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not to say much about the interval be-
tweenr the two periods; but, if there had
been lack of management, or blundering,
let thei now all join heartily in retriev-
ing any errors of the past, and thus make
the country prosperous and happy.
Fortunately our affairs were now in the
hands of some of the best men that Can-
ada could produce, he might say, of
statesmen who would do credit to any
country. He presumed that he would
be excused if Le mentioned the name of
the Hon. S. L. Tilley, the present Finance
Minister, as a gentleman who had stood
out prominently before the people of
New Brunswick for a period of thirty
years; who, during that tine, had, per-
haps, done more in the way of moulding
the institutions of that Province than
any one other man in it, and, as a result
of his services, had been honoured with
ber continued confidence, and had shared
in her highest gifts. When he nentioned
the name of the Hon. Charles Tipper, Le
referred to one not less distinguished and
deserving. True, Le had received a
liberal meed of abuse from his enemies,
but that was to be expected froni men
whom he had effectually held in check ;
but, despite their efforts to disparage
him, Le lived to-day in the affections and
confidence of his countrymen, and they
never had occasion to be prouder of hini
than now. Were he to particularise, it
would but add to his fame, but Le had
said enough, and would forbear. Il.e
hesitated to Fpeak of the Right Hon. Sir
John A. Macdonald, the Premier, whose
ability and statesnanship were still more
widely known, but lie was sure be would
bejustified in saying that his return to
power was a source of unbounded joy and
confidence to the people of Canada, and
he fervently hoped that subsequent
events would abundantly fulfil the gen-
eral expectations. Other members of
the Cabinet were justly entitled to be
named in the way of praise and com-
Mendation, but Le felt that Le would be
excused if Le stopped here. A great
deal had been said about the revival of
business; and disappointment had been
expressed that marvels had not been
wrought by the mere advent tg power
of the friends of Protection, but Le ap-
prehended that the men who talked thus
had scarcely expected to see so sudden a
transformation of things as that. What
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they might fairly expect to see was a
gradual revival of trade, and a steady, but,
perhaps, not rapid, return of prosperity.
They could not shut their eves to the
fact that our national debt was large in
proportion to the population, and still
growing larger, but it was not so large in
proportion to the breadth and value of
our territory. But a large proportion of
our indebtedness had been incurred
in the way of constructing works
of great public necessity and
utility, and, if not immediately re-
munerative, they were at least rernotely
so, in promoting trade and intercourse
between the various parts of the country,
and to some extent with the people
alongside our border. The Pacific Rail-
way was a work of great magnitude, and
far-reaching in its probable results ; but
much as it would cost, it would open up a
vast extent of country equal in richness
of soil to any portion of the globe, worth
three times the cost of the railway.
With a population of ten millions in the
North-West Territory - a population
which we might soon get if the country
was soon opened up-with that vast
work accomplished, our debt miglit not
be relatively greater in proportion to
the population than it was now.

THE CASE OF LIEUTEAANT-GOV-
ERNOR LETELLIER.

REMARKS.

MR. OUIMET : Mr. Speaker, before
I move the adjournment of the debate, I
would ask your permission to make a few
observations on another subject. Every-
one remembers the rather startling state-
ment that was made to the House this
afternoon by the right hon. the Premier,
in reference to what bad passed between
bim and His Excellency the Governor-
General, regarding the dismissal of the
Lieutenant-Governor of the Province of
Quebec. This House was informed by the
right hon. the Premier that, in pursuance
of the motion of censure passed by the
House on the 14th of March last, the
Government had thought proper to re-
commend to His Excellency the dismis-
sal of the Lieutenant-Governor of the
Province of Quebec, on the ground that
the Hon. Mr. Letellier was no longer
useful in that office. The right hon. the
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Premier further stated that Ris Excel-
lency had been pleased to inform him
that, inasmuch as the question was a new
one, that our Federal system was
not thoroughly understood in England,
and that there was no precedent in this
country for the dismissal of a Lieutenant-
Governor, he would refer the matter to
the Government of ler Majesty the
Queen. In making the few remarks I
intend to make now, I wish to place my-
self in a right position before this House.
I rise here, not on account of my being,
and having been in the past, and hoping
to be in the future, a supporter of the
Government of th'e day; I do not rise to
throw any blame upon the Government,
but I rise as a representative of the
people, whose rights, I think, have been
trampled upon by the Governor-General,
who, I believe, bas acted unconstitution-
ally. The Letellier question, as it is
called, or the Quebec question, has now
entered a new phase; it is no longer a
party battle; it is no longer a question
upon which we may differ in opinion.
The Letellier question had been disposed
of by this House on the 14th March last,
and now the question that rises before
us is this : The illustrious gentleman
who is now Governor-General of this
Dominion, believes, at least so we must
understand from bis act, that he bas
authority to refuse the advice of his
Ministers in a question purely and simply
of internal administration, wherein Im-
perial interests are in nowise concerned,
and which, according to our understand-
ing of our Constitution, and, at least, in
the opinion of this House as already ex-
pressed, ought to be settled by this
Government, or by His Excellency under
the advice of bis Ministers. While lis-
tening to this long debate on the tariff,
it occurred to me to ask myself what was
the use of this discussion, what was
going to come from the debate on this,
the most important question that bas
been discussed since the establishment of
Confederation, the tariff question, if Ris
Excellency bas the right to interfere, and
say to bis Ministers that, in a matter of
internal administration, he has the right
to refuse tWeir advice-perhaps I should
say not precisely to refuse the advice of
his Ministers, because I suppose that, if
it had been squarely refused, the Gov-
ernment would have acted differently
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than they have done--but to refer
the matter over to the Home Gov-
ernment, and, in fact, to ask them
to send their advice to England, and
there have it reviewed by the Downing-
street clerks, or the representatives, who-
ever they may be, of the Imperial Govern-
ment. If this tariff, after it bas been
debated for many days, and passed by this
House, and in the Senate, is to go back
to England, and there be reviewed by
these Downing-street clerks, I suppose
this House might just as well say that it
would be much better to send the tariff
to England at once, and first have their
views upon it, and then discuss it after-
wards. It may be that, if we thought
proper to make any amendments to the
tariff, the question would have to be
again referred to the Imperial Govern-
ment, and na one can tell where the end
of it would be. As a representative of
the people, I haNe felt humiliated this
afternoon ; I have felt that we were
nothing here. I had been accustomed to
believe, during the last 28 or 30 years,
that we enjoyed responsible government,
but I bave been taught this afternoon
that I was wrong, and that responsible
government no longer existed in this
Dominion, since the advice of a Ministry,
backed by a majority of 85 in a House
of 180 members, bas been refused, and
has to be sent home to England to be
reviewed. On the other hand, I felt that
the distinguished member of this Bouse
who made that statement-that gentle-
man who, I believe, bas always fought
the battle for responsible government-
after so many years of disinterested
and very important and profitable ser-
vices to his country, must bave felt hii-
self deeply humiliated when he had to
stand up here and make that statement,
which, I believe, implied a renunciation
to responsible governient. Moreover, I
suppose that I would belittle, underrate
the position of the hon. members on the
other side, if I thought that they
do not feel as much as we do that
announcement from the Prime Minister.
After all, we are not here to fight a
battle to preserve or maintain in pOwer
a few men, whoever they may be, who
happen to occupy the Treasury bencnes,
or to fight them out in order to take their
places. We are here as representatives
of the people, and defenders of thfir
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liberties and constitutional rights,
and, when these rights are tam-
pered with, to whatever party we
belong, we must see that those rights be
upheld, and be not violated by any party
with impunity. I do not see the use of
this debate going on any further, and I
intend to move for its adjournment. It
might go on for many days, and, after
ail, as was announced by an hon. mem-
ber on the opposite side, orders might
come from the Mother Country, and we,
accordingly, might have to change the
tariff. Let us know, first, before we in-
dulge in further discussion, what our
rights are: if we still have responsible
governmnent-still free control of our
affairs, and, more especially, of our ad-
ministrative affairs. Because, I beg this
Ilouse to make this distinction. lu the
dismissal of Mr. Letellier, there is no-
thing more than the dismissal of an officer
of this Government-the same it would
be with the appoin ment or dismissal of
any other officer of this Government. I
maintain that His Excellencv the Gov-
ernor-General had no more right to refuse
the advice of his Ministers with regard
to the dismissal of any one employé than
he bas to contril the appointment of an-
other employé. On a question of tariff,
the case might be a little more favour-
able to the construction that seens to
have been put by His Excelleucy on our
Constitution ; because, in trade ques-
tions, there would be matters affecting the
muaterial interests of the Empire, and, of
course, when this Parliament came into
contact with the interests of the Mother
Country, His Excellency, who is an offi-
eer of the Imperial Government, might
step in and say : I must refer this mat-
ter to the Imperial Government. But
in a mere matter of administration it
was quite different ; we are the mas-
ters. And now the question is not merely
as to the propriety of the verdict ren-
dered by this House, or as to the conduct
of Mr. Letellier, which is a dead ques-
tion ; but the question now is this
Should this House allow the Governor-
General to refuse the advice of his Min-
isters, sustained by them, in the matter
of local Administration, or should we
protest and say that we believe, uphold
and maintain that we have responsible
government ? 1t seems to me that we
cannot allow this proceeding to pass

without entering our protest ; and,
a] though it was very late in the evening,
too late to bring up a question of such
importance, I thought that this day, the
3rd of April, ough not to pass with-
out having expressed our emphatic dis-
approval of the proceedings which have
taken place to-day. In moving the
adjournment of the debate, I want this
to be understood, that it is in order to
allow myself and other members to ex-
press their opinion on that very impor-
tant question-a question of the greatest
importance-far more important than all
questions of trade or legislation, since all
others are to be regulated by that first
question--namely, are we free to govein
ourselves, free to legislate as we think
proper for our own benefit ?

SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD : I
proposed to make at twelve o'clock that
motion which very likely would have pre-
vailedeven if my hon.friend (Mr. Ouimet)
had not made his remarks and given his
reasons for moving the adjournment.
Before I say anything with respect to
his remarks, I may observe that this
subject of the tariff has now been debated
six days, and it is to be hoped it will,
ere long, be finished. A great many hon.
members have addressed the House, and
doubtless, on an important subject like
the tariff, it was a matter of course that
full and ample discussion should be given
to the resolutions propounded by my
hon. friend the Minister of Finance.
But, still, there must be an end to it, and
I hope, ere long, the debate will
close-the debate at all events on
the general principles, and that
we may address ourselves as soon as
possible to the details. With regard to
the remarks of the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Ouimet), and his statements that the
Constitution of this country had been in-
fringed upon by the illustrious individual
at the head of the Government, in taking
the course that he proposes, I must say
I cannot agree with my bon. friend that
there has been any infringement of the
Constitution. We are a portion of the
British Empire; the Queen of England
is the Queen of Canada; she reigns here
as in London. It is true, she cannot be
here personally, and, therefore, she sends
ber representative here with such pow-
ers, more or less limited, according to the
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Commission she gives him, to represent
lier in this country. But she is the Sov-
ereign. We are governed by a Queen,
Senate and House of Commons. Her
officer here, acting as an Imperial officer,
in an important matter-which lie, at all
events, thinks important-and which lie
says is without precedent, says lie desires
instructions from his Sovereign and our
Sovereign. He, the representative of
the Sovereign, says that lie will ask for
specific instructions from his and our
Sovereign. There is nothing unconstitu-
tional in it. I would have been pleased,
gratified, and I think it would have beer
well, had our advice been at once accepted.
We unanimously thought that itwould
be for the interest of the country that
Mr. Letellier should be dismissed. That
advice has not been refused or rejected ;
but the representative of the Queen, of
the First Estate in this land, states that
lie would like to submit the matter to
the First Estate, to our Sovereign, and
ascertain what the action of the Sovereign
is. We are just as safe in the hands of
the Queen as in the hands of the Queen's
representative; and we may be well as-
sured that the principles and practice of
self-government which were granted by
Her Majesty years and years ago will
not be infringed upon by Her Majesty.
I have no doubt that Her Majesty's offi-
cers in England, who are fully convers-
ant with all our rights and privileges, will
see that, in the advice they give to Her
Majesty, upon which she will act, bevond
a doubt, will be quite consonant with
our privileges and constitutional rights,
and our Charter, or Constitutional Act, as
a self-governing people under a para-
inount authority.

MR. COCKBURN (West Northum-
berland): I regret exceedingly I cannot
accept the explanation of the right lion.
géntleman who leads the Government. I
regret it extremely, because it does not
enter into my mind as such a reasoning
as should convince this flouse and
country that the course that has been
taken to-day is in accordance with the
Constitution granted to this Dominion.
And, whilst 1 say that, I cannot either
support or repeat the language
that has been used by the hon.
member who moved the adjourn-
ment, for this reason: That we should
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not, in this House, for a moment, breathe
a word that reflects either upon Her Ma-
jesty, Her Majesty's representative, and
there were words used to that extent. We
know that, in this House, and by Parlia-
mentary usage and practice, the only
complaint that we can prefer against the
Crown is against the advisers of the
Crown. Sir, I do not wish to do that
to-night, but I must express my extreme
regret at the course that has been an-
nounced to Parliament to-day as having
been taken, and which has been made
knowntothe House bythePremier. It is,
I think, a mistake to suppose that this is
a matter upon which we cau stand
quietly by and allow the responsibility
to drift away upon the plea that we are
quite safe in the hands of Her Majesty's
Imperial advisers. It mav be so to-day,
and so possibly to-morrow, in case another
instance of the kind were to occur, but
that is not the principle upon which the
Government is to be carried on. We
have, under the Coustitution given to us,
complete and absolute control over cer-
tain natters and things under the
British North America Act; one of
these, I believe, is the appointment of
the Lieutenant-Governors, over whose
conduct and actions, in their respective
offices, this House can be the only
judge. We know that, in the case of
the New Brunswick School Act, dis-
cussed in this flouse, and respecting
,which the question was sent home by the
consent of this as well as tie Provin-
cial Government, and a case made
for the opinion for the Judicial Commit-
tee of the Privy Council, Her Ma-
jesty was advised officially and judici-
ally by that body that, under the
British North America Act, she
had given up all lier prerogtative
rights, all lier powers and constitutional
authority to this Parliament, over the
Provincial Legislatures and the executive
powers of those Provinces. That wa3s
the official ans wer made to this Govern-
ment in 1873 or 1874 ; and why at this
moment a question of equal gravity,
which has shaken not only the
Legislature of the Province of Q;e-
b2c, but that of this Dominion,
and has been debated in this House for
many days-when the whole question of
constitutional government in conne"-
tion with the Provincial Legislatures
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vas ably debated and carefully consid-
ered-why, after that question of a
strictly Provincial character, which we
already know by judicial authority is
one over which the Queen has no control,
and as to which she had advised her-
self thlat under the British North
America Act she had no con-
stitutional authority-why this ques-
tion should be again sent home, and
not dealt with here. is, to my mind, an
act that is unconstitutional and unprece-
dented. I do not like, to-night, to speak
in the language of complaint; I prefer
to see the debate go over to another
occasion in order that the great crisis
which I feel has come upon us should
be gravely considered, and that the
House, and every member of the House
should feel the responsibility at this

in, in a despatch dated on the 18th of
October, 1875. But here was something
that could be directly applied to the pre-
sent case. In a preceding despatch to
the Earl of Dufferin, dated on the 9th
October, 1873, respecting the proro-
gation of the Federal Parliament, and
the appointment of a Commission
to examine the complaints and
charges made by Mr. Huntington,
the following words might be read:-

" Her Majesty's Government have, taken
cognisance, with mucli interest, of these docu-
ments, as lucid as they are elaborate. It is
not for them to pronounce upon the measures
adopted by the advice of your responsible
Ministers, but they congratulate themselves
upon the fact that, in this respect, you have
acted according to the principles of consti-
tutional government.

4 KIMBERLY.

moment. I feel it is a very grave one, Lord Dufferin had followed the advice of
and that the future of Canada may be his Ministers. It was inpossiude to deny
said to turn upon this half hour. I that the question snbmitted to the bouse
feel that I an not satisfied. I feel, on the l4th March las,, and that the Gov-
as my hon. friend had said, and as I ernrent had taken into consideration,
know many of my hon. friends feel, was a question entirely withîn the con-
humiliated by the course that has been trol of the bouse, and one that affected
taken to-day, and which has been coin- exclusively colonial interests. As a re-
municated to the House by the Prime presentative of the people, he asked and
Minister. claimed only the free exercise of re-

sponsible goverumnent, which bad been
IR. VA LLEE said that he seconded denied and refused them, according to the

the motion to adjourn the debate. He statement made this afternoon by the
would profit by the occasion to state, in right hon. the Premier. He could not,
company with the great majority of the without failing in bis duty, allow the
members of this House, that it was with first occasion to pass witbout entering
sorrow and surprise that he had heard the bis protest.
declaration made by the hon. the Premier,
this afternoon, to wit, that His Excel- MR. DESJARDINS said that he
lency the Governor-General bad refused understood the po4tion of this question
to follow the advice of his Ministers, who at the prcsenf time to be this: That
had recommended the dismissal of the upon a resolution of the bouse of Com-
Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec. 11e mons, censuring the Lieutenant-Governor
ventured to say that the action of Ris of Quebec, the Ministry had taken the
Excellency was unconstitutional, and risk of advising His Exceflency to dis-
that no precedent could be found to miss that officer, tbat bis Excellency, in-
justify it, since the establishment of res- stead of ansvering immediatelv, feit ap-
ponsible government in Canada. Dur- p trently, that in a matter of s0 mudl
ing the present debate, mention had been delicacy he should proce3d with caution.
made of a law enacted by the Legislature Ris Excellency feit tbat prudence was
of New Brunswick, that had been sub- the beginning of wisdom, and that, as le
mnitted to the Queen's Privv Council. In believed himself somewbat inexperienced,
the decision given in this case by the it would be better for him to enquire at
Privy Council was to be found a declar- tbe Colonial Office what course be had
ation establishing the principle that col- better pursue in tbe matter. If the an-
onial affairs were to be settled in the swer caine to Ris Excellency that the
colony. See the declaration made by the advice of the Governient was to be ac-
Ea'trl Of Carnarvon to the Earl of tDuffer- cepted, then the would have carried
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their point. If not, the Ministry rested in
thesame positioninwbich they would have
been placed, if lis Excellency, instead
of taking that voie détournée, had refused
his assent immediately. Under the cir-
cumstances, he could not but feel the bit-
terest grief that His Excellency had not
been able to decide upon the answer he
could give, because the uneasiness and
agitation which had too long prevailed in
regard to the matter would continue
throughout the country. He feit that, if
such a course was to be repeated, there
would be no other alternative, in order
to avoid the inconveniences of going to
the Colonial Office on the other side for
the final decision of every question, than
to provide for an additional supply for
the maintenance of new machinery to our
Constitution on our own shores; in other
words, to provide for the appointment of
a regency.

MR. MOUSSEAU said he had lis-
tened with much pleasure to what had
been said by the hon. members for Laval
(Mr. Ounimet), West iNorthumberland
(Mr. Cockburn) and Hochelaga (Mr.
Desjardins), and especially to what had
fallen from the hon. member for West
Northumberland. He had heard with
pain what bad fallen from the hon. the
leader of the Government. It appeared
that the Queen was Queen of Canada,
and that as Queen of Canada His Excel-
lency might consult her. His hon.
friend from Laval had shown that this
was the mere removal of a Federal
officer. If His Excellency might disre-
gard the advice of his responsible Min-
isters in this respect, and seek the advice
of the Colonial Office, they would have
the same reference in the appointment of
a J udge, or a mere canal paymaster. In
fact it was a repudiation of our respon-
sible government, and, painful as it was
for him (Mr. Mousseau), he must entirely
repudiate it.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
House adjourned at

Twenty-five minutes after
Twelve o'cloek.

HO USE OF COMMONS.

Friday, 4th April, 1879.
The Speaker took the Chair at Three

o'clock.
PRAYERS.

MR. DESJARDINS.

WAYS AND MEANS.-TIIE TARIFF.

ADJOURNED DEBATE.

House resumed the adjourned debate
on Mr. Tillev's proposed motion to agree
to resolutions relative to duties of Cus-
toms and Excise, reported from Committee
of Ways and Means (March 14th).

MR. OUIMET said that it was not his
intention to make a long speech on the
tariff. He thought that the members
who had spoken had succeeded in adduc-
ing all the arguments for or against the
resolutions of the hon. the Finance Min-
ister. In his humble opinion, he be-
lieved that the arguments brought
against the principle of Protection had
been entirely refuted by the speakers
who had preceded him. Everyone was
aware that the late elections had taken
place upon the relative merits of Protec-
tion and Free-trade. The members of
the Conservative party and himself had
strongly, courageously and victoriously
fought the battle of the system that
they considered the most advantageous
for the country, not for the triumph of
a party, but in order to extricate the
country from the crisis which threatened
to overwhelm it. He thouglit, there-
fore, that it was superfluous for him to
say that he would vote for the principle
of Protection and for the present tariff,
which embodied this principle, thougli
later, when the details of the tariff would
come under discussion, he might object
to some of them, and ask for a little
more or a little less Protection, according
to the case. But, although they might
differ on some of the details of the tariff,
he was of opinion that, when they
would be called upon to vote for the
principle of Protection, the great
Conservative party vould vote as a
single man in favour of the resolutions
brought down by the hon. the Finance
Minister. In voting for Protection,they
would only echo that which they had
advocated during the late elections, and
which the people lad seen fit to ratify.
The people had not thought of consult-
ing a long array of figures, or authors
who had written upon Free-trade and
Protection. The people, with their char-
acteristie good sense, had merely consid-
ered the question as a worthy father of a
family would consider his own domestic
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