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own side of the House, not on ours, He has also

aluded o my election, but with reference to this, I

«can teil him, that the infinence which gives me a seat
‘in this House, is a true British political one. 1 have
run two elections, and I owe my return to the ve-
spected constituency which I represent; and 1 helieve
that though nol more than fifty votes ahead of my
.opponent, I have the confidlence of my constituency.
But, 8ir, the bon. member has also said that in 1859,
I twas appointed Atiorney General nominally, This,
Bir, is not true. I have never asked for an office of
any deseription for myself or any one connested with
me,—1 never agked for the Attorney Generalship, and
when appointed, I was astonished, for I always con-
sidered myself too young a man to be appointed. to
any imporiant office, or to a seat iu the Government,
But, Sir, the duties of that office I discharged, and
‘the whole of them, and in giving it to me Mr. Palmer’s
name was never mentioned., ¥or two years Ienjoyed
ihe whole salary of my office, and had nething whatever
to do with that gentleman in pevforming its duties,
recelving no more assistance from him than one law-
yer usually does from another. Af the end of that
time, however, seeing that he was serving the country
without receiving any reward, while I, who had far
less claims, was being liberally rewarded, I employed
him to assist me, and paid bim myself without having
any communication with the Executive on the subject.
I did uot even know that the Council, as a body,
was aware that Mr. Palmer was employed by me. I
stake my word of honor, that I was appointed as freely
as the present Attorney General. Will the last speaker
deny the fact that I discharged the duties of the
office while T held it. It was a fres and voluntary
act on my part to employ Mr. Palmer, and I wasin
circumstances which enabled me {o do it; hut I was
in no way bound to employ him, and received no
more assistance from him than the presenf Attorney
General receives from soy lawyer he pleases to employ.

Hon. My, HOWLAN.~It sppears to me rather strange
that the Executive should not be aware at the time that
the hon. member employed and paid Mr. Palmer. Though
1 do live at Tignish, I can read the newspapers, aud I
know that it was the general opinion throughout the Is-
1and that the Government, when they gave him the ap-
pointment, intended him to act as he did. ‘

#r. BRECKEN.——I was sworn into office without one
~word being said concerning Mr. Palmer; and what I did,
I did of my own accord. 1 chose to employ and fee him
liberally, T had a perfect right to do so. Iknew wheni
held the office that of right it belonged to him.

“¥en, Mr. HOWLAN.~The hon. member iz only getting
deeper into the mire. He says that the Government were
ot aware of the fact that he was employing Mr. Palmer,
I think that had he employed s gentleman of the opposite
party they would not have remained long in ignorance
of it.

Mr. McREILL.~I am, My, Chairman, one of the “yonn%
members,” but 1 may, perhaps, say a few words, thou

do not wish to occupy the tims of this Committee. I had
not the slightest idea that the paragraph now under dis-
cussion wonld have been the catise of so long & debate, as
it did net convey any censurs upen the late Governmeny
for having delayed the General Election. I do not intend,
Bir, to o over all’ the ground that has besn traversed by
the speakers befove me, or to srgus whether the hon.
member for Charlottetown or Mr. Palmer wes Attorney
General In 1859, Baut, 8ir, we have besn twitied for the

manner in which we are carrying out Responsible Govern- | ge!

ment. - I would ask if the iconduct of -{he present Oppesi-
ion,. wheit i5 power, showed any very great degree of
consistency? I well remerober that in 1859 the hon. mem-
berfor Charlattetown (Mry. Brécken) came out to Wheatley
-River .to support & friend of his who, wes running the
Elsetion in ihat district. He msde a splendid speech on
the weeaslon,—for, a8 you know, Mr. Chalrman, the hon.
Amber can be very eloguent—and aimest the whols of it

was in favor of em‘gémg ofiicehiolders from the flvor of
the House. This, Sir, was in the days of the Political
Alllance; and the ressens given by the bon, member for
having since changed his policy are not very satisfnctory
to me at least, The Tepent League cannot certainly have
influenced him, for that League was not in existence at
the thme, Allusions have also been made, 8ir, to cur not
working harmoniously togeglier; but the Opposition must
rememnber that we have not had a faip trial, ond shounld
copsider, oo, that such faunts cowe with o bad grace
from them. Every one knew that during the last year the
Conservative Government was composed of auythiug but
harmonious eleinents. First, one member of the Execu-
tive was put oub, or vesigped, then sunother, €l finally no
Government was left, Though we are not carrying out
the Departinental system in its fullest sease, siill, if
our principles are right, no censure should bs cast upon us.

Hon. Mr. DUNCAN —1do not thiuk that the last speaker
has said anything worthy of a reply, s¢ that none is need-
ed. I must sy, however, that the preseut Government
have seen the error of thelr ways, as we did. We went
iute one extreme, aud for four yeurs had not an office-
holder on the floor of this House. When we found that
our policy was wrong we acknowledged it at the bustings;
but the present Government has never publicly disavewed
their former Departmental policy, though now, after they
have got into power, we find them tacitly admitting that
the policy which they condemned in the Comservatives
{that of having three officers on the floor) is the correct
one. But, Mr. Chairmasn.is iv from necessity or from a
desive to do what is right, that they have appointed only
three of their members to office? I am inelined to think 4
thdt they feared some would be rejected, and the case of
the Queen's Printer shows that it might have been as well
for the party had he not taken ofiice, though my hon.
colleague has told us that he is glad that gentleman was
rejected. .

Hon. Mr. LATRD.—The last speaker huas said that the
Conservatives, eight years ago, went 10 the hustings with
the avowed determination to allow no officerholder on the
fioor, and that for four years they carried this policy out.
This I will admit, but I am not so willing to concede the
truth of his other ststement—that they afterwards at the
hustings acknowledged their error. If, I think, was un-
derstood smong the members of the then Government
that they were at that election to be silent on the subject
of ofiiceholders; and I am of opinien that the members of
that party made no profession upon the subject, and thag
they were returned without any guestions being ssked
them. It is well known that from that time they had
three officeholders in the Legisiature, and during last
session we find them bringing in a Bill relating to Election
Laws (Par. Rep. 1866, page 52) providing for as many aus
eight officers in the House of Assembly and Legisiative
Council. The paragraph relating to these officers reads
as follows :— .

“‘The Bill provides that any persen holding the offive of
Colonisl Sesrstary, Attorney General, Bolicitor General, Colenial’
Tresgurer, Commissioner of Public Lands, Postmaster Genersl,
Financial Secretary er Ucllester of Impost for Charlottetown,
aud being at the same time a member of the House of Assembly
or islative Couneil, who shall resign his office, and within
one month - after hiz resignation secept auy other of the ssid
offices, inder the ssme administration, shall not thereby vacate
his seat in the said Assembly or Lagislative Council.”

The statement of iny hon, friend, the member for Belfast,
that he was on certaln grounds that the Queen's
Printer had been vrejected by bis constituents, has been
'made the subject of many remarks. The members on the
Opposition side of the House must certainly be very ob-
tyse. The hon. member only said that he was glad that
niieman’s constituents had rejected him if they did not
believe his professions sincerc regsrding his future polley
on Confederation. This discussion has already been cop-
tinued too long, but it is necessary to disprove the state-
ments made regarding the inconsistency of the Govern-
ent, when such charges can more easily be subatantiated
agalnst the present Opposition when in power. That the
present is & true Responaible form of Government is evi-

dent from the definition given by the Hon. Atiorney Gen-



