
"A -week hnTing elaipsed siRce my Inst

IntflTview with you, in which I requested
that a sesaion of the Legdslative Assem-
Ky be called for not later- than t!he 20tih

Octotoer next, and not haTing: received a
reply as to the decision of yourself and
colleagues on the Bubject, I desire to

commend it once more to your pirly con-
sideration. I do not think that I Ah >uid

any .longer ignore the existing political

conditions in the province, and the un-
rest and uncertainty resulting from re-

cent political changes-K'hangp.s vhieh it

will not be necessary to specify. It is

sufficient, I tbink, that grave doilbt now
exists ns'to whether your administration
retains the eonfidence of the Le^eislative

Assembly. And for this reason I believe

it to be my duty to insist that you either
imeet the Lefrisintive Assembly on or be-
fore the 20th day of October next, ns at
first siwgested, or that the Lpigislative

Assembly be dissolved, and a igeneral
election be held on or before the said
date."

T yielded, however, to the representa-
tions of yourseCf and colleagues as to the
inexpediency of callinc a session earlier
'''•••" .^aii-nrv, nnd the iilt-orniUive offer

of n dissolutiion was not noc«ptpd. But
your letter to me of fhe Gnd September
'ast st.ited:

"I "hasten to aswire Tour Honor that
the Council has the utmost confidence
that it will be able to satisfy you that
there is no cause for apprehension re-

Rpoctine the general political conditions
now existing in the proviince As re-

gards the relations of the government to
t*he T-oeislative Assembly. T have no
rea«5on to believe fiiat the government
will not comm.Tnd a majority of tbe
House."
Siibseouent events have demonstrated

that your asmirances were not well
founded.

S. On the 18th October last I was
asked to sign three sipecial warrants, as
foKows:

1. The improvement of the trail from
Hone to Sqimimit Oity. 1^1.000. 2. The Im-
provement of theiRouth Vancmiver trunk
rrvid .tm.OOO. 3. The erection of a
court bouse at Rossland, $45,000.

The latter amount being three l^mes
lareer tlian tbat authorised by the legis-

latu.'e.

Tt'e r.ippropriations 'made by the legis-

lature for tbe nbove-namied public works
had been allowed to lapse, owing, as Mr.
Cotton reported, to the fact that it was
found in the first case "imposaiMo" to

fxipend the amount before the end of

tlie tiscal year, ending June 30th, 1890;
in t'ho second case "impossible" to ex-
ip<"id the amount voted before the said

peri.xl, owing to the "dilatoriness" oif

the Municipal Coumil of South Van-
couver; and in the third case "imprac-
ticable" to exipend the amount voted. I

Ihoiiglu tben, and istill think, that the

said aipj)ropriations bad been allowed to

Ijjpse because Mr. Cotton was unable to

properly superintend and administer tiho

business of the two departments of
which he bad been in charge for four
months before the fi.scal year expired.

.\nd it JT also to he noted that it was
not until the middle of October that
Mr. Cotton was ready to undertake any
expenditure in connection with the said
public works. Thus the intentions otf the
legislature were not carried out, and
there was direct loss, particularly in the
districts concerned. 1 did not sign the
faid warrants, as it appeared perfectly

clear to me, for reasons set forth in my
letter ti> j-ou of the 19th of October last,

that such warrants were not authorised
by the Revenue Act. On observing,
however, that fihc Attomey-GeneraT bad
not been "present at the meeting of the
council at wbich the issue of said war-
rants was advised, I •vpote to you ('as

follows:

•'.Vow, if .vou do not •"eel satisfied, on

<V»nsiilcratiou, that the objections here
ur,i,'('d !iis;:iinst si^niiiig tlie said warrants
iirc valid, let me sugsrest tbat you refer

the question to the /.Vtiomey-General for

a Iea;al opiuiiOM as to whether tlie ^aid
warrants can. constitutionally, be issued.

Should he I'eport to me tbat they may
lie I shall be very pleased to have them
avraln reteired to me for reconsidera-

tLon."

(Litter to you, 19th October last, pase
4.)

To this Vtter and sugjjestion I have
never rwcived any reply. So that I was
Icl'r to infer th.it the Attorney-G|pi>eraJ

atrrei'd that the isjiue'of such 'wariants
won d he unconstitutional, and that had
I I'lillovved the advice tendered me by the

Kxecntivc^ rouncll I woiVld have oigat-d

special warrants without any lawful au-

thority for so doing.

In this same letter of the Iflth Oc-
t.otttT last. I also said:

"I regwt to say. therefoie, that If

(ind myself unable to approve of them
(the special warrantji) nr of any othfrs

of a "ike nature. And in this connection
I -nny sny that .vesterday afternoon i
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