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of His Excellency. But hon. gentlemen on
the Treasury benches do not appear dis-
posed to defend what they have here stated.
The hon. gentlemen have teld us, in a series
of speeches extending over the past fifteen
vears, that they had altered the tariff in
such a way as to contribute to the pros-
perity of the country : in fact, they pro-
posed to prevent a condition of depression
and distress ;: and now, after they have from

time to time legisluted with the view of’

correcting the mistakes which they said were
in the taritf, and which it was impossible
that men could avoid, however
their information might be, the hon.
First  Minister informs us that no one
possessed  of  common  sense  would
dertake to declare that a Government could
by its legislation make the country prosperous.
Why, Sir. we had a very different story told
us.  We had a declaration that the voices of a
distressed population had come from every
part of the country to a former Prime Min-
ister, erying, “ Come over and help us out
of the difficulty and distress in which we
are.” The hon. gentleman has also put into
this Spcech the declaration that the land
laws of the North-west require amendment ;
vet neither the mover nor the seconder of
the Address, nor the hon. First Minister him-
self, has told us in what respect these laws
are defective or in what respect they require
amendment. The hon. gentleman has also put
in His Excellency's mouth the declaration that
the Indian Act is defective and requires
amendment, but in what respect it requires
amendment we are up to this moment left in
the dark. And we are asked to vote an Ad-
dress in reply to the Speech. which wiil echo
everything contained in the Speech. though
hon. gentlemen opposite have not up to the
present mowment given us the slightest in-
formation on these subjects. The hon. leader
of the Government requires a great deal of
his followers on this occasion. He requires
them to affirm what he has put in this Ad-
dress, while he withholds from them the in-
formation to enable them to say whether
what he has put there is correct or proper
in any particular. Now, Sir, it appears to
me that, when the Governor General is
meeting Parlinment for the first.time, noth-
ing should be put in the Speech which is
not in point of law accurate; and yet—
and I suppose the hon. First Minister, as
the Minister of Justice, is responsible for
this—I find it stated here that His Ex-
celleney the Governor General isx  the
Viceroy of Her Majesty. Now, Sir, we
Know right well that that is a mis-
take. We know that in the British em-
pire there may be but two persons holding
that position. The one is the Lord Lieuten-
ant of Ireland, the other the Governor Gen-
eral of India. Prior to 1876. when Indin
beecame an empire, and the Queen's pro-
clamation was issued, the Governor General
of India was not a Viceroy, and Lord Can-
ning was declared by the Queen’s pro-
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‘clamation, in November, 1838, to be the tirst
‘Viceroy of England who ruled in British
‘India. We LKknow the origin. Every one
Jaecquainted with the history of Ireland knows
‘that before the time of Henry VIIL Ireland
"was a Lordship, and that the representitive
iof the Sovereign there was called the Lord
Deputy or Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, and
it was not until after that period that the
‘Lord Licutenant of Ireland became a Viceroy.
i This subject has frequently been before the
STadicial Committee of  the Privy Council.
T.et me call the attention of the House to
some of the ecases.  In the case of Hill vs,
‘Bigge., Lord Brougham, who gave the de-
Leision, said @

If it is said that the Governor of a colony
is quasi sovereign, the answer is that he does not
even represent the sovereign generally, having only
the functions delegated to him hy the terms of his
commission, and being ounly the officer to execute
the specific powers with which that commission
clothes him,

And so we find. in the case of Cameron
against Kyte, where the decision of the

Judicial Commitfee was delivered by Baron
Parke. that Baron Parke said:

If a governor had, by virtue of that appoint-
ment the whole sovereignty of the colony deleguted
to him as a viceroy and represented the kingdin
the government of that colony, there would be
good reason to contend that an act of sovercignty
done by him woeuld he valid and obligatory upon
the subject living within his government.

And so on, and then he goes on to say that
that is not the position of a Governor. he-
cause a Governor derives his authority froni
his commission. He is not intrusted with
all the powers belonging to the Sovereign,
and therefore is an executive officer, whose
executive duties are defined and limited by
the commission which he has received, and
the instructions which are from time to time
given to him. I see, in the case of Mus-
grove vs. Pulido, there is exactly the same
doctrine laid down by Sir Montague Smith,
in which it is said:

It is apparent from these authorities that the
Governor of a colony (in ordinary cases) cannot be
regarded asa viceroy : nor can it he assumed that
he possesses general sovereign power. His author-
ity is derived from his commission, and limited to
the powers thereby expressly or impliedly entrust-
ed to him, :

I am not going into a discussion of this
question, because every one who has consider-
ed the subject knows that His Excellency
is not & Viceroy. His Excellency is a Gov-
ernor General. He s intrusted with the
executive powers, to the extent mentioned in
the Commission, which are necessarily con-
ferred upon him: in consequence of the pro-
visions of the British North America Act.
He is no more a Viceroy than a Lieutenant-
Governor, and a Lieutenant-Governor re-
presents Her Majesty. He is clothed with
certain powers, as an executive officer re-
presenting Her Majesty. but he is not clothed




