a
large majority in the louse of Com-
inons -prorogued Parliament. The Op-
position of the day, tlie Liberals and the
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Grits, were irritated that the minority
could not control the action of the Gov-
ernor-General. After the proroga-
tion, the Liberals met iii Committee,
and adopted the following motion :

" It was proposed by Mr. Cauchon, seconded
by Mr. Mills, and resolved:-That, in the
opinion of this meeting, the prorogation of
Parlianent, by not affording to the House of
Commons an opportunity of carrying out the
enquiry which they had undertaken, was a
revolting violation of the privileges of the
Independence of Parliament, and of the rights
of citizens."

Inflamrmatory speeches were made. Mr.
Letellier deliverel himsulf of one, -

here iL is :-

i It is desirable, under the present circum-
stanc-s, to speak with all the calnness possi-
ble, in spite of the popular ebullition, which
is a national ebullition. The question to ex-
amine is to ascertain whether the Execuîtive
cari interpose the prerogative of the Crown
between itself and Parliament, and in this
way hinder the free exercise of the popular
will. This prerogative ought not to 1e m-
ployed in overthrowing the freedon belonging
to the people (cheers), but should follow the
course of events and renain in conformity
with the interests of the people. Were it
otherwise, Parliament miglit be dispenred
with, and the people would be obliaed once
more, by means of the rod, to obey the Crown,
without regard to other rights. * * The
Committee appointed by the House could not
be dissolved by any external power without
a gross violation of its privileges."

A few minutes before this Mr. Letellier
had applauded the following words of
the Hon. M r. Cauchon, used when mov-
ing his resolution

n If I had been alone, 1 would have gone
further than others have done, and I would
have said that neither the Crown nor its repre-

rientatives have the right to meddle with the
privileges of Parliament." (Applause .)

Our Lieutenant-Governor was irritated
by the fact rhat Lord Dufferin did not
wish to follow the minority. What
would he have done had the Governor-
General acted as lie did, in opposition to
the wishes of the majority ? He would
evidently have shouldered bis musket.
The Conservatives in Quebec were not
so red-hot. Mr. Letellier put thei out
of doors, without rhyrne or reason ; and
they only asked for him to be censured,
while waiting for his dismissal. I have
placed, Mr. Speaker, before the House,
a statement of the facts as repre-
sented by Mr. Letellier, and the

true principles which apply to the case.
I am not afraid to state that not a
single member of this House, not a
single inhabitant of our country, having
any ideas resp-ecting the constitutional
principles by which we are governed,
would have ventured to have
defended the conduct of Mr. Letellier.
He las coimitted two grievous
mistakes ; the first was the putting out of
doors a Government sustained by a large
majoritv. In face of the authorities
which I bave just cited, ie reasons
which he advances in his letter to Mr.
DeBoucherville, o[ the 't March, are
not worth the paper on wlich they are
written. Even supposing, as I have
already said, his motives to have been
sincere, that the facts wbich lie add ices
were true, at the most it but proves a
mere difference of opinion. His opinion
ouglt not to prevail, for he is not
appointed adviser by the Constitution.
He knew everything, and allowed every-
thing to take its own course. Instead
of warning and remonstrating, instead of
suggesting a change of policy at the tiime
of the introduction of the two imeasures
of which he conplains, le waited until
rhey were passed, and made use of them
as a pretext for dismissing bis Ministers,
at the very moment when le had no
longer the right to interfere, because the

louses had decided the question by a
large majority. The second fault is a still
more serious one. Forgettinig his duties as
an impartial Governor, lie wrote to the
Governor-General, in order to excuse
himself, a letter, in which lie made use
of new reasons, and in whicli he brought
against his old Ministers small, absurd
and paltry accusations, not one of which
can justify his coup a'etat of the 2nd
March, 1878. 1 must say, before pro-
ceeding further, that this was to us, in-
habitants of the Province of Quebec, a
sorrowful spectacle. We had for many
years made heroic struggles to secure the
application to Lower Canada of the great
principles of constitutional liberty,
which have established the honour, the
glory, and the prosperity of England.
Confederation had affixed the seal to,
and placed the crown upon, our long and
glorious struggles, by assuring to us
political liberty and our self-government
as a nation. These considerations, Mr.
Speaker, are an explanation to us of the
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patriotic indignation of the people of the
Province of Quebec, when they learned
that the first blow struck at our liberties
was given by a Frcnch Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor. The affair was so astonishing
that even our adversaries, who were not
in Mr. Letellier's secrets, refused to be-
lievethatthe DeBoucherville Cabinethad
been dismissed. The Montreal Herald
of the 5th March, 1878, refused to be-
lieve in the dismissai. It alleged that
Mr. DeBoucherville had resigned because
Mr. Letellier wished to reserve for the
Governor-General's pleasure the Quelec,
Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Rail-
way Bill. It could not believe, it could
not even entertain the idea that Mr.
Letellier had dismissed Mr. DeBoucher-
ville for a mere difference of opinion.
I think that I have, Mr. Speaker, suffi-
ciently shewn that Mr. Letellier deserves
more than censure, even if lie is judged
by his own allegations. It remains for
me to fulfil a painiful, delicate and eai-
nently disagreeable task : it is that of
shewing to the House and to the country
that the grievances lie had against the De
Boucherville Cabinet, were, to make use
of a polite and parliamentary expres-
sion, purely imaginary. Not only
does Mr. Letellier, in order to justify
bis coup d'etat, set out po erile motives, but
these motives even, in fact, have no founda-
tion of truth. For my own satisfaction,
and for the satisfaction of the House, I
wish on this point to be methodical and
categorical. 1st. Mr. Letellier alleges
that Mr. DeBoucherville had made an
improper use of bis telegrams from
Rivière Ouel'e. On the twenty-eighth cf
January Mr. DeBoucherville had sent to
him at Rivière Ouelle the following tele-
graphie despatch: "Can you send me
authority for the resolutions in the
financial matters." The next day, the
29th January, the Lieutenant-Governor
replied in English: " Blank rnailed
to-day. If presence necessary, telegraph;
return Friday." Mr. DeBoucherville
believed in good faith that this authority
covered their three financial mpasures,
the Estimates, the Railway Bill, and the
Tax Bill. The first use that was made
of it was on the 29th January, the
day on which the telegram was re-
ceived, and after it had been received.
I have already stated to this honour-
able House, that it was on this

Mi. MOUSSEAU.

day that they made use of Mr. Letellier's
name for the introduction of the Rail way
resolutions. Mr. Letellier knew of this
by the Votes and Proceedings, and on
the third day by the financial statement
of Mr. Church. He maintained silence
for one month. Did he do so in good
faith, or did he wish to set an odious
trap for his Ministers ? The House and
the country have the right to put this
question. 2nd. During the Session of
1876, in wbich they made him sanction
a Bill which had not passed-he com-
plained of this, and adds : "A short time
afterwards I was informed of this irregu-
larity, and I at once spoke about it to
the Premier. I remarked to him that
an act of this nature carried with it con-
sequences of too serious a character to be
passed over in silence. To oblige him,
however, I made no grievance of this act
of irregular legislation, which had now
become irremediable." I hold in rny
hands proof to the contrary. The Bill
in question related to the formation of
companies formed for making roads
and destroving noxious weeds in the
country. The clerk, by mistake, put
the draft of this law in the list of
Bills to be sanctioned. The hon. Mr.
Angers, Attorney-General at the time,
at once discovered the mistake, when
the Bills sanctioned were read, and told
Mr. Letelier of it, in the room of the
Speaker cf the Council, on the very day
of prorogation. Mr. Angers prepared a
report which Mr. Letellier signed, and
himself sent to the Secretary of State, to
be forwarded to the Minister of Justice;
-in this report he requested the latter
to disallow this Act. Mr. Blake replied
that the Bill was a dead letter, and that
it was not necessary to disallow it.
This answer passed through the hands of
Mr. Letellier. The famous Bill was not
even included in the Statutes containing
the laws passed in the Session of 1876.
This is the big affair with which Mr.
Letellier reproaches his Ministers as
being an outrage against the rights
and prerogatives of the Crown.
If there were nothingin this butabsurdity,
I would say nothing ab ut it. But ithas
its serious and sad aspect; and that is to
see a Lieutenant-Governor writing to
the direct representative of Her Majesty,
the Earl of Dufferin, things which he
himself, better than anyone else, knew
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were not correct. Why talk of irregu-
lar and irreparable proceedings, when
he himself knew that irreparable legis-
lation was not even recorded in the

Statute-book. 3rd. Let us say a word
more about the famous Bill with the

little blank not filled up, and an infinitive

badly placed. This was in December,
1876. Mr. Letellier tells Lord Dufferin

how he had paternally admonished Mr.
DeBoucherville. He then adds :-" The

Premier came to tell me that he re-
gretted this omission, and asked me to
sanction this Bill in the condition it then
was. The spirit of conciliation with
which I agreed to this seeied very
agreeable to him." In bis zeal for the
rights and privileges of the Crown, so
vilely outraged by this infamous Bill, Mr.
Letellier forgets that he sanctioned, at
the same time as this informal Bill, an-
other Bill, which amended and completed
it. This is to be seen in the Statutes of
1876, chapter 19 and chapter 20. But I
have never been able to find out what be-
came of the infinitive which hor-
rified bis conscientious scruples so much.
4th. We now reach the municipal elec-
tion of Montmagny. The person named
N. Bernatchez, Mayor of bis village, is
an important personage in the south
ward of the village of Montmagny.
A devoted liberal, ready to sacrifice every-
thing for his party, he knows his value.
and steps over the heads of Ministers to
address the Lieutenant-Governor directly,
not in Council, but personally. In the
official papers submitted to the House at
Quebec, in July, 1878, we find a very
interesting letter from the aforesaid
Bernatchez. The following is that inter-
esting document :-

"MONTMAGNY, 10th March, 1877.
'To His Excellency

a The Honourable Luc LETELLIER DE ST. JUsT,
c Lieutenant-Governor of the Province of

Quebec.

"MAY IT PLEASE Youa EXCELLENCY:

« I take the liberty of respectfully informing
you that on the 19th day of February last,
Eugene Fournier, of the Village of Mont-
magny, was elected by acclamation Municipal
Councillor for the South Ward of the said Vil-
lage of Montmagny, at a meeting of the
municipal electors of said Ward, held in ac-
cordance with a judgment rendered by the
Magistrate's Court for the county of Mont-
magny, dated the 3 1 st January, eighteen hun-
dred and seventy-seven, as appears by a copy

of the minutes of the said meeting, which I
have the honour to enclose herewith.

" That the said Eugene Fournier his been
duly sworn in as Municipal Councillor, and
that lie bas already exercised, and still exer-
cises the duties of the said office.

" The Council learns with regret that Your
Excellency has been deceived and led into
error, and that in consequence of false repre-
sentations, Your Excellency being under the
impression that the said seat was vacant, has
appointed Jules Bélanger as the person to fill
the place of Municipal Councillor for the said
Ward.

" Under the circumstances, we respectfully
hope that, in consideration of the facts else-
where set forth, Your Excellency will be
pleased to cancel the appointment of the said
Jules Bélanger, so as to avoid the inevitable
trouble to which this conflict of authority will
give rise.

"tI have the honour to be,
" Your Excellency's

" Very humble servant,
"(Signed) N. BERNATcHEZ,

" Mayor."

Mr. Letellier, always jealous of the rights
and prerogatives of the Crown, but a
little forgetful of the rights and preroga-
tives of his Ministry, and of Parliament,
causes himself to be advised by tie
Mayor of Montmagny; and, strong in
that adviser so distiguished in the
south ward of Montmagny, he forces
upon his own responsible Ministers the
opinion of Mr. Bernatchez, who was
himself responsilile onV to the
the south ward of the Village of Mont-
magny. Attorney-General Angers was
of opinion that Mr. Eugene Fortrnier was
not elected ; because,in fact,there bau been
no election. A former election having
been contested, and annulled, a new elec-
tion was ordered by the judgment ; our
municipal code requires that notice of
that election should be given under pain
of absolite nullity. The friends of
Messrs. Bernatchez and Letellier. wish-
ing to have an election to their taste,
I suppose, avoided giving the necessary
notice. The election was consequently
null, or rather there was none. Mr.
Angers, upon these facts, miade a report
to Hi. Excellency, who appointed Jules
Bélanger. But Bernatchez had not
spoken. He said his word, and at once
Mr. Letellier takes his advice instead of
the advice of his Ministers. Mr. Angers
has the reputation of being an eminent
advocate, but his legal attainments will
never equal those of Bernatchez. That
was Mr. Letellier's opinion, and because
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Bernatchez advised him, Mr. DeBouch-
ervile, by that very fact, attacked the
rigbts and prerogatives of the Crown.
But we should forgive Mr. Letellier, in
view of the greatness of the motive
which inspired hin. He repudiated
the action of his Ministers, because they
wisied to substitute th, intervention of
the Executive for judicial action.
Last year, Mr. Martel, member for
Chaniblv, in the Local L ,gislature, had
the misfortune to displease Mr. Letellier
by lis votes. He iad been e1cted a
Munîîicipal Councillor and Mayor of
Chambly in February or M)Larch, 1878.
He had forgotten, hiowever, to qualify
hinisel. But lie lia been Mavor for
four or five years and was known to be
a man of neans. Some weeks
subseýquent to t]e Session in July
last, Mr. Letellier appointed in
place an'd stead of Ir. Martel, a
Couteillor to suit hîimself, o! the ground
that Mr. Martel had filed his qualifica-
tion papers a few davs too late. Of
course Nli. Letellier did that in order to
" substitute the action of the judiciarv
for the intervention of the Executive, and
for the better prot-crion of the rights and
prerogatives of the Crown." 5. A word
only as to Mr. Letellier's conplaint
about the two proclamations, inserted in
the Oflciol Gazette without his know-
ledge and consent. essrs. Chapleau,
Chu rch and Angers furnislh a reply to the
charge, which plac-s Mr. Letellier in a
most huniliating position. He says that
one of the proclaniations was for the
calling of the Legisl ture. The official

papers laid Ief>re the Quebec Assenbly
in July last, prove that Mir. Letellier is
wrong. It was merely the formal calling
of the Legislature, not for the despatch
of business, whicb takes place every forty
days, and is done by an ordinary clerk.
We find, moreover, by those official papers
that the Order in Council, in relation
to that proclamation and tbe'proclama-
tion itself bears the signature of Mr.
Letellier limself. Mr. Letellier also
si.ned the Order in Council and the pro-
clamation relating to Thanksgiving Day.
Moreover, it was he himself, acting on
a letter from the Dominion Prime Min-
ister, the lion. member for Lambton, who
had asked Mr. DeBoucherville to pre-
pare the Order iii Council and proclama
tian respecting the Thanksgiving Day.

MR. MOUSSEAU.

These facts are painful to state ; unfor-
tunately rhey are true. Mr. Letellier
must have beenbadly inwantofarguments
to justify the disnissal of his Ministers
when he bas recomise to suuh inaccuracies.
6. I now come to the most delicate point
in my task. Mr. Letellier solemnly
asserts that Mr. DeBoucherville admit-
ted to him that his Government could
not do any good, because it was con-
trolled Iv " Rings," that is to say, by
odio s conbinations among Conservative
members who wanted to get their bands
into the puiblic chest. This serions charge
is not founded on fact. But I shall answer
it with the respect and dirnity character-
istic of Mr. DeBoucherville's reply. He
might well have said " Mr. Letellier,
you are wrong in making such a charge
on the eve of a general election ; you
kiow in the first place it is not true, in
the next you know what harim such an
accusation over vour signature will work
to the count:v and to a powerful party.
Kull of respect for the rights and prero-
gatives of the Crown, which yo have
utilized to cover your political naked-
ness, I respect thei too much in vour

erson to qualify your accusation as it
righbtly deserves." Mr. DeBoucherville
refrained froin saving that, and he did
w-ll. But be respectfully submitted to
Mr. Letellier a crushing truth of far
greater weight. He said to Mr. Letellier,
I could not have made such an admission,
the thing is simply impossible, for the
best of reasons, namely, that my Govern-
ment never experienced the pressure of
"Rings," for railways on the South
Sbore, and that since I came into power,
in 1874, I have not increased by one
single cent the grants to those railways.
There has been what was called a doubl-
ing up of grants, that is to say, that one
railway company which shortened its
line, renounced a portion of its grant, in
order to apply the remainder to the part
of the road already begun or constructed.
That legislation was so good and so ex-
cell-nt that a Bill of that nature, which
had been introduced by the DeBoucher-
ville Administration, in the winter ses-
tion of 1878, was carried through, after
the dismissal of that Administration, by
the Joly Cabinet, with the sanction of
Mr. Letellier himself. This is the
same Bill that served Mr. Letellier as
a pretext for thwarting the DeBoucher-
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ville Ministry as to its Bill relating to adduced in favour of Mr. Letel-
taxes, and its Bill respecting the Q. M. lieri It may, perbaps, be sait that,
O. & O. Railway. I trust, therefore, daring last Session, we tried Mr.
Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Letellier's conduct Letellier,aîîdtba' bewasacquitted. Mu.
will be censured, and that that censure Speaker. there are certain crimes in the
will be followed by practical conse caseof which neither the plea of already
quences. Three powerful motives of tried nor prescription can ever be ad-
public interest imperatively demand that vanced. And, ii the first place as a mat-
solution. I is of vital importance that ter of tact, he did not uudei go bis trial;
in the first stage of our history, as a Con- lie vas not The motion of cen-
federation, we should repvdiate, we sure, made hast vear, was not rejectd
should repel, we should stigmatise anv upon is merits. the docile ani
attenpt at personal government. We powerful rajoritv wiic tbe bou Den-
have based our new system on the Brit- er tor Lanihnon ( \lr. lackenzie) then
ish Constitution, the grandest, the iost had, le did not choose that the debate
liberal under the sun. Let us naintain should be exhausted upon thenerits ofthe
it intact, and let punishiment propor- Lit utenant-Governor's couduct. 0n the
tioned to the heinousness of the offence, coutrary, lie bad recourie to a subterfuge.
be inflicted on the first who dares to vic- He entered a dihatory piea for the de-
late it. Let us establish at once, in the ence. l dem andep that 'be cause
apt words of the riglit lion. thc leader sîould e put off usnil te tinte wben the
of the Government, a sa]utary and hast- jtLdgment of the eople sacuoîi begiven.
ig precedenb, a precedent wlich. nay 'l'lSea writs lad been issue, te local

serve am a warnin anti a lesson to future elections were soon to take place, and it
generations. In the second place, n. was said i Let s leave it in the
Letelhier bas rendereti liatseef unworthy bands of the people; let trem
of the hîigh office he lolds; bis mode of decide. did not approve of that jdg-
acting towards bis Ministerss, bis treat- ient; it canot be revoked now ; it was
ment of a powerful party in tbe country, no only oue of te riglis of the
the nurnerous iniaccuracies of wiich ee Federal Parliament, ut also ne ofhit
was vohuntar-ily guiltv in bis officiai cor- duties, g(eneraly, to superintend ai pu(r-
resjondencc on the subject, not only ren- Jsous (mpoyed by the Ctown. It lias
der him. uniworthy of lis position, bult ilit Io say in sucb a case, or in suicl
must bringo, d*scredit on tbe Royal auth- i circubistarices, an employé lias otisbe-
ority, and thereby itiflict an injurv on laved iiiisel : tat is wnut we ii we
nonarcbia institutions in titis country. ad a ricto to do i , au , in erge

But there is another, ani a still greater tHe thing lias been loe over ad over
danger. Mr. Letellier, y opency declar- aen. i ae aware t hat Mu. Letelier,
atn war aofainst a powerful part iii tbe in a os uner to Messhs. C timaeu, Church
Province of Quee., ly insulting iL as he and Awyes, says that, after ails, bnt was
bas ne in bis leter of the LSth of rilit, and tbat bis \iiÀsters did not
Mac , to Lord Dfferin, has rendered possesl tfe Ub.icconfdeuce. Hequotes
any administration by him impossible in victooiofsiy the case of my bon. friend
the Province of Quebe . y identifying rom Missisquoi (M. Baker). I is
hiniself with a part *y, as Lord Metcalt*e -.rue tbat the hon. P. ovincial Secretary
did, hie compels the Opposition to strike, for Quebec, for the time (tbe

enot merely at the adverse party, but a, member for Missisquoi) was defea-
the representative of antbority. Hie bas, ed, but it xvas a <lefeat that does littie
therefore, rendere impossible any co- horour to tbe party which Mr. Letellier
operatuon between imself ani the wished to bring ito pwer. Every ore
majority in the Province of Que- knows he enorînous iufaîuy, tbe terrific
bec, in carrying on the public business outrage, by men s of wbicb Mr. l aker
And now, wbat reply is there to al these was defèated. On the eve of the e mectiotîs,
accusations against Mr. Letelier. I do Liesrvices of a swiddler wnp e secturedg
flot îetend to a nonopolv oftbe kmow- w ;o wote in a n wspaper itwa-
lete and virtue of justice ,nbut what re- mous state ofents gainst Mr. Baker,
phy im there to thyis? 1 ask in what wa asurd anti impossible statementq, but it
oertain subsequedt acts eau e was too late to refute tem in time to
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prevent the evil which they were to do
during the election. By means of this
conspiracy--the foulest and the vilest,
perhaps, which has come to light for
years and years-they succeded in crush-
ing a distinguished man, and were able
to say that he had been defeated, and
consequently that the coup d'etat had
been ratified by the people. The news-
paper which published those infanous
statenents against my friend, Mr. Baker,
was brought before a criminal court, and,
sonie time after, retracted fully, apolo-
gised and paid the costs. Many defeats
have been occasioned by similar means,
and if it is wished to plead such a vic-
tory as a justification of Mr. Letellier,
I think that the less he boasts of it the
betterfor his honour. In fact, it appears
that that Government bad a mnajority at a
given period of its existence, but it was
fnot upon the constitutional question on
which the elections had been held. Tt
was defeated, it was censured at the
opening of the House upon the
very vote on the Address in reply
to the Speech from the Throne.
Later, by nieans of those
" human devices," of which Mr. Letel-
tier bas the secret, the Joly Government
obtained one vote more, but it was the
purchased casting-vote of the Speaker of
the House. A law waspassed there. butit
was only passed by the casting vote of the
Speaker. It was reserved for the de-
cision of the Imperial Governiment, and
then it was declared that it must be dis-
approved and not allowed, because it
was passed by the casting vote of the
Speaker. By the quotations which I
have made, we have seen that that
change of Governrnent, tbat scandai by
which the representative of the Sove-
reign proceeded without authority to
bring a minority into power, are
always deserving of rebuke, are
alwe-ys blamable. We have always
the right to blame the means which he
employed to give the power to a min-
ority which had it not, and to drive from
power a majority which possessed public
confidence, as well as that of the House.
It has also been said, and, I suppose, that
the sane reason will be adduced with
great vigour, that Mr. Letellier's coure
was approved, because the supplies
were vote d to the Governnent of bis
selection. But, Sir, that would be

Mn. MoUssEAtU.

a sad argument. Itwould be a very severe
punishnent to inflict on all those de-
voted, intelligent, and patriotie men
who preferred the public intereFt to their
own just resentment. We had, in the
Province of Quebec, very important
works under way ; we had to construct a
railway and we required money to pay
the contractors, and we had to meet our
engagements. The Conservative party
might refuse thie supplies, it might bave
thrown the Province into great con-
fusion, and done great injury to its
credit, but thqt party preferred to sacri-
fice its political rancour, and its just mis-
trust upon the altar of its country ; and
now can it be brought forward as a re-
proach against our Conservative friends
who did thereby a great act of devotion,
rather than punish those men wbo so
justly deserved it ? It only now remains
for me to thank the House beartily for
the attention with which I have been
listened to ; with me, the flouse
understands the importance of the
subject. If I have gone too far
in my allusions to certain actions,
I ask pardon. But I think I
have done what I proposed to do.
I wisbed to do two things,-to prove,
before the bouse and before the country,
that the reasons adduced by Mr. Letel-
lier for baving dismissed his Ministers
and so eminently respectable a leader of
the Government (Mr. DeBoucberville)
that these reasons I say were not
sufficient, even supposing them to be
well founded, to justify his action. I
furtber wisbed to prove that those reasons
were absolutely valueless because they
were characterised by very serious errors
and incorrectness, if not something
worse. The motion which I am about
to submit is word for word the sanie as
that brought forward in A pril last by
the right lion. the leader of the
Government. Every one will under-
stand wby I present the sanie motion:
it is for the purpose of obtaining more
easily the punishiment reserved for the
fault or the crime of Mr. Letellier.
The motion is as follows :

Resolved: - That the dismissal by the
Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec of his Minis-
ters, on the second day of March, 1878, waq
under the cimcumstances, unwise and subver-
sive of the position accorded to the advisers of
the (rown since the concession of the princi-
ple of responsible government to the British
North American Colonies.

Quebec Government.(CO MMONS.]
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MR. McCARTHY: Mr. Speaker, in
seconding the motion of my bon. friend,
I regret it will be necessary for me to
travel, to some extent, at all events, over
the ground which my hon. friend
bas so fully gone over, because, to a great
number of members of this House, bis
speech has not conveyed to us the facts,
fron our inability to follow him in the
language in which lie has spoken. i
shr1i not be able to do so in the full, ex-
plicit manner in which I have no doubt
that hon. gentleman has spoken. I will
not atterupt to occupy the time of the
H1ouse to such an extent, because we
have had the papers in our hands for
several davs, and most of us, no doubt,
have made up our minds and formed an
opinion upon the facts thereby conveyed
to us. But I would say that this is one
of the most important questions which
can corne before us this Session-very
possibly during this Parliament. It is a
question involving the position of a high
official of the Dominion; an officer who,
to some extent, represents our Sovereign,
and who, to somte extent, exercises sov-
ereign power; an oflicer who, for a tern
of vears, unless there is grave fault to
be found with him, holds bis position in-
dependent, as well of Executive, as of
Parliamientary control. And I would
say to ny bon. friend, and this House,
that no question that can corne before
us deserves to be more impar-
tially considered, or to be considered more
free from party bias and from party feel-
ing, than the one which is now before the
Chair. I trust it will be so considered
I trust we will be able to lay aside our
party feelings, and that the more as we
are now exercising, probably for the first
time, riglits somewhat of an Imperial
character. This, perhaps, brings more
forcibly to us than anything can do the
great stride that was made ini the Consti-
tution which was given us by t,,e Con-
federation Act of 1867. Before that
period, although the Governor-Gerneril of
Canada was Governor-General of British
North America, the Lieutenant-Gover
nors held their commission direct from
the Queea herself, and were not pubject
to our Parliaruent, nior their acts to our
criticisn. Now, for the first time-
leaving aside for the moment the sanie
question that came up last vear-we have
to pronounce an opinion involvingImperial

consideration. The high position of the
gentleman whose conduct is now under
review is another reason, if a reason
were wanting, wby we should give to this
subject olir greatest consideration. I
trust that, bearing in mind the responsi-
bilities which weigh upon us, bearing in
mind the result of this debate, bearing
in mind that we are now about to lay
down and establish a precedent which
may be quoted in generations yet to
corne, we will be careful to see that
we do not pronounce against this bigh
public officer and distinguished official
unless bis conduct merits our condemnua-
tion; and, at the saie time, be careful to
guard the rights of the people whose
representatives we are. If these
rights have been invaded, we shall
protect them and defend them here
in their own House. Now, I would
ask, too, that this be not looked upon as a
provincial matter. I believe it bas been
said that we can verv easily learn to re-
gard with eiuaniminty the misfortunes
of our friends, and I would say to the
representatives from other portions of
the Dominion that this, although a
matter more nearly affecting the Pro-
vince of Quebec, is one that in principle
affects the whole Dominion. The Lieu-
tenant Governor of Quebec is charged
with having been derelict in his high
otfice, with havingtranpled upon the rig'hts
of the people of that great Province, and,
Sir, what was done last year in Quebec
may vet be done in Ontario, may yet be
done in the other Provinces if the con-
duct of the Lieutenant-Governor, calls
for condemnation, and passes without
censure. Therefore we are not to
look upon it as a provincial question,
or as a matter affecting merely the
rights of the Province of Quebec.
We are bound to look upon it as one af-
fecting the interests of the whole Domin-
ion, and as one affecting the interest of
every elector in this Dominion, and of
every freeman in this country. I trust it
will be so considered, and so viewed by
the representatives of the other Pro-
vinces when they corne to express their
opinions on this question. Now, what
was the accusation wnich has been made
against His Honour the Lieutenant-Gov-

Iernor ? He is accused of baving
usurped the prerogative. He is
accused of having trampled the
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rights of the people under foot. made afornal representation to us Ex-
ie is accused of having acted without cellency the Governor-General; when
the advice of bis Council, and contrary we flnd that they have charged
to the advice of his Council; of dismissing the Lieutenant-Governor with der&-
the Ministry, having the confidence of liction of duty in bis office; with being
the majority of the people's representa- guiltyofconduct subversiveof therights of
tives in the Hiouse, and were wil!ling the people andofresponsiblegovernment;
to support the then Government of Que- when tbey adc to that the charge that
bec in an unconstitutional manner. These he bas made statements which cannot ho
are grave charges, and charges which, reconciled with facts; when these stat&-
when made, deserve careful consideration. ments have been made not unwittingly,
These are charges which cal1 uîon us. in not carelessly, but leliberately; and, as it

or n cnsrin te finard thatr chyhv hre

passing judgnLent, i e, ircumstances to which
acts of that officiai, to give ii the benefit onlyo dwordcainibeapplied, and thatword
of every doubt, to place npon bis con- 1 amn not going to apply bere, thonl w&
duct the miost favonable construic- sould not be doing our duty in this huse
tion, and to place upon bis words if we failed to take notice of these paper
the construction wich. woulw be con- that bave been brought down. We should
sistent wtb bis ronour and the duty not bce doing our duty to the gtat
wmich he owed to bis Sovereign and to Province of Quebec if we allowei a con-
the people m-hom lie was placed to troversv of tbis kinid to remain urisettled;
govere. Unless we c cone to the if wo allowed matters of this kind to
conclusion that ie bas violated these create heart-burnings and difficulties,
princides; unless we can, after giv- which are sure to follow if it were not
ng the matterour most careful considera- finally settled once and for ail. I think

tion, cone to that conclusion, we ordsht, that tiese papers and these grave accusa-
in justice to that officiai, befuse to pass tions are amn-e justification for our
a vote of wtensur hpon im. Turat wv roving in this matter. Now, Sir, wat
have power to pass a vote of censuoe, I was the position of affirs in the
do not think theIe is any doubt. The Pravince of Quebec when this
Lietitenant-Goveio-s aie appointed dificulty arose 3 r. Letelie i had
by our own Governnient heîe, ieen sent to govern that Province by the
and tlhey are removable for cauise by late Administration, lie was, at hat
our U-overnment be-c, anîd we havL, a tîne, a nember of the lat h Administra-
riht, and it is o Sei duty, to investigate tion ofa war partisan and hostile to the
and to pass judg went, fon tine to time, party wbicb then ruled that Province.
clot only on what they have donc, but L is unfortunate, it is unforttieate, I
aiso, we bave a riglit to express an op - say, that our Lieutenant-Governors bave,
ion about wbat tbe#-y ouglit to bave donc, froua the verv neccssity of the case, to
and theat tbey have failed to do. If we he selected from warm partisans. It e-
have the -ight, and arn ot going to ioves g:nt1emen thus bonoured, and
quote the Statuto, which we al know so tus placed in control of our ifferent
well, thc next question in om'der is, is it Provinces, to forget, during the tirnie
expedient w sould exercise that right ; is tey exercise the rights wbich tbey are
it expedient that we shotl, as it were, se.t there to exorcise, during tbe time
dit in judgment upon tan doinus of the tbey are, to some extent, representatives
late Government. od the Iegislature of of er Majstv-it beboves them, 1 Say,
tbe Province of Quebc. I will admit to be more careful, if possible, than tbe
that it is onty in grave cases that we are gentlemen who are sent to reside over
justiflei to sit in judgmcnt, to repeat ry the wbole Dominion. They sould to
words, pon the doiugs of the Local Gov- careful to abstain g fro any interfrence
ernments and the Local 1-buses. But 1 or froni any show iof interfercuce no-
tbiiik, Sir, wben wc look at these papers, twen the two political parties into
and tind that an angry controversy is wic ail our Pl ovinces are divied. For
bming kept up between the Lieutenant- two yars, thie Govern.ent of Mr. D
Governor and the distinguishwd leaders Boucherville successfully nanaged the
ot a great party in the Province of Que- affairs of the Province. During that
bec ; wen we find ttbat these gentlemen period they gvere supported in a house
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of 65 or 66 members-I forget for the
moment the correct number-by a ma-
jority of twenty, a very large majority
considering the number of members.
During that period there was no agita-
tion out of doors ; nothing unusual ; but
the machinery of the Government was
running as smoothly as possible, without
anv difficulties such as occasionally-arise
under our Constitution. But, Sir, we
find this Lieutenant-Governor, this chief
executive officer, this head of the Gov-
ernment of Quebec was bound to do as
Her Majesty has done during her
reign, as the Governors -General
who have presided in this country do, I
may say, without exception; he was bound
to give bis advisers bis im-
plicit confidence ; he was bound
to carry on the Government by them,
and to place implicit confidence and
reliance in them, so long as they had the
confidence of the majority of the people's
representatives. Well, on the 27th of
February last, or the 26th, without any
notice, without any warning, without
any complaint, the Lieu tenant-Governor
sent a Message to the Premier, and in
this Message demanded several docu-
ments, and he winds up by saying :

" 12. A detailed statement of the reasons
which induced the Provincial Government not
to content themselves with the provisions of
the Statute and Common Law, and with those
of the Civil Code of -this Province, for the re-
covery of the sums of money which might be-
come due by the said Corporations, but without
having in any manner previously consulted
with the Lieutenant.-Governor, to propose an
ex postfacto legislation to compel them there-
to.

" Another very important measure to pro-
vide for the imposition of new taxes was also
similarly proposed to the Legislature, without
having been previously submitted to the
Lieutenant.-Governor.

" The Lieutenant-Governor is perfectly
aware that measures of secondary importance,
which have previously been sufficiently ex-
plained to him. may be, as a matter of routine,
proposed to both Houses without an express
order from himself, tut he cannot allow the
Executive to communicate to the Legislature
on his behalf, any important or new measures
without his *special order, and without his
having been previously fully informed and
advised thereof?.

What was the
he made against
And, remember,
these papers show

18

accusation which
bis Government?
that, so far as
us, with the excep-

tions which I will advert to by-and-bye,
there had been no difficulties between
the Lieutenant-Governor and bis advisers.
and there was no warning given to them
that they were bringing down
measures to the House without bis
authority and without bis approval.
There had been nothing to indicate that
there was any diffliculty between bis
advisers and hirmself. but those referred
to almost at the end of the Session. Thus,
when the measures, as I will presently
show, had been brought to a state of
completion , when the Legislature had
almost passed upon them, lie sent this
communication. in which, for the first
time, he makes the accusation which is,
in substance, that they had brought
down measures to the House without
his authority, and without having pre-
viously consulted him. Well, Sir, what
was the answer which was made by the
Premier of Quebec i It was prompt,
and, I think I may say, satisfactory.
He waits upon His Honour before ail
these documents, which had been called
for, could be prepared, so that not one
moment should be lost in explaining his
action, and showed that the charges
which had been made were absolutely
baseless. This interview took place on
the 28th February. Remember, Sir,
that this accusation was conveyed by
him on the 27th February. He states
that he sent to the Lieutenant-
Governor, who was then away from the
seat of Government, for authority to in
troduce the financial measures. He
showed that to that communication he re-
ceived an answer from the Lieutenant-
Govern-r by telegraph that the authority
would be sent in blank, and the authority
was sent in blank, showing most clearly
and most conclusively the position in
which the Premier of the Province stood
towards the Lieutenant-Governor; show-
ing the terms upon which they were
carrying on the business of the country,
and proving, as it appears to me, conclu-
sively, that the step that was afterwards
taken,that the pretence that was afterwards
made, was merely a pretext, and was not
bottomed or based upon any substantial
grounds or upon any substantial founda-
tion. " Later on, I had the honour,"
says the Premier, "of requesting Your
Excellency's authorisation to lay money
questions before the House, and this
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usua codsnzsio [Cus Oamt S] Qubc oenietYour Excellency granted, with your The only question is, whether this Rail-
usual condescension. I mnust admit way Bill, which had been brought down
that, with this authorisation and convic- to the House and carried through itE
tion in my mind that Your Excellency
had read the Treasurer's Budget speech,
in which lie announced the taxes
afterwards proposed and considered,
I had the right to inforni my colleagues
that I had your permission concerning
all questions respecting money. I beg
Your Excellency to believe that I never
had any intention whatever ofarrogating to
myself the right of having measures passed
without your approval, and that, under
existing circumstances, having bhad occasion
to speak to Your Excellency in reference
to the law respecting the Provincial
Railway, and iot having received any
order to suspend it, I did not think your
Excellency would discover in this neasure
any intention on my part to slight your
prerogatives, which no one is more dis-
posed than I an to respect and uphold."
It is for us to say whether that was a
satisfactory explanation or not. We
have the Lieutenant-Governor's own
statement that it was a satisfactory
explanation, that be did not believe
there had been any attempt on the part
of the Premier, Mr. DeBoucherville, or
his colleagues, to assail the prerogatives
of the Crown, or to slight them. He did
not think there was any intention on
their part to do that which was unbe-
coming their position as his advisers.
The Lieutenant-Governor said this, and
it is stated in the papers which have
been submitted to us :

" After some conversation, the Lieutenant-
Governor, having heard Mr. DeBoucherville's
explanations, admitted that, if there had been
any misunderstanding, the latter had acted in
good faith in authorising his colleagues to say
they were authorised to submit the legislation
in reference to money matters."

And so the interview went on, and it
ends in this way:-

'i In reply to a question on the subject, he
(the Lieutenant-Governor) afterwards told
him that the only difficulty remaining was the
question of the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and
Occidental Railway, and that he would give
an answer on the following day, the 26th
February."

Thus, all pretence that the advisers of
the Executive liad done that which was
unbecoming their position is, upon ineet-
ing the Premier face to face, abandoned.
Io claim is made upon that ground.

MR. MCCARTY.

second reading, and was about to become
law, was to be reserved by the Lieuten-
ant-Governor, or to be sanctioned in
the ordinary course. There was no-
thing in this, J think we must
all see, to cause any disruption be-
tween the Lie utenant-Governor and his
advisers. And, on the following day,
when the Premier again waits upon
His Honour, and asks for an answer,
what takes place ? On leaving, Mr.
DeBoucherville said : "If I understand
vou rightly, you are hesitating between
giving your sanction to the Railway Bill
and reserving it." He replied, " That is
it. " Now, Sir, we have got down to
the explanations that w-ere made and
submitted to the Provincial Parliament,
and I think that, if these explanations
are not sufficient, and are not satisfac-
tory, then the Lieutenant-Governor must
stand convicted of having been guilty of
conduct which, in the language of the
resolution, "is subversive of the rights
we have under responsible government,"
because lie dismissed his Minis-
ters, with their large majority, for
no other cause than the ones we have
here mentioned, and in which, after ex-
planation, lie was satisfied there was no
attempt to slight his prerogative, on the
part of his advisers, or to be guilty of
disrespectful or insubordinate conduct.
All that remained for him to consider
was whether lie should reserve or sanction
this Railway Bill. Upon that question
be did not seek their advice, but sent to
the Premier, without more ado, a com-
munication to the effect that lie could
not accept their advice, and forced them
to resign ; in other words, he dismissed
them. Are we prepared here, for that
is the question, to say that the Lieuten-
ant-Governors of our different Provinces
are placed in a position higher than that
which ler Majesty the Queen occupies
in Great Britain ; higher than that
which the Governor-General occupies
here ? If not, we Must come to the con-
clusion that a Lieutenant-Governor who
has refused to follow the advice of his
Ministers, who possess the confidence of
the representatives of the people, who
bas violated what all understand to be
parliamentary or constitutional govern-

27A ',ßismzissal of Quebec Government.(COMMON.]



Quebec Covernment. 275

ment, Who ias violat d the rights we

believe we have obtainel since tie days
of B3aldwin and Lafontaine, the rights of

respunsible goveriin <ught not lon-

ger to be maintailed in theotion te

which he as been cad a£], n in which

he has been guilty of s'c misconduet.
Let us see wvhat are these

duties, which belong to the Lieutenant-

Governor, and w1hiih J, for one, wouild be

the last to saïV lie ouglt not tc possess.
I assume, ad i Ifancv there can be no
reasonable doubs, that our Lieutenant-
Governors, as to their owi local Parlia-

ments, possess te same powersandauthor-
ity as our G:cernor-General possesses as to
this Parliant; and I thîink we cannot
work out our systei of constitutional
government in our Local Legislatures un-
less w e admit this princip)le. If so,
what is thre poio- n of the representa-
tive of the Crown ? I wvil qnote front a
work that as ieen read lefore in ttis

House, and wicli is, I believe, generally
accepe d b -y n of all shades of polities,
as being, perhaps, the lest exposition of
responsible gobvernment tat lias yet been
m ritten, Mr.Bagehot's work on the English
Constitution. I wili read one or two
extracts as to the duty which the Crown
lias to perfori under our systen of Gov-
ernmen t :

"The popular theory of the English Con-
stitution involves two errors as to the Sov-
creign:-First, in its oldest form at least, it
considers him as an 'Estate of the Realm,' a
separate co-ordinate authority with the House
of Lords and the House of Comnions. This,
and much else, the Sovereign once was, but
this he is no longer. That authority could
only be exercised by a monarch with
a legislative veto. He should be able to reject
Bills, if not as the House of Commons
rejects them, at least, as the House of Peers re-
jects them. But the Queen bas no such veto.
She muust sign her own death-warrant if the
two Houses unanimously send it up to her.
It is a fiction of the past to ascribe to her
legislative power. She has long ceased to
have any."

Further on, this writer states:

" To state the matter shortly, the Sovereign
has, under a constitutional monarchy, such as
ours, three rights : the right to bc consulted,
the right to encourage, the right to warn.
And a King of great sense and sagacity would
want no others. ie would find that his hav-
ing no others would enable him to use these
with singular effect. He would say to bis
Minister ;The responsibility of these mea-
sures is upon you. Whatever you think best
must be done. Whatever you think best

shall have my full and effectual support. But
you will observe that, for this reason and that
reason, what vou propose to do is bad. For
this reason and that reason, what you do not
propose is better. I do not oppose, it is My
duty not to oppose; but observe that I warn.'"

Nowi, se uppose tbat that will not be de-
nied by any hion. memiber whvlo calls
imself a Liberal to be the position

wih o(b u Lieutenant-Governors occupy
with regard to their lExecutives.

Ur. IOL'TON lear, hear.

'liMn. dcCQARtTHY : An hon. gentle-
mari calls ' hear, bhear", whether in
assent or dissent to that proposition, I
know iot.

iMu. JIOLTON : Decided dissent.

Mn. McCARTHY : I will be glad to
hear, when that bon. gentleman addresses
thie House, as, no doubt, he will, his
reasons for considering the Lieutenant-
Governor possesses greater power tian
that. For ny part I ami not willing or
d1esirous that our Lieutenant-Governors
or our Governors-General should be
shorn of one atoin of their rightful

power. No one could have read the life
of the Prince Consort, written by Mr.
Martin, and printed under, I muiglt say,
the supervision of ler Majesty, witbout
being convineed of this : that great good
has resulted in England from the super-
intendence, the administrative ability
which has characterised, not only Her
Majesty, but, during bis lifetime, the
Prince Consort. No person can doubt
that; nor can we doubt here when we
read the despatches which have been and
are subinitted, from time to time, to the
Imnperial Parliament, as to the con-
duct of our Governors-General, that
their assistance has been very
great, and that it is not «wise that they
should be mere automata, figure-heads,
ornanental appendages. I maintain,
under a constitutional government, the
people are, after al], supreme, and that
this House, as representing the people,
is the supreme, and, in the end, the abso-
iute authority. As to the Lieutenant-
Governor's power of dissolving* the
House, we wviii hear what, the same
writer says :

" Principle shows that the power of dismiss-
ing a Government with which Parliament is
satisfied, and of dissolving that Parliament
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upon an appeal to the people, is not a power
which common hereditary monarchs will, in
the long run, be able to beneficially exercise.
Accordingly, this power is almost, if not quite,
dropped out of the reality of our Constitution.
Nothing, perhaps, would more surprise Eng-
lish people than if the Queen, by a coup d'état,
and on a sudden, destroyed a Ministry firm in
the allegiance, and secure of a majority in
Parliament."

This is exactly what was done by the
Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec.

MR. MACKENZIE : Hear, hear.

MR. McCARTHY :
" That power indisputably, in theory, be-

longs to lier; but it has passed so far away
from the minds of men that it would terrify
them if she used it, like a volcanie eruption
from Primrose Hill."

Do we not feel that is only a correct
exposition of the Constitution under
which we live ? I do not mean to say
that, legally speaking, or theoretically
speaking, if you like, the power of disso-
lution is not still one of prerogative, like
many other rights of prerogative, but I
mean to say that these prerogative
powers are now hemmed in by constitu-
tional rules and principles, and that, to
quote the words of Mr. Freeinan's late
work on the subject, " We now have a
whole system of political morality, a
whole code of precepts for the guidance
of public men, which will not be found
in any page of either Statute or common
law, but which in practice holds hardly
less sacred than any principle embodied
in the Great Charter, or in the Petition
of Rights," and one of these principles is
that the authority of the people's repre-
sentatives in Parliament, and that the
men whom the people's representatives
in Parliament have confidence in, are to
be the advisers of the Sovereign, and it
is a breach of the British Constitution
and of the unwritten law, when the Ex-
ecutive power attempts to control Parlia-
ment by dismissing those who have
its confidence, and without advice, dis-
solves the House. So far, I have spoken
merely as to the grounds which were sub-
mitted by the Lieutenant-Governor to
the Provincial House, for the dismissal
of his Cabinet ; and, perhaps, it would be
only proper, from a constitutional point
of view, that the action of the Lieutenant-
Governor on that occasion should be
judged on those grounds. According

MR. MCCARTHY.

to the well-understood principles of the
: British Constitution, when the Adminis-
tration either resigns, or is dismissed-
probably it is absurd to talk of dismiss-
ing a Government ; such an act bas not
been heard of almost in this century, except
on this unfortunate occasion-it is cus-
tomary that all the reasons which led to
their resignation shall be stated fully to
the people's representativ'es, and that all
the reasons which caused the difference
between the Executive and his advisers
should be stated. Well, the Lieutenant-
Governor, in this case, was not content
to rest upon the reasons which were sub-
mitted to the Provincial House,
because both the Legislative Council and
the Legislative Assembly, by a large ma-

jority, voted against the dismissal of the
DeBoucherville Administration, and
their representations were sent to the
House of Commons ; but as I understand
it, and as those papers show, no complaint
on the subject was made by the Govern-
ment of the hon. member for
Lambton. Lord Dufferin did not seem
to have been advised to call on him
for any explanations. or to have made
any representations as to the impropriety
of lis conduct on his unusual course.
But the Lieutenant-Covernor himself
felt that bis conduct, as it stood, appeared
in a most unfavourable liglht ; that, accord-
ing to the papers submitted, and the
statements made according to the facts
as they appear when all the state-
ments of both sides have been
published, his conduct was not to
be justified; his own conscience appeared
to have forced him to send in his expla-
natory case, and lis bitterest enemy could
have desired nothing better. " Would
that mine enemy would write a book," is
a common saying, and, when we consider
that case, it would be found he forgot
the moral of the expression in setting
forth his reasons for dispensing with the
DeBoucherville Government. Let me
briefly draw attention to those charges,
bearing in mind that his first comuplaint was
that Mr. De Boucherville slighted the
prerogative of the Executive ; that, upon
his interview with that gentleman, be
adiittedit wasnothisintention toslight it,
notwithstanding which, the Lieutenant-
Governor made that the pretext for
dismissing the Premier, and that he
could not take his advice with re-
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gard to the Railway Bill. Wh2é
do we find, when lie comes after-
wards to state in detail those other
reasons which lie did not think proper
to give to his advisers ; when le told
Mr, DeBoucherville that lie no longer
required his services? The first reason-
and they are all pretty mucli of a
character-was that the Bill was not
read a third time in both Houses, but in
one only, being iead a second tiie in
the other ; that lie was advised by the
Governient, and that le did give assent
to it as the Lieutenant-Governor. Now,
Sir, that is ratbei an extraordinary
charge to make. One can hardly see the
object which would have induced an
Administration comm anding a majority
of twenty in the liouse where this Bill
was not read a third time, to slight the
prerogatives of the Lieutenant-Governor
witli regard to a Chamber where all
know, according to Parliamentary prac-
tice and principie, discussion iost takes
place and all the objections to a Bill are
generallv met. It is a strange reason to
give as justification for his conduct in
dismissing bis Cabinet, and particularly
when we find the supposed offence was
committed in 1876, and the dismissal
was acconplished only in 1878; we are
lost in amazement to think tliat gentle-
men who could have been considered
worthy to administer the affairs of the
Province of Quebec should have seen
the Lieutenant-Governor stoop to ad-
vance such a reason as this for their
dismissal. But what are the facts ?
Why, that by an accident, the Clerk of
the House certified that the Bill which
the Quebec Government intended to op-
pose had been read the third time, and
lie supposed was to be assented to in the
ordinary course ; that upon this matter
being discovered by the Attorney-Gen-
eral, attention was drawn to it, and a
representation was made to Ottawa for
the purpose of having the Bill disallowed.
Now, this is the fact which the papers
brought down plainly and unmistakably
prove-that this Bill, which Le com-
plains lie was forced to assent to in 1876,
was assented to through the accident I
spoke of-that his attention was at once
drawn to it, not by the Lieutenant-
Governor himself, but by his advisers,
that they advised him to represent to
the Minister of Justice of the day, Mr.

Blake, that, under these circumstances,
the Bill ought to be disallowed ; and that
Minister answered, saying that the Bill,
not having been read a third time, in
both lHouses, was only waste paper, and
that there was no necessity for its dis-
allowance. When we consider that this
great State paper was sent to the Gover-
nor-General as an explanatory case, as a
reason for assisting the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor out of his dificulties-tliat ho
telIls us in it what took place in 1876,
this mere slight omission, this clerical er-
ror. makes hia stand self-condemned be-
cause no ian wbo hîad a botter case would
present one like that to justify the dis-
nissal of his Ministers. We would
hardly send away a footnan on a pre-
tence like that; and yet, iunder respon-
sible govern ment, these riglits of the
people are to be violated in this nanner.
Charge No. 2 is, perhaps, cren more con-
temptible that the one to which I have

just adverted. The Lieutenant-Governor
says that a Bill. during the me Session,
was submitted for his assent. He says:
" On examining it, I perceived a blank
which had not been filled up, which I
pointed out to the Premier in a lettér."
le adds : " The Premier carne to me

and said that he regretted the omission;
requested me to give ny sanction to the
Bill in the state in which it was. The
conciliatory spirit which I showed in
granting my consent seemed to please
him." Now, what are the facts ? I find
the Bill, No. 19, of the Statutes of the Pro-
vince of Quebec for 1876, was introduced
in the Legislative Council, where they had
no power to impose a money penalty,
for which they had to leave a blank.
Passing through the Lower House the
amount was not inserted, when the Go-
vernient introduced another Bill, No.
20, to correct that mistake, to both of
which Mr. Letellier assented at the same
moment, and yet le writes to Mr. De
Boucherville, vainly imagining the papers
would not be brought to light, saying
the Premier came to him, observed lie
regretted the omission, and requested him
to sanction the Bill in the state in which
it was. How is it possible to reconcile
that statement with what we find in the
Statute-book ? Yet Mr. Letellier brought
that statement forward, two years after-
wards, as a grave charge against the Ad-
ministration, and his reasons for dismiss-
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ing it. The next charge, No. 3, relates
to the appointment of a municipal coun-
cillor for the south ward of the village
of Montmagny, under the pretext that
there had been no election; or, if so, it
was illegal. We have a long story on
this subject, the gist of it being this:
According to the law of Quebec, with
which we have nothing to do, and which,
I assume, the Lieutenant-Governor -was
bound to administer, if a difficulty arose
in the election of a councillor, instead of
settling it, as we do in Ontario, by a re-
sort to the law Courts, they settle it by
the Executive. In this particular case
the matter was formally brought before
the proper oflicer, the Attorney-General,
upon whose report and counsel the
Lieutenant-Governor appointed a gentle-
man to fill the vacancy. Sa far there
does not appear to be anything extraor-
dinary in that proceeding. It may not
be in accordance with his notions or the
practice in the other Provinces, but I
believ'e that one of the strongest reasons
for our Federal Constitution and the
separate Provincial Governments is that
the people of Quebec desire to govern
themselves in their own way ; and, there-
fore, they bave their own Code, according
to which the Government acted. It ap-
pearec afterwards, by sone influence
which does not clearly appear, that the
Lieutenant-Governor prevailed upon his
Council, contrary to their owa idea of
what was right-they wishing to prevent
any difficulty-to cancel that appoint-
ment. Surely tbat hardly forms a ground
for the dismissal of the Administration
two years afterwards. On the contrary,
if it shows anything, it is that the De
Boucherville Governmient to some extent
yielded their own convictions, wben,
perhaps, they ought to have stood firmn,
in order to oblige the Lieutenant-Gover-
nor. It is alleged-I do not know with
vhat truth-that this action was at the

instance of a gentleman outside the Cabi-
net, who ought not to have been an adviser
of His Honour. Backstair influence was
brought to bear not only in this, but in
other instances. Now, the fourth charge
is hardly one that I can speak of as a
definite and distinct allegation of impro-
priety on the part of the Government.
It merelv states the fact that, in a letter
written to Mr. Chapleau, these words
occurred: " Please oblige me by telling
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tie Premier that if he needs my con-
currence, Mr. Gauthier may bring down
to me the documents requiring my sig-
nature." The fifth charge is this

"5th.-Under date of the 6th of November
last, I addressed to the Hon. M. DeBou-
cherville the letter of which the following
is a copy :-

"' QUEBEc, 6t'- November, 1877.
(Private.)

"'MY DEAR DEBOUCHERVILLE,-In the last
Oficial Gazette were published, under my sig-
nature, two proclamations which I had not
signed.

One was for the summoning of Parlia-
ment, which I had reserved in order to confer
with you ; the other, which I did not even see,
appoints a day of thanksgiving.

4' These proceedings, the nature of which I
shall not characterise, entail, apart from their
impropriety, invalidities which you will easily
understand.

" ' Yours very truly,
« (Signed) ' L. LETIELLIE.

"'The Hon. C. B. DEBOUCHERVILLE,
I Premier.'

" The following are the notes which I took
of the conversation which I had with M. De-
Boucherville on the subject;-

"'M. DeBoucherville came on the same
day he received the letter, to tell me that he
regretted that the thing had occurred, and that
it was no fault of his. I accepted the excuse,
and I then told him that I would not tolerate
niy name being used when necessary for any
duty of my office unless the documents requir-
ing my signature had been previously sub-
mitted to me, and unless information was
afforded to me, which M. DeBoucherville
assured me would be the course followed in
future.

" (Signed) 'L. L.'"

Now, what were those proclamnations'
It turns out one was a formal proclama-
tion, not for summoning Parliament, as
stated here, but for proroguing Parlia-
ment. It was a document purely formal
in its character, which, as my hon.
friend here (Sir John A. Macdonald)
says, is never in practice brought before
the Governor, and which, in Ontario, Mr.
Mowat speaks of as being of so little
consequence that it miglit even be issued
before the Hiouse could properly be called
for the despatch of business. We all
understand they are not required to be
brought formally before the Executive;
and, therefore, I arn astonished to find
such a charge from one who ought to un-
derstand something of responsible gov-
ernment and the working of our institu-
tions. The other proclamation appointed
a day of thanksgiving, and it appeared
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the day had been fixed by the hon. gen-
tleman who leads the Opposition in this
flouse. H[e wrote to Mr. Letellier, de-
siring it should be the same day as fixed
in the other parts of the Dominion. Mr.
LeteHlier conveyed that letter to bis
Council, who, after somre demurring, fixed
the day desired. Is there a reasonable
man in this country who would say that
there was any offence in this purely for-
mal document, brought to the notice of
the Executive, in order that he might
sign his name, directed by Orders in
Council assented to by Mr. Letellier ?
It appears to me, the statement of such
grounds for the dismissal of bis Admin-
istration comes from him with a very bad
grace. Perhaps I should characterise it
in much harsher and stronger language.
Now, we come to complaint No. 6, with
regard to the formation of rings. He
says that Mr. DeBoucherville admitted
they controlled the Legislature in 1876.
All I can say with regard to this is that,
if the charge is correct, the DeBoucher-
ville Government ought to have been
dismissed in 1876. It is needless to dis-
cuss whether the rings did or did not
control Mr. DeBoucherville, because he
distinctly denied any such thing existed,
or that such statement was ever made by
him, and also, conclisively, reasons that
lie could not have said so, and that
the railway measure introduced by
bis Government followed the elections.
When the question of the building of this
line of road had been before the people,
the question asked and put to both
parties was, whether they were favour-
able to the construction of these roads,
and, if I remember the facts rightlv, the
policy for conistructing these roads met
with no opposition in the louse. A gain,
Sir, we have to recollect that a gentle-
man occupving so high a position should
not have forgotten himself so far as to he
guilty Of the nisrepresenta tien which is
conveved in this charge. We have still
another charge ; but, I think, it is not
necessary we shouild deal with it here.
It relates to the conduct of the Attorney-
General in announcing bis dismissai from
office. That, certainly, could not be any
justification for bis dismissal. That
may have been*in accordance with con-
atitutional usage, or it may not. I must
eonfess, Sir,ithat I do not understand it is
within the power either of the Lieutenant.

Governor or of the Ministry to say that the
other shall go. On the contrary, I
understand, if our Administration either
resigned or was dismissed, we would be
entitled to the very fulest explanation,
and it would be a breach of
privilege if any demand was made
by the Executi-e authority to with-
hold from the House the fullest
possible explanation of the cause
of disagreement. I bave now, Sir,
gone over seriatim the different charges
which have been made in this explana-
tory case, and I appeal to every fair-
minded man in this House if there is
one solitary reason here which com-
mends itself to our sense of justice, in
view of our rights under the Parliarmen-
tary form of Government. I appeal to
every hon. member of this flouse if the
recital of these grourds does not establish,
in the clearest possible, manner, that the
Lieutenant-Governor was casting about
for reasons ; that he had not, if I may be
permitted to say so, honestly dismissed
bis Administration. -le had been seek-
ing for reasons of complaint against
them, seeking for grounds of excuse
upon which to found these trumped-up
charges which appeared in the explana-
tory case. For my part, I do not think
it is right we should go into the merits
of this railway measure, or the merits of
this Tax Bill. It is sufficient for
nie to know that the people of the Pro-
vince of Quebec, by their representatives,
passed these measures by large majori-
ties. It is sufficient for me to
know that they, having responsible gov-
ernment and constitutional rights,
were satisfied that those measures were
in their interest. I do not understand
that the Lieutenant-Governor had any
right to dictate, and say that they were
not in their interest. An extract has been
read from a speech that Lord Dufferin
made at the Reform banquet-a speech
which, I think, shows the position in
w'hich the Executive stands with. the
Parliament of the country. He had
been complimented at this great banquet
-a banquet at which, I believe, the
most liberal ninds of England, at all
events many of the nost distinguisbed,
were present-complimented for bis wise
administration of Canadian affairs. And
how does lie answer that ? Does he
take credit to himself for all the results
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of that administration. No : we
have heard what he said. Now,
Sir, in the Province of Quebec,
M1r. Letellier thought otherwise.
When George the Third attempted to
make his Administration pliable to his
own peculiar wishes, there was not to be
found a single public man in England
who would do so. The Lieutenant Gov-
ernor of Quebec was merely the pivot on
which the Constitution worked, and knew
that he had only to assist thie Adminis-
tration in carrying on their affairs. Per-
haps no lion. gentleman can 1e found
with the hardihood to get up and say
that the dismissal of the DeBoucherville
Administration is in itself an act to be jus-
tified. The hon, gentleman who now
leads the Opposition, in the debate which
took place on this question last Session,
did not deny the right of this Parliament
to criticise and examine this matter. H1e
did not say one solitary word, if I read
his speech correctly, which would show
that he had so far forgotten lis profes-
sions of a lifetime and the tenets of the
great party which lie leads, to j ustify the
conduct of the Lieutenant-Governor; but
le thought that the discussion was un-
timely, and that, during the pendency of
the election, that it was unwise for the
Ilouse to express an opinion, which, in
point of fact, would be adopting the
policy of either one party or the other
that were then engaged in the electoral
contest. Perhaps he went so far, though
I am not quite sure about that, as to say
thatthe result of the election would be
conclusive ; that, as lie understood re-
sponsible government, it would depend
upon what the people of the Province of
Quebec thought, whether they would sus-
tain Mr. -DeBoucherville's successor, wbo,
according to the Constitution, was
bound to assume the acts of the Lieu-
tenant-Governor, and all responsibility
for them, and had assumed to justify his
conduet on that occasion. Well, Sir, we
know the election has since taken place ;
we know that there was a very consider-
able change in the sentiment of the
House that was elected, and it may be
claimed that the result of that election

vas to justify the conduct of the Lieuten-
ant-Governor on that occasion. I do not
know, Sir, that that ground will be taken,
but I have this to say, that that is not,
in my humble judgment, a ground that j
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can be successfully maintained. I see my
hon. friend laughing ; we will, no doubt,
have the benefit of bis judgment and ex-
perience on the subject before long. In
the meantime he will allow me to ex-
press my humble opinion, be it worth
little or mucli. In the first place, the
Lieu tenan t-G-overnor is not responsible to
the people of the Province of Quebec.
That is the first answer I give to that
argument, if it should be advanced. He
is an officer of the Dominion Govern-
ment, and is responsible to the Dominion
authorities, j ust as the Governor-General
is answerableý to the authiority of the
Colonial Secretary as the Qaeen's ad-
viser, with regard to sucli matters, and
the Lieutenant-overnor owes no respon-
sibility in any way to the Provincial Par-
liament in that Province. His advisers-
and lie must liave advisers fo everything
he does-have to justify their con-
duct to Parliaient, but the mîaxim
thc "tihe King cannot do harm," holds
good here, as it does everywhere, but he
hia to have advisers, and the advisers arc
the parties who must bear the responsi-
bility and blame. But, Sir, there is a
better reason, perhaps, than that, if a bet-
ter reason was required ; that is, that the
people of the Province of Quebec did not
sanction this act ; the people of
that Province refused distinctly to
assume it. And, knowing their
duty, their responsibility, care-
fullv making out what was their right
and their duty, they have agreed that the
Government that succeeded Mr. De-
Boucherville, should be sustained, that
their measures should be adopted, and
that they should have what is called a
fair tria. Thev, with equal distinctness,
refused to sanction or agree to the con-
duct of the Lieutenant-G-overnor in the
dismissal of Mr. DeBoucherville. Now
at page 25 we vill find a resolution
which we know was carried into effect,
viz :-

" That this House, while expressing its
firm determination to insist on the strict-
est economy in every branch of the public
service, and on the closest supervision over
the expenses of the administration, regrets
that the present advisers of ais Excellency
the Lieutenant-Governor should have per-
sisted in remaining in power without having
been supported by the majority of the Legis-
lative Assembly upon their taking office,
and without yet being , supported by such
majority."
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So that we have the refusal of the
newly elected louse of the Province of
Quebec, elected under the auspices of the
Governor that succeeded Mr. DeBoucher-
ville, eleeJ by means which we know
were used in order to carry that election,
to sanction the wrong that had been
done , the dismissal of Mr. DeBoucher-
vill's Govern ment. And, Sir, we have
a verv grave statement made here by the
Lieutenant-Governor in his aaswer to
the comsplaitit and the accusation made
against hin. le says on page 38

"In support of that allegiation, they furnish
a copy of a resolution adopted by a majority
of one, when the louse was not full, conceal-
ing the fact that the following resolution was
imimediately ad(opted in a full House as an
amendment and an addition to the one alluded
to by the nemorialists:

' That nevertheless under the present cir-
cumstances, this House believes it to be its
duty to give a general and independent sup-
port to the Government, in such a manner that
the measures which it proposes, may be sub-
mitted to the judgment of this House."

Why, Sir, I think that the statement lie
then made as to the rights of the Legis_
lature of the Province of Quebec, could
not be better exemplfiied, better justified,
than by these two resolutions. Tieir
meeting was in the monti of June, tie
supplies had oily been voted to tise thir-
tieth of that month ; if theyrefused to vote
the supplies, if they refused to allow the
new Government tine to develop their
plans and measures, the wlole country
would be in confusion, and anarchy
would prevail, and they said, we will,
under the present circumstances, give
then the fullest po)ssible latitude to
develop the measures whieh they pro.
pose to submit to the judgment of tiis
Assembly.

MR. M ACKENZIE : That is alil any
Goverunent wants.

MR. McCARTHY : No doubt it is
all any Government wants. I trust my
hon. friend would not be content with a
majority of one. I trust my hon friend
would not like to lead this House by the
casting vote of the Speaker.

MR. MACKENZIE : I have seen the
hon. gentleman do it.

MR. McC ARTHY : I trust my hon.
friend would not be guilty of the conduct
we know obtained the support of that
Speaker.

MR. MACKENZIE: I have known
himu do that too.

SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD : You
never knew me to buy a Speaker.

MR. McCARTHY : My hon. friend
disdains all practice of corruption, he
ias never been guiltv of dishonest trans-
actions. I am bound te believe all that
in a parliamentary sense. I believe, and I
am assured that my ion. friend would not
be bound to purchase as Speaker a gentle-
man who had been a supporter of
Mr. DeBoucherville, and who, on the
day the House of Assembly met, went
over to the nev Government, receiving,
as the price of his siane, the office of

Speaker. Ail I cau say is tiat, if my
hon. friend thinks the denoemient of
the course pursuedI by tise Lieutenant-
Governor, is justifiable, and that respon-
sible government Las been satisfied,
because the present Administration in
the Province of Quebec are able to carry
on its affairs bv the casting vote of the

Speaker, he is welcome to bis opinion.
Antd now, Sir, having a vacancy in that
House, they have allowed nonths to go by
without taking any particular steps to
fill it, baeause they have reason to be-
lieve tiat this solitary influence which
they have would be destroyed. If my
lion. friend thinsks that this is constitu-
tional governmnent, I do not care to look
at the ratter througi Lis spectacles.
lere is a letter which my lion. friend

has just bandedi me, under date April 2,
1878, from Mr. Turcotte -

I I have never authorized any one to pub-
lish or announce in the journals that I would
support the Joly Government, and I have not
even dreamed of doing so. 1 desire and in-
tend to solicit the suffrages of the electors as
a Conservative, consequently I will be opposed
to the present Government."

Now, can anything be plainer than that
the affairs of the Province of Que,
bec are administered by virtue of the
casting vote of this, Mr. Turcotte,
who, in violation of the pledges to bis
constituency-the pledges upon which he
obtained his election-has sustained that
Government, and has enabled them, up
to this time, in defiance of the Constitu-
tion-I hesitate not to say so-to carry
on and administer the affaira of the Gov-
ernment. There is, perhaps, one other
argument which might be used to justify
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this House in refusing to censure the
Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec. I have
heard the argument used, and I will
just meition it, not that I think there is
any weight to be attached to it, but I
will refer to it as the only possible
ground which could justify hon. gentle-
men, as it appears to me, in voting
against this resolution. That argument
is, that, during last Session, this matter
was passed upon by this House, when
it refused to carry a motion similar in
purport, if not in language, to the one
now in your bands; and that the Lieu-
tenant-Governor is now being tried a
second time for the same offence. Well,
Sir, we are not trying him at al], nor has
he been tried. We are here, as a newly
elected Parliament, to correct many
grievances, to undo a good deal of what
was done last Parliament. We are not
going to be bound, I trust, by the last
Parliament. When I look upon my
hon. friends on the Opposition side of
the House, I have a living proof that
this House entertains very different
opinions on great public questions to
those entertained by the House, led by
the hon. member for Lambton (Mr.
Mackenzie). Therefore, Sir, this matter
being one which Las been submitted to
the people throughout the whole Do-
minion, and one which bas formed a very
pointed issue in the Province of Quebec,
we are bound to give effect to the wishes
of our constituents, and to pronounce
upon this natter, notwithstanding what
the other Ilouse lad done. I hardly
can imagine it can be, for one moment,
seriously contended that we are not
authorised in the fullest manner to deal
with it. I should like to have discussed
in this speech, the various grounds which
induced, or which, according to this
paper, appeared to have induced, the
Lieutenant-Governor to have summarily
dismissed the DeBoucherville Adminis-
tration. I have not done justice to the
subject, and it seems to me extraordi-
nary that -we should, in Canada, at this
period of the 19th century, be investi-
gating a subject of responsible govern-
ment ; but it is one example more that
eternal vigilance is the price of liberty,
and we have constantly to be on our
guard against our Lieutenant-Gover-
nors, and possibly it miglit be,
sone day or other, and I trust it will

MR. MCCARTH1Y.

not be in our day, against Governors-
General, in order to protect the rights of
the people, which we are sent here to
protect; and I trust we will be always
proud to claim that we are here pos-
sessed of a Constitution that is not in-
ferior to any other. We believe we
have got a Constitution in which liberty
prevails more generally and more widely
than under any Constitution of this
globe ; and, if it is worth having, it is
certainly worth protecting. We know it
was not obtained in the country without
generations of labour on the part of the
public men. We know, in this country,
that it was not obtained without noble
self-sacrifice and self-denial. And I
think, Sir, we are not so degenerate
as not to understand the privileges
and blessings that we possess. I
think, Sir, we will maintain, on this oc-
casion, as on any other occasion when
the question Las to be presented to us,
that the rights of the people are para-
miount in constitutional government, and
that these rights will be held against any
use or abuse that may be made of the
Royal prerogative.

MR. OUIMET: Before I Dut the
motion I now hold in my hand, I may be
permitted to say a few words in explana-
tion of it. The question now before this
House is, in my opinion, the most im-
portant question that may come up for
the consideration of this House. Every-
one knows that this question was up be-
fore the House last year ; but, unfortu-
nately, power existed stronger than any
Constitution, and caused the question to
be left without any solution. The
motion as it stands is, word for word,
the same motion that was put last year.
It is a motion declaratory of a principle
which those gentlemen who brought the
question before the louse desired should
be established, without any shifting,
without any amendment. In making
this motion, I do not desire to preclude
any further debate on the subject, but to
bring it before the House in its full
sense. I beg to move that the question
be now put. This motion does not close
the debate; on the contrary, the debate
may go on as long as it may be deemed
necessary. If I niay be allowed to cite a
precedent, I would cite the precedent
which was made in the discussion which
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took place when certain resolutions were
moved in the Legislative Assembly of
the old Province of Canada, in Quebec,
for the establishment of this Confedera-
tion. This motion was put by the right
hon. gentleman who leads the House,
and the debate eontinued, but no amend-
ment could be proposed. Thus, the real
question before the House had to be ad-
hered to, and brought to a straight
issue.

MR. MACKENZIE: I regret exceed-
ingly, Sir, that the hon. gentleman oppo-
site and his colleagues have not had the
courage to take this matter into their
own hands. I regret exceedingly to
find one of the Ministers of the Crown
gently preparing the way that the hon.
member for Laval (Mr. Ouimet) should
be seen first by Mr. Speaker in order to
get a motion in, which wouli preclude
the putting in of an amendment. It
shows an amount of courage on the part
of hon. gentlemen opposite that is
astonishing. It shows a confidence in
their own judigment that ought to com-
mend itself to all the inhabitants of this
country. ere, Sir, we have a Govern-
ment, powerful in their najority, who
are endeavouring, by getting members on
the back benches to submit a motion
condemning the wisdom of the Lieut-
enant-Governor, to shirk wbat is their
own duty iii tlie premises. If thev
believed the Lieutenant-Governor of
Quebec acted unconstitutionallv and
improperly, it was their duty to dismiss
that gentleman and then to submit the
reasons to Parliament. But, Sir, as the
law provides, what do we find ? In the
first place we find the hon. gentleman
standing where I now stand, as leader of
the Opposition, last year, noving ai
motion exactly similar in terrms to the
motion now submitted. He was not
prepared then to Say that the action of
the Lieutenant Governor was unconsti-
tutional. He was forced, after devoting
weeks of preparation to the motion,
hunting up precedents, and making a
long speech, a very able speech--though
very little of it touched the question at
issue--e was forced to corne to the con-
clusion, at last, that he would only say
in the motion that the conduct of the
Lieutenant-Governor was unwise ; and
he proposed then, as his followers propose

now, to gravely sit in judgment-to use
the words of mv bon. friend fronm
North Simcoe (Mr. Mc Carthy)-upon the
actions of the Lieutenant-Governor and
the Government of the Dominion,
as to whether the course of the
former was wise or unwise. They
did not then, Sir, venture upon
direct condemnation in terms which
would justify them in dismissing,
or j ustify any Government in
dismissing, that dignitarv. Now,
Sir, what is the true position of the ques-
tion at the present time? When this trans-
actiun took place, I had the honour of
being at the head of the Governent, and
it would have been my duty, as head of
the Government, and it would have been
the duty of the Government I led, if we
believed that the Quebec Governor
had acted unconstitutionally, to have dis-
missed that Governor and accounted to
Parliament for the action, stating the
reasons as required by the Constitutional
Act. We did not consider that we had
any grounds for sucb dismissal. We knew
perfectly well that he did not, as the hon.
member for Sincoe (Mr. McCarthy) said,
create a prerogative. He exerciserd a pre
rogative lie had confided to his care. We
did not believe he was acting beyond his
powers in the course he had adopted. As
to whether he was wise or unwise was
an individual matter of opinion, and far
be it from me, on any occasion, to say
that any person, acting in the capacity of
King or Governor, should strain to the
utmost the legitimate powers which he
posIsesss. Then, Sir, the hon. gentleman
opposite, who now leads the Government,
came forward with his motion, declaring
that it was unwise and that his action
was subversive of the positisn of his ad-
visers. Of course it was, for it subvert-
ed them from their places. It was a
mere truism. But as to whether we
should pronounce upon the wisdom or
unwisdom of the action. I believed we
Lad no right to pronounce upon it. I
believe it was wholly mischievous for
this Parliament, then and now, to under-
take to try every action of a Governor,
whether it was wise or unwise at the
moment. I then said, as a reason for the
course I took as leader of the Govern-
ment, in opposing the hon. gent-
leman's motion, that Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor Letellier's then Ministers became
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responsible for his action in this matter;
they stood between him and the people.
My hon. friend from North Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy) wasted a good deal of his
time to prove that the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor had no business to dissolve the
House without the assent of bis Minis-
ters. Well, Sir, le was wrong in the
assumption that this was done ; he had
the power, but the power was not ex-
ercised, and it is not necessary to con-
sider to what extent it exists. le dis-
solved Parliament on the acdvice of his
new Ministers, and the country sus-
tained his Ministers.

Sorne Hos. MEMBERS: No ; no.

Mit. MACKENZIE : I listened with
the greatest possible attention to iny bon.
friends who made able speeches in sup-
port of their views. It was quite true I
vas not able to follow the hon. iember

for Bagot (Mr. Mousseau) as I would
like to bave done, but I know what
arguments bave been used, and I pro-
pose to deal with them briefly. My
hon. friend, I say. assumed tiat the
Lieutenan t-Go vernor dissolved Parlia-
ment of his own volition. Ie did no-
thing of the kind. He dissolved Parlia-
ment under the advice of bis constitu-
tional advisers-

Some HoN. GENTLEMEN: No, no.

MR. MACKENZIE : Tiat was the
question that came up before the electors.
It was the subject of dispute at the
polls, and the Ministry that assuned
that responsibility are at this moment
conducting successfully the affairs of the
Province of Quebec. Now, hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, responsible for the admin-
istration of this House, seek to relegate
to their supporters on the back benches
the responsibility which they did not
take in hand themselves, as they ought
to do.

MR. OUIMET : These back benches
were very handy for you last year.

Ma. MACKENZIE: I am quite pre-
pared for any interruption from the hon.
member for Laval, but his interruptions
will not cause me the slightest uneasi-
ness.

Ma. OUIMET: I know that verv
well.

Ma. MACKENZIE.

MR. MACKENZIE: I bave the floor
at present.

MR. SPEAKER: Order.

MR. MACKENZIE: The Govern-
ment, I say, relegated the subject to
members on the back benches, and
relegated to the member for Laval the
rather inglorious part he bas acted in
the discussion; and he is content, it
seems, with the position afforded him.
Well, Sir, we must not judge people too
harshly ; Le knows his own strength.
Now, Sir, the Ministry of Governor
Letellier, having thus appealid to the
country and obtained a majority of the
people's representatives to sustain tihem -

Some loN. MEMBERS : No ; no.

MR. MACKENZ[E : Will hon. gen-
tlenen allow me to iake ny speech ? I
never interrupted then. Their interrup-
tions will not affect the question one
whit. I an simply stating my view of
the matter. My hon. friend from Bagot
(Mr. Mousseau) should not be so impa-
tient, and I accept this impatience as a
sign of the weakness of their cause.
My hon. friend from Bagot will remera-
ber tLat, on a remarkable occasion,
recorded in ancient history, the
prïophets of the true God and the pro-
phets of Baal were assenb1led on a par-
ticular occasion, and it was said
the prophets of Baal imagined they
would be heard for their inuch speaking.
My hon. friend is playing the sane rôle
to-night. A good cause does not require
so much shouting and so much speaking.
We have simply to consider in this case
what standing we have as a Legislature
in the matter. Are we to understand,
by the argument of the hon. gentleman
that we are here for the purpose, as he
stated, to use his own words, " of sitting
in judgment upon the conduct of Lieu-
tenant-Governors, as to whether their
actions are wise or unwise ?" Why, Sir,
if the hon. gentleman who moved this
resolution, if the Ministry who induced
him to take up this matter-

Sin JOHN A. MACDONALD : No.

Ma. MACKENZIE: If they believed
that the Lieutenant-Governor acted un-
constitutionally and improperly, if he is
guilty of the crime of exceeding his
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powers for partisan objects, as they have
asserted, why did they not say so in so
many words, and take the vote of the
House upon it ? Why endeavour, in
this manner, for the third time, to place
a man in jeopardy for an alleged offence,
contrary to all judicial precedent and
practice ? The hon. gentleman who
seconded this motion says this is not the
same Court ; that the last Parliament was
a Court, but did not include the next one
that assenbled. The hon. gentleman
assumed an exceedingly judicial tone
when he commenced bis remarks. He
declared this must be considered free
from all party bias ; that, if it was found
that the Lieutenant-Governor was im-
properly accused,after this investigation-
what was the investigation ? My hon.
friend's speech ; that was the in-
vestigation-my bon. friend said
that if, after this investigation,
he was found to have been improperly
accused, then we must vote down this
resolution. I bave no doubt my hon.
friend vas considering whether be could
vote down this resolution or not, when
he uttered these sentences. No doubt lie
was considering the feasibility, if not the
propriety, of so voting down the resolu-
tion, or lie would not have uttered these
words so deliberatelv, and in a tone of
judicial deliberation, for which 1 credited
him at the momient with all possible
praise. But he passed on, and, as bis
speech progressed, so did his anger and
indignation increase, until he ended with
declaring that this gentleman whom he
was to treat free from all party bias, and
to deal with in this judicial spirit, had
acted with a tyrannical spirit, was guilty
of deception, misrepresentation, and
that he endeavoured to trmnp up charges
against bis Ministry, in order to justify
his dismissal of tbem. Where did the
hon. gentleman expect to find this calm
deliberation with which he predicated
his remarks? Was it in his own speech î
Did he expect every man here to make a
speech expressing bis convictions, begin-
ning in the judicial spirit and ending in
a recrumnatory condemnation, the crim-
inal to be executed at once ? That was
worse than a trial by a single Judge.
The hon. gentleman constituted bimself
Judge and jury ; and this, we are told,
is the proper spir it in which to consider
the matter. I have never beard, since I

have been in Parliament, stronger lan-
guage applied to any person charged with
an offence, than that used by bon.
gentlemen opposite. We know by
the language of the Press by
the language of the papers that are be-
fore us, from Mr. Letellier's late Minis-
ters, that this spirit pervades the entire
discussion on that one side; that there is
an entire absence of the judicial spirit.
I take the ground tiat this Parliament
bas no business in this matter-has no
standing-ground upon which to propose
this resolution. My hon. friend opposite
k nows quite well-no man knows better-
what bis duty iii this case is.
His duty is what I bave already
stated. If he believes this Parliament
bas a right to interfere, as this motion
proposes to interfere, then it is bis dnty
to bring down a reason wvy lie bas
not dism issed the Lieutenant-Governor.
He bas not dismissed him. He has now
been five months in office. He did not
allege a year ago that he should be
dismissed; that he had acted uncon-
stitutionally ; and now he endeavours
by a sidewind proposition, the verv words
proposed last year, to secure some kind
of a vote against the Lieutenant-Governor
of Quebec, upon which be hopes to base
some ulterior action. This is the straight-
forward course that the hon. member for
Simcoe would have us to believe they
intended to enter upon in proposing this
resolution. There was never anything
more dangerous brought into the Federal
Legislature than this attempt to interfere
with the autonony of the Provinces.
The bon. member for Simcoe said rightly
that the true policy for the country to
pursue is to allow the people to govern.
Well, the people of Quebec bave decided
this matter. At the time that Lieutenant-
Governor Letellier dis-nissed bis Minis-
ters, they were opposed to the Administra-
tion that succeeded Mr. DeBoucherville.
It is well known that Mr. Joly, as
leader of the Opposition, commanded a
comparatively small support in the
House of Assembly, and it is believed
that, if the contest at a general election
then, bad proceeded exclusively upon the
usual old party lines-at least, it was
firmly believed by most people-it
would be very doubtful, indeed, if Mr.
Joly could get a majority ; but when
the dissolution took place, and the issue
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was squarely put before the people, as to
whether they approved of the dismissal
of the DeBoucherville Administration or
not, and the accession to power of the
Joly Administration, the people of the
Province of Quebec, instead of being a
large maj ority in favour of Mr. DeBoucher-
ville and his Administration, gave a
majority the other way, and ii sup-
port-

Several HoN. MEMBERS: No, no.

MR. MACKENZIE: Hon. gentle-
men opposite may -say "No," and may
possibly think no; but here is one
broad, undeniable fact, that the Joly
Administration still lives; that the Gov-
ernment of Mr. Joly carried all its
measures tbrough Parliament. lere is
an undeniable fact, that the Opposi-
tion to the Joly Administration
attempted to stop the supplies,and, when
they found they could not stop the sup-
plies, they walked out of the House and
the Government got its supplies. The
hon. mnember for Simcoe said the public
necessities were great, the time for which
money had been voted was about to ex-
pire, and, from purely patriotic motives,
the najority in that -Bouse decided that
they would listen to Mr. Joly sub-
mitting his measures to the judgment of
the House. Not only did they listen
to him submitting his measures
to the judgment of the House,
but the judgment of the House
went in favour of his measures, and
the majority of the people, as represented
in that House, voted for them. No one
knows better than the hon. gentleman
opposite that it is a thoroughly just con-
stitutional mode of checking any act of
any arbitrary power to suspend the Sup-
ply Bill. That is a well-known ex-
pedient frequently and properly resorted
to, and I am quite certain that there is
not as much meekness in the whole Min-
isterial bench opposite as would have
induced them to refrain in Quebec from
stopping the supplies if they thouglit they
could do so. And I am quite sure of
another thing, that no Conservative Minis-
try ever existed in this country which
possessed more vim, more audacious
energy, than did Mr. DeBoucherville's
Government. I recollect well that so
strong was their intense partisan feeling
that they committed the impropriety of

Mn. MACKENZIE.

declining to attend a dinner to the Gov-
ernor-General, because the then leader of
the Federal Government-a political op-
ponent - was invited to be present.
These are the sort of men who are sup-
posed to have been so meek, that in
order that the public accounts should be
paid, they were willing to vote the
supplies to a Government in which they
had no confidence. Does anv one be-
lieve that they should do so i I would
not pretend to any such patriotism as
that. If I were in that House, and
believeri the Lieuten ant-Governor had
acted unconstitutionally, arbitrarilv, and
tyrannically, as the followers of Mr.
DeBoucherville say they believed, I
certainly would not have, on any consid-
eration, voted for the supplies, or given
any vote which would have the effect of
keeping that Administration in office.
Although all these things were fully
considered in the House of Assembly of
Quebec, we find that Mr. Joly's Govern-
mient was sustained ; its ineasures
were carried through, and Mr. Joly
is, at this moment, a successful ad-
mimstrator of the affairs of his native
Province. We are asked in this louse,
in an iusidious, iniproper, unconstitu-
tional, unparlamentary manner, gravely
to condemun the Lieutenant-Governor, his
advisers, and the people of the Province
of Quebec, all in one batch, by this
motion. I say, if we vote to-day, after
the Lieutenant-Governor has been on
his trial twice, if we had voted, even in
the first place-it makes no difference as
to that- that a particular action of a
particular Governor and his Govern-
ment is unwise, then where are we to
stop ? Is there any stopping place?
Whenever a majority of this House en-
tertains a belief that the action of a par-
ticular Lieutenant-Governor in any
one of our Provinces is adverse to the
interests of the party in the majority in
this House, then a member will only
have to bring up a motion here declaring
that the action of the Governor in
some particular was unwise, aid I have
confidence enougli in the atense party
feeling which prevails in this country on
occasions of electoral uxcitement,
to say there is a strong proba--
bility, under . ordinary circumstances,
of such a motion obtaining the support
of those who believe that such inter-
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ference as this is proper and con-
stitutional. Our constitutional systei
of Government is on trial at this
moment. One cf the most precious
principles of this constitutional govern-
ment is to preserve intact the autonomy
of the respective Provinces. It is the
only security that the small Provinces
have that the rapacity or the selfishness
or the improper views of public Govern-
ment which May be taken by the major
or larger Provinces shall not be imposed
upon them, and, if there is one Province
that more particularly requires the sbield
of the constitutional authority to be
thrown around it, it is the Province of
Q uebec.

MR. MASSON :Protect us against
the Federal Government.

MR. MACKENZIE: It may well
require to be protected against the gen-
tlemen who are at present on the Treas-
ury benches. These gentlemen are aim-
ing a blow at the independence of
Provincial Governments. It is impossi-
ble for the House to interfere continually
in the actions of Lieutenant-Govc-rnors,
without subnitting those Governors
and their Governments to particular
danger, and J am sure my hon.
friend for Terrebonne (Mr. Masson)
must see that and acknowledge
it, whatever part he takes in this debate,
and, with his usual candour, will be pre-
pared to say that, if carrying the motion
or submitting it were to result in such
a course as that, it would be a most dis-
astrous one for our system of Govern-
ment. J am a devotee to our present
system of Government. J did my best
to assist in its inauguration. J believe
its existence is essential to the prosperity
of the country, and view with alarm any
course which may be taken by this or
any of the branches of Parliament in the
Dominion to interfere with perfect inde-
pendence of Provincial action in all our
Provinces. I was glad, Sir, to hear a
full-bred Tory, like the hon. member for
North Simcoe, defend responsible gov-
ernmen t. It is a good sign of the times,
but J 1m sure that when he thinks over
this ratter he will come to the conclu-
sion that in his speech to-night lie was
hostile to responsible government ; and,
however much we may differ, and I
grant that hon. gentlemen opposite may

fairly differ in opinion from gentlemen
on this side, in this particular case-J
quite admit they may fairly have a strong
view of the unwisdom of the action of
Governor Letellier, and gentlemen on
this side may also believe to
a greater or less extent in the
wisdom of the action of the
Governor- -it is one thing to be-
lieve that that action has been wise
or unwise, and another to declare that
it deserves and should have the active
interference of the Federal Parliament.
I do not propose, for one moment, to
waste the time of the House or my own
time in discussing the merits of the dis-
pute between Governor Letellier and his
Ministers. Those who belong to the
Province of Quebee may do so if they
like. Those who desire to enter into
that discussion, as if it forrmed an element
which ought to guide us in our decision,
may do so. I do not think that, even
if the two lion. gentlemen opposite were
to prove all that they asserted, and I am
sure they cannot do that, it would affect
in the slightest degree the vote I shall
give on this matter. I would, all the
sane, vote against any interference with
provincial action, unless, indeed, the
Govermuent were prepared, and brought
down reasons, to show that the action was
unconstitutional, wholly improper, beyond
his powers, that lis continuance in office
was a danger, a public menace to the
security of the country. Then I would
be disposed quite to consider such a motion
as that upon its nierits. That, how-
ever, is not alleged by any one.
I must assume, therefore, that the Gov-
ernment, having been five months in
office, fully acquainted with the minutiæ
of this subject, were not prepared to take
such grounds as that as a Government,
or, if they were prepared to take such
ground as a Government, they deserve
the censure of this louse for not having
taken it promptly. It will not do for
them to say that they waited until they
could get what the hon. member for
Simcoe calls the judgnent of this House.
The judgment of this House has no ex-
istence on the subject which can possibly
affect the position of the Government.
Suppose this motion were carried to-
night, the Government would not dare to
dismiss Governor Letellier upon such a
motion, because it does not assert what
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is necessary to be asserted as a pre-requi-
site for sucli action as that ; and because
the initiative rests with the Government,
who have first to remove a Lieutenant-
Governor for cause, and then report the
fact and reasons therefor to Parliament.
I have, therefore, confined myself to the
question which I have already discussed,
namely, the danger of interfering with
Provincial Government, and to declaring
my opinion that no case bas arisen, by
the confession of the Ministers in this
House, which would justify us in such
an interference as the motion now prac-
tically invokes. I feel quite certain that
every member of this House, when
he considers the position of the Pro-
vinces relatively to each other and the
Dominion, must come to the conclusion
that our federal system is a fraud, if this
Parliament is to constantly exercise
surveillance over the actions of the Local
Legislatures and Local Governors, which
are subject to the usual approval or dis-
approval of the people of such Province.
We may as well, at once, revert to our
former system of Government, however
inconvenient it may be. A Legislative
Union, with all its evils, in a country
diversified as ours is, in many respects
would be infinitely preferable to a federal
system which vests ail the power in the
federal authorities, and where the federal
authorities were disposed to use that
power tyrannically towards the Provinces.
Both the hon. gentlemen who spoke on
the subject, the bon. members for Simcoe
and Bagot (Messrs. McCarthy and Mous-
seau) alluded to a former case of this kind
in Canada, and to the action taken on it
by the Liberal party. I am not aware
that the Liberal party, on any occasion,
ever invoked Imperial aid or assistance
in settling political disputes. I believe
tbey did not. We had strong reason to
condemn the conduct of Loid Metcalfe
towards his advisers, but we broughit it
out at the polls ; not one petition or
remonstrance was sent to the Imperial
authorities concerning it. We believed
it was a question wholly for the people
to settle. The people did settle it, as the
people of Quetec have settled their case
already ; and, if the bon. gentleman who
moves in the matter here proposes any
settlement, it is a settlement to undo
what the will of the people has dictated
as the proper course to be pursued.

MR. MACKENZIE.

M-i. MACDOUGALL said it was not
his intention to make any observations
at this stage of the discussion ; but the
motion of his bon. friend (Mr. Ouimet)
compelled him to ask the indulgence of
the House for a moment. He regretted
very much the hon. gentleman had
made that motion. He (Mr. Macdougall)
saw no occasion for it; besides, it rather
implied a feeling of distrust among the
supporters of the main motion as to the
strengti of their case. The precedent
cited to justify it was not parallel. The
motion of the right hon. gentleman who
led the House was made after many
days' debate, when there was a general
opinion in the House that the question
was ripe for decision.

AN HoN. MEMBER : No.

MR. MACDOUGALL : Yes. But on
this occasion the motion was made before
the question had, in reality, been dis-
cussed. They had not heard any views
in opposition to those of the hon. gentle-
man who had submitted the motion, and
he (Mr. Macdougall) really felt the case
had been prejudged by a motion for the
previous question, which would have the
effect of preventing a full and free dis-
cussion of a most important question.
He hoped, therefore, they would not be
left in that position ; that his bon. friend
would be induced to withdraw his motion.
If the main motiLn was fit to be discussed,
if it was in their constitutional right to
deal with it, then he thought there should
be freedom of discussion, and the right
to offer amendments. The motion might
not contain exactly the proposition the
majority of the fHouse might be disposed
to adopt, and they ought to have the
privilege of amending it in accordance
with their views. But, if be would not
withdraw it, he (Mr. Macdougall)
would direct the attention of the louse
to one or two points involved in the
resolution. He had no hesitation in
expressing his opinion as a private
citizen. and as a public man, in
condemnation of the conduct of the
Lieutenant-Governor in dismissing his
Ministrv under the circumstances. fie
thought so at the time ; lie had read the
statements of the late Ministers and the
Lieutenant-Governor, and bad since seen
nothing to change his view that their
dismissal was an improper and, in one
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sense, an unconstiiutional exercise of tribunal had declid

the prerogative of the Crown. The H ouse founc the Governor of Quebec not

question was one that had attracted the guilty of the offence char a-aIsti

atter.tion of the people of Quebec and It remained to be deait with by anotier

the Dominîion geneially, and cane in tribunal, the clectors of Quebec, to

regular course and form, he presumed, whom au appeal was made. bis Ilononr's

under the attention of the constitutional conduct being the principal issue of the

authority for dealing with it,nainely, the election ; and, aithougli it inight be truly
Government of the Dominion. Under our said tiere were soine 1mpro1 .- r practices

Constitutional Act, the Governors of the in the elections, and in dealn with

Provinces were appointed for five years, some of the mem brs t yt th

certain,and were not reinovable except for fact was recorded iii the historv of the

cause ; that cause to be assigned and time; the majority of the representatives

communicated to thern by the Federal of the people sustainel tie Lieutenant

Executivo. That power and duty, as lie Governor through bis Adnistrtion.
read the Act, was imposed upon the Gov-
ernmient of the Dominion who were to A

actin the first instance. The Lieutenant- MR. MACDOUGALL said they

Governors were the appointees of that were there to day. Their iaws ivere

Government, and acceuntable to them upon the Statute-book, and had not been

for misconduct or disobedience of instruc- disallowed. Thorefore, he held that the

tions. He had no doubt the Federal electors approved of the Lieutenant-

Government of the day examined this Governor's action by the niajority re-
case with great care, and evidently caine turned, no matter low returned-that
to the conclusion there was no cause for not being a question for discussion ont-

removal which they could assign to Par- side the Province itse]f, or in this Par-

liament as they were bound to do by the liament. Thus, the three constibutional

Constitutiontal Act. The question was tribunals having cogisance of this
not disposed of by the refusal of the Gov- question had pronounced upon it, and

einnient of the day to pass an order for found the Lieutenant-Governor had iot

rernoval. He adnitted it was quite cominitted an aet which warranted bis
open to Parliarnent to discuss any natter rernoval. Vas it converiient, expedient
affecting the general interests and wel- or cumpetent for this new Parliaient to
fare of the Dominion, brought under its try tlis question over againi The politi-
notice by any hon. member, and, possibly, cal inajority had changed in the meantine,
the general conduct of a Governor or meii of différent opinions occing the
even of a local Executive Ciounîcil, under Treasury benches. WTas a man to be tried
eertain circumstances. But, in this case, twice in bis political any more than in

thougih the general Goverrnment refused bis social or piysical life? It was aains
to entertain the matter publicly, it was the geiïÎs of Englisi law, and thèrefore
brought under the noticeof Parliament by he fèlt great dificulty in supporÂng a
the motion of a leading member' of the resolution ike the y.r2sent. Ou another
then Opposition, and a very able, ex- ground, he bad a very strong conviction
haustive and highly constitutional speech that the motion was n'ot in order. Under
was made in support of that motion our constitutional system there was a dis-
by the leader of the present Govern- tribution of power between two Legis-
ment. He (Mr. Macdougall) was not laJve bodies, and this Parliament had
then a member of the House, but, in the nothing to do with a Provincial question
gallery, listened to that speech with great of this kind. The dismissal of a Gover-
attention, instruction and admiration, as nor was not one of its entimerated powers.
one of the nost able expositions of con- No doubt tie Lieutenant-Governor was
stitutional principles he had ever heard appinted by and was under the su-;ervi-
in Parliament. But, notwithstanding, sion of the Federal Government. The
the Bouse declined to interfere, and, by Local Legisiature and the people of the
a vote of 112 to 70, the motion was <de- Province, through the constitu
feated. Therefore, the House of Com- neans at their command, were competeut
mons pronounced upon that question. to redress any cvil or misehief of this
After the first and proper constitgtional kind, and therefore tce Constitution hiad
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not placed it in the bands of this Parlia-
ment. If so, they were travelling out of
the record in discussing this matter. He
felt strongly the convictiýn that, if the
Government of to-day advised their
friends, or were prepared to advise this
IIouse that it vas competent to deal
witb it, tbey had rather abnegated their
functions, in not dealing 'with it in the
first instance. A question of this kind,
-taken up by a private member, a ques-
tion which ought to be dealt with in a
judicial spirit, was very likely to be dis-
posed of in a partinan spirit, and, if thus
any injury resulted to Confederation, if
the Federal systeim were discredited, as
Ie very much feared, the hon. gentleman,
responsible for the conduct of the Bouse,
would be justly blamed. He was a Fed-
eralist, and believed in preserving the
rights of the Dominion Parliament in-
tact, but he was equally convinced that, if
they were to preserve the federal system,
they nust preserve the riglts of the Pio-
vinces intact also. The peculiar posi-
tion of Lower Canada had very mucli to
do with the federal form of the Consti-
tution, because the majority of that Pro-
vince were of a race diflerent frorn the
najority in the others, speaking a dit-
ferent language, possessing different in-
stitutions, and professing a faith not that
of the majority of the Dominion. The
local pecuiliarities and treaty rights of
the Lower Canadians caused very earnest
discussion during the deliberations pre-
ceding the adoption of the Federal Con-
stitution, and they would have probably
Lad 4 much more homogeneous system
and larger powers in this Federal Parlia-
ment if it had not been for the arg u-
monts used, and with powerful effect, by
the representatives of Lower Canada,
in contending for such provisions as
would secure tbeir people in all their
local institutions and peculiar rights and
customs against the English majority
of the other Provinces ; and he could
not but feel, during tis discussion, that
bis friends from Lower Canada, in witb-
drawing this question fron its proper
forum, the Legislature of Quebec, and
transferring it to this body, where there
would always be a majority not entirely
in sympathy with them, and sometimes,
perhaps, hostile to many of their views,
were running a very great risk in creat-
ing such a precedent. le warned them,

MR. MACDOUGALL.

if they wished to maintain their inde-
pendent position and the control of their
own affairs in future, they had better
have a care how far they consented
to the creation of a precedent of so
dangerous a character. It might be to
them a matter of importance, to day, to
dismiss an obnoxious Governor, but,
by-and-bye, a Governor whom they
miglt desire to retain, because he acted
unwisely, in the view of this House,
night see a resolution passed expressing
that opinion, which would be regarded
as a direction to Ministers, as he
doubted not this would be, should the
motion pass, to dismiss himn. 'I his mo-
tion was unmeaning and impertinent,
unless that result was expected from it.
He would, then, repeat his warning to
his Lower Canada friends. Let them he-
sitate before they established a precedent
that would place some of their local
rights and institutions, whbih they re-
garded as peculiarly important. under the
control of a, House whvere the majority
would, in future, if not to-day, be an
English-speaking one, without svmpathy
with their language, customis, faith, or
local interésts.

MR. BOULTBEE said that it seemed
to him they never could have an occasion
upon whîich it would be more important
for a careful deliberation by the estates
of this countrv than at the present
moment. The question they had before
them was,-whether the power of the
people, as expressed through their repre-
sentatives, sbould prevail, or the power of
one man should be allowed to crush out
the whole people. This question had
been fought by their ancestors for forty
generations ; it had been fought for over
the whole world, and the battle had not
been in any country so successful as in
the empire of Great Britain, where they
had the great and inestimable boon of
responsible governmnent. They hoped to
have it bere, and they should retain it,
and see that itwas carried out on occasions
like the present. Here in the Dominion
tbey were in a peculiar position. Tbey
were a num ber of scattered Provinces that
bad been brought together ; tbey were
people of different races, speaking, in
mîany instances, different languages; and
bad agreat many differentiiterests. And,
therefore., it was all-important that the men
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to whorm power was entrusted, to whom Nvas a sound mie, l'or, if no definite
they had confided their guidance, should action wer - taken new, tley voul have
endeavour to create a national spirit, no gua-anc.- that tiere -vould not be a
rather tending towards the highest and ofsucl ets in the fuure, and,
noblest feeling, than a debased national r beSide, that, it would enable the Lieu-
sentiment. They should rather enlea- j tmant-Goveria or of Quebcc te escape the
vour to make their actions bear the penalty w1ieh ought te aLtaeh to crimes
impress of statesmnanlike thought than sucli as tiis. lie liad looked earefullv into
the stanp of petty and dishonouraible tfiîs e a owe te the conclusion
intrigue. They would find that the that the action et the Lieutenant-Gev-

people generally lad a disposition to ernor cf Quebec on the occasion referred
shape their cond uct by the exanple of te was iliegitinte and irproper ; that
those placed in charge over then. It it was a iclation cf the pf
was unfortunate, on an occasion like the responsîle cveînment that h Lad
present, wlhen this Confederation was 1 net done xvhît le lîad been delegated te
only jast formed, when the scattered de. Fie lad been sworn ti conserve tie
Provinces were scarcelv assinilated, liberties cf the people. The will cf the

'whenl the 1-nany- t wr p(Ocj)1 had been deeideffly in faveur cfwhe th may di.verging interests were
only approahing consolidatioi,, that they the Ministry thon in power ; yet le had
should have the degrading spectacle of taken upen himself te that Min-
this mari, to whorn Lad been confided istry and te cali in another set cf men
the Lonour of tlie poplie, who had been net possessing tlte confidence cf the

specially delegated to prcside over the y. He lad net, perhaps, sLudied
deliberations of Parliaient, conspiring Parliainentary usage or Censtittional
against lis own advisers, lving in wait Law se much as a gîcat many other lion.
for them, trving to take advantage of ientierriiî, but bis plain readiii cf the
some inadvertent action on tiheir part to earîilg cf responsibic governient was
work- thein har. It was important and it vas a -eading li theuolit un-
that this Parliament shoull take imne- dei stood bv the the peple
diate steps to secure a better state of i-oucgli tleir representatives on the
things ; more especially as, at this very floer cf Parliament--a ma ority cf those
moment, they found the Premier of the representatives-sheuid prevail. He vas
Province of Ontario-a less daring mari, Satistied and lie vas sure the Lieuse was
perhaps, than the Lieutenant-GCovernor satîsfied frein the irguments tLey Lad
of Quebec, but the equally pliant tool cf eard that the Lieuotfant-Gove-ncr liad
a faction-prolonging Parliament beyond net, under the (ir'cInsîalces, the right
the legitiînate tern cf its existence, for te diswiiss th DeBoucherville Goern-
the nîcre purpose of party iiitriçYuý. met. The action was a reiu-doiav,
Thev feit it noNv in Ontario, and coild. no tat wr ong was an infonogemet on

terefoî'e, symp)thise with the peeple cf the Constittiion, y ch the rigats
Quebec. lie theugt that, if 4he bepre- cf the popl wad heen tra Lled

seatatives cf the people in tlis parlia- Upon. It as, i is opinion,
nient asserbled, if tlc estates cf tlpis a great injury donc to or yur g Domin-
reain1 diri net takze anv cognisance cf tîis jioi, stuking at the ve y roots cf respon-
questicrn, if they w'ere uînwiliug te deal sible governuaent. Wlen thev came to
with it and te stanî) this action with reaect i pon t fs question, it was less diffi-
their supierne condenination, it would le cuit to ppreliend the causeo tîan te cal-
a x-ery lnfortuinate thilig for thi., ctuntry ; cllate nde hiei migt flow
but Le firmlv beiîcvcd that this Parlia- fre it. T ey lîad, at the time, a Par-
ment -weuld flot nEgý,leet- te set tlîe seal cf liaiuent led by thie gntlemnen now oppo-
severe condeanation on actions lrke this. site. To se gertenient caine into that
lHe Lad heard ls lion. friend from Halten Parlianunt iii the stong n enitude of
(Mr. ?laccegall>, able and od par- tlîeir power, backe sr by a large ma-
liarnent-aiaLn as le Mas, sal that this jorit, an possessin the confidence of

-Jnan Laid b--,eep twied twice, tliat the matter t ha dont i- but, when they found that
bai been. tied in the Parlianient cf i conifidence waniî and thenselves tn-

Q uebec, and tîat, therefere, it sould rot nint a ehund innte ceuntry, tey re-
be tried again. Hie thoug-t that opinion te tea unwortiy means, and, when
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there was an impendir-g general election,
they refused to take the action generally
desired by a large majority of the people
of this country, advancing the traitorous
argument-whereby to gain some advan-
tage in the election--that the Lieutenant-
Governor should be dealt with and tried
by the House at Quebec. u iight be
that these gentlemen would deny that
they entered into any conspiracy vith
the Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec. or
that they improperly advised him, but
they would n ver purge thenselves before
the people of this country, unless they
gave their support to the resolution which
was before the House; because Le believed
that the Lieutenant-Governor had no
personal interest in such a course as that
taken by him. le had committed a
great crime against the people and against
Limself, and it would leave upon him
and his family, for three or four genera-
tions to come, the stamp of ineffaceable
shame. Mr. Letellier Lad nothing to
gain in so (ing, and the people of this
country, whether it were right or wrong,
would believe that the gentlemen who
now led the Opposition in Parliament
instigated the Lieu tenant-Governor to
take the course he did. That was the
belief-this belief had gone over this
country. The leader of the Opposition
had said that this matter should have
been fought out in the Parliament of
Q uebec, as it was one whieh affected that
Province only. He (Mr. Boultbee)
thought that any wrong done to that
Province was a wrong done to the whole
Dominion, and a blow struck at the vital
principles of responsible goverament ;
and that when thev came to consider the
value of the institutions they Lad, and
the trouble they had taken to obtain
the Constitution they now enjoyed, they
should allow as little time as possible to
elapse to counteract, as far as was
possible, the blow struck at their
liberties by the action of the Lieu-
tenant-Governor of Quebec ; and Le
thought it was imperatively necessary on
them to carry this resolutian, otherwise
there would be a subversion of every
principle of popular liberty. The people
of Quebec had given their adherence
very strungly to the scheme of Confeder-
ation. They were a brave, chivalrous
people, very sensitive to every emotion
of honour, and they were willing

MR. BOULTBEE.

to join with the other Provinces
to build up this great Confederation,
based on the noblest principles of the
British Constitution ; and how bitter
would it be for them, if they found the
expectations they had formed of the
benefits that would accrue to then
destroyed by the heinous blow struck at
their liberties. The tiime had come when
the gentleman in the supreme position at
Government House here was one of the
proudest scions of the noblest aristocracy
the world ever saw, versed in the honour-
able position of English statesman, sent
by our Gracious Sovereign to superin-
tend our affairs and guide our destinies.
How should we feel if we Lad instead
some miserable trickster; he might cone
to this House and say, " You are taking
somie action in regard Io the tariff, or
otherwise, which seems to me not ac-
cording to the practice of the Mother
Land, or adverse to lier inrerests ; if you
do not do so and so, I shall disiniss you."
Then, even the most prejudiced would see
the iniquity of the course pursued by the
Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec. He
was not surprised that the leader of the
Opposition declined to deal with the
merits of this question. According to
the practices of Lis past life, according
to the utterances made by him on every
Ontario platform, Le did not deal with
it. In Ontario, they Lad determined as
far as they could, and lie believed they
would not go back on it, that they
would not give up the principle of re-
sponsible government, as long as they
had life left to fight for it. He followed,
as carefully as Le could, what the leader
of the Opposition had said. That lion.
gentleman said it was the duty of the
Government, if Governor Letellier had
don wrong, to have dismissed him.
That was a very pretty argument ;
but they could hardly expect the
gentlemen who. had counselled the exe-
cution of this more on their behalf than
on that of the Lieutenant-Governor to
turn round and censure him for so doing.
The hon. gentleman said that Governor
Lete'lier dissolved Parliament on the ad-
vice of his constitutional advisers. This
was too grave a matter to be made a joke
of, and, in view of the facts, it did seem,
viewed in the light of responsible govern-
ment, to partake of the character of a
farce. The hon. gentleman then went on
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to make some remarks of a Scriptural
.character in reference to the propiets of

Baal. The prophets of Baal, it would
be remembered, on the occasion referred
to, were called up in a crowd to gener-
ally destroy the prophsets of the true
God. That was a feat which the leader
of the Opposition and bis friends exe-
cuted, and in this wav carried out the
Biblical history as recorded in the de-
struction of the prophsets of Baal. Hors.
gentlemen presented tieniselves before
the people of Canada, and they vere
nearly as effectively destroyed. There
was scarcely a remnant of them left. In
reference to the remarks of the ion.
menier for Halton (Mr. Macdougall).
he (Mr. Boultbee) unsderstood the ion.
gentleani to say that he condenmned tie
action of Mr. Letellier, but, at the same
time, lie -was going to support it. He
(Mr. Boultbee) did not understand that
as lie understood it, if a man did wrong.
and if he was to be condiemned, they
should c3ndenmn him. He would simivpl
close by saving that, becau e lie tioutght
-the act of the Lieutenant-Governor of
-Quebec was unconstitutional, because ie

thouglht it was an act corruptly con-
ceived with a view to subverting thse
Constitution of this country, because ie
thought it was conceived in treaclery
and shaped in fraud, because lie thouglit
this House should mark this action with
most severe condenaation, le therefore
would support the resolution.

Mi. WHITE (Cardweli), noved
adjournment of the debate.

Motion agreed to and debate
journed.

the

ad-

SUPPLY,

Il. CHARGES OF MANAGEMENT.

House resolved itself into Committee
of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

L To be granted Her Ma-

jesty on charges of
Management.......... $65,600.00

Resolution ordered to be reported.

HIouse resumed.

Resolution reported.

NEW MEMBER INTRODUCED.

JOHN WHITE, Esquire, having taken
the oati and subscribed the roll contain-
ing the same, took his seat in the House.

House adjourned at
Thirty minutes past

Ten o'clock.

1OUSE 0F CO MONS.

WVednesday, 12th March, 1879.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERS.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally in-
troduced. and read thefirst ime : -

Bill (No. 43) To provide for the transfer
of lanus, and estates and interests in lands,
and other matters relating to real property in
the Territories of Canada.-(Mr. Milk,)

Bill (No. 44) To repeal the Act passed
in the 38th year of Her Majesty's Reign, in-
tituled : i An Act to regulate the construction
and maintenance of Marine Electrie Tele-
graphs.7'-(Mr. McICarthy.)

INSOLVENCY COMMITTEE.

PETITIONS AND BILLS REFERRED.

3UR. COLBY noved, that all petitions
now received, or tlat nay be received
during the present Session, on the subject
of the Insolvency Laws, shall stand re-
ferred to the Select Committee appointed
to enquire into and consider the questions
of Insolvency and Bankruptcy.

Motion agreed to.

The Order of the Day for the second
reading of the following Bills was dis-
charged, and the said Eills referred to
the Select Commnittee appointed to en-
quire into and consider the questions of
Insolvency and Bankruptcy : -

Bill (No. 2) Relating to Bankruptcy.-
(Mr. Colby.)

Bill (No. 3) To amend the Insolvency
Act of 1875, and the Acts amending the same.
-(Mr. Bourassa.)

Bill (No. 22) To repeal the Insolvent Act
of 1875, and to make provisions in lieu there-
of.-(Mr. Girouard, Jacques Cartier.)
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