40 23rd OCTOBER. A. 1873

 OproBITION.—~Angliry Archibald, Bain, Bechard, Bergin, Blain, Blake, Bodwell,
“ Bourassa, Bowman, Boyer, Brouse, Buell, Burpce (S8unbury), Cameron (Huron), Cart-
“ wright, Casey,Casgrain,Uauchon,Charlton,*Church,Cockburn (Muskokn),Cook,Cutler, De-
“ lorme, 8t. George, Dorion, Dorion, Edgar, Ferris, Findlny, Fiset, Fleming, Fournier,
“ Galbraith,Geoffrion,Gibson, Gillies,Goudge, Hagar,Harvey, Higginbotham, Holton, Horton,
* Huntington, Jetté, Laflamme, Landerkin, McDonald '(Glengarry), Mackenzie, Morcier,
¢ Metoalfe,Mills,Oliver, Piquet,Paterson, Pearson, Pelletior, Pickurd, Poser, Prévost, Richard,
‘ Richards,*Ross,Ross, Ross, Ross,Rymal,Smith (Peel),8nyder,Stirton, Taschereau, Thomp-
* gon, Thomson,* Tremblay, Trow, White (Halton), Wilkes, Wood, Young, Young.

“ MiNIsTERIALISTS:—Burpee (St. John), Coffin, Cunningham, Forbes, Gluss, Mac
“ donell (Inverness), Ray, Schultz, Scriver, Shibley, D. A. Smith (Selkirk), A. J.
“ Smith (Westmoreland).” +

Reply.

¢ Gentlemen,—1t in quite unnecessary for me to nssure yon that any representations
“ emanating from persons possessing the right to speak on public affairs with such
“ wuthority as yourselves will always ba considered by me with the greatess respect, even
“ had not ciroumstances already compelled me to give my nost anxious thought to the
‘“ matters to which you are now desirous of calling my attention.

“ You say, in your memorandum, that four months have elapsedesince the Hon. Mu.
* Huntington preferred grave charges of corruption against my present advisers, in refer-
‘“ence to the Pacific Railway contract, and that although the House has appointed a
“ Committee to enquire into these charges, the proceedings of this Committee have on
¢ various grounds been postponed, and the enquiry has not yet taken place.

“ Gentlemen, no person can regret more deeply than I do these unfortunate delays,
“ the more so as they seem to have given rise to the impression that they have been
** dnnecessarily interposed by the action of the Executive.

“ It may be premature at this moment to enter into a history of the disallowance of
¢ the Oaths ill,l;mt this much, at all eventa, it is but fair to every one that I should
“ atate, vis., that immediately after I had assented to that Act, I transmitted a oertified
“ nopy of it to the Becretary of State, in accordance with the instructions by which I am
“ bound on such occasions. That, leaning myself to the opinion, (an opinion fouinded on
¢ the precedent afforded by the Act of the Canadian Parliament, which empowers the
“ Senate to examine witnesses on oath,) that the Act was not ultra vires, I accompanied
“ it by a full exposition of the arguments which could be urged in its support ; but on
“ the point being referred by the Becretary of State for the professional opinion of the
¢ Law Officers of the Crown, it was pronounced inconsistent with the Act of Confeder-
“ ation, and that, therefore, the postponemeont of the enquiry, so far as it has arisen out
“ of this circumstanoce, has resulted wholly by the operation of law, arfd has been beyond
* the control of any one conterned.

 You then proceed to urge me, on grounds which are very fairly and foroibly stated,
“ to decline the advice which has beon unanimously tendered to me by my responsible
“ Ministers and to refuse to prorogue Parliament ; in other words you require me to dis-
“ misy them from my counsels ; for, gentlemen, you must be aware thut this would be
 the necessary result of my nsaentiu% to your recommendation. ‘

“ w;)on what grounds would 1 be justified in taking so grave a step §

‘“ What guarantee can you afford me that the Parliament of the g)ominion would
* endorse such an act of personal interference on my part ?

® The names thus noted wers signed by proxy.

+ The abave classification is founded on the votes taken on Mr, Hunsington's motl 0
gotitlemon, however, classed with the opposition mlé)he be more properly 3.'2 J?wn“:s o Img:ﬁond:; “:f. two




