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guing the question in contiroversy we have
“relied on the authorities of English states-
~‘men, and' especially on those who have
filled the office of First Minister, suel ns
the Earl of Derby and Mr.
" and likewise on the highest authorities on
constitutional law. But the writer had
the advaninge of having been & member
of the Cabinet of My Lafontaine under the
Earl of Elgin, as Governor-General, and
he had; subsequently, thé honor of being
Tirst Dinister himselfl under the same

nobleman, and he is consequently familiar .

with the practice followed affer the intro-
duction of P'ulmmentm-y or Responsible
Govemment

THE LAI FONTAINE-BALDWIN PRACTICE,

It is well known to those acquainted
with our history that Mr. Lafontaine, al-
though the leader of the Government;
devolved ' on his colleague, the Ilon.
Robert Baldwin, who had made constitu-
tional law and practice his peculiar study,
the leadership of the House, which neces-
sarily made him the medium of communi-
cation with the Governor-General on all
questions coming before the Legislature.
During this controversy we have had ocea-
sion to state that Mr. Baldwin was most
scrupulous on all occasions in obtaining
the assent of the Governor to every act,
whether. of administration or legislation.
Unless we' adhere strictly in this Domi-
nion and in -the several Provinces to the
‘constitutional * practice’ of the Mother
- Country we shall be like a ship at sea
“‘without” compass or rudder, and may at
~any time arift on a lee shore.
satisfactory Lo us to find that in what we

consider the main point Sir John Macdon-*

ald admitted in his speech what we have
contended. for, viz, the strict analogy
between the Lieutenant-Governor and his
Ministers as to local affairs, and the Gov-
ernor-Generel ‘and his Ministers as to
Dominion affairs. - That point being con-
‘ceded we have only to consider further
‘whether Mr. De Boucherville, who as Pre-
* anier was the medium of communication
with the Licutenant:Governor, did con-
‘cede to him his three rights, ¢ the right
to ‘be consulted, ‘the u"ht ‘1o encourn"e,
. the lwht to warn,” :

THE TRUYE ISSUE,

We must yemind our. ‘u]vels'u tes thaf,
‘on the 25th TFebruary, the Lieutenant-
(uoyemox was obliged to call for 'n great
déal of information comprised in a “ fac-

tum relating clueﬂy to the Railway Bill.

‘Among other demands was 4 a statement
 of the reasons which led the’ Pxovmcml
“Govelnment not to be satisfied \uth the
s pmvxsxons of the stntuto:y and pubhc

Gladstone, -

It was’

“law and of the Civil Code of this Prov-
“ince for the recovery of any sums of
¢ money which may be due by thuse cor-
“ porations butb without previously advis-

“ing dn -any way with the Licutenant-

“. GQovernor to propose ex-post facto legisla-
“ tion 1o compel them o pay.”’ * Another
“ yery important Bill to make provision

“ for levying mew taxes, has also been'

‘“proposed to the Legislatuve without hav-
“dng been previously submitied for the con-
“sideralion of the Lieutenant-Governor.”
Here is a positive stalement by the
Lieutenant-Governor, and before com-
menting on it, we shall give the ipsissima
zerba of Mr. De Boucherville’s reply
as to the statements which we have itali-
cised: “I'would now begyour Excellency
“to observe that, while you were at
“ Riviere Ouelle, I had the honor to ask
“your aulhority to. put- the question of
“ finance before the Heuse, and that you
“ kindly answered that you were forward-
“ing through the mail a blank, which nct
“Y took at that time as a great murk of
“ confidence on your part: ~ Ireceived, in
“fact, o blank with your signature, and I
“anve it to the Treasurer who had it filled
“ up by your Aide-de-Camp. Tater I had
# the lionor to-ask your Excellency for a
“general permission to submit to the
“ IHouse measures concerning money mat-
“ ters, which your Excellency gave me with
“your ordinary courtesy. - That pérmis-
# sion I may say has always been granted
“me by your predecessor the late lament-
“ed Mr. Caron. I must admit that with
“ that permission, andbeing convinced your

¢ Bacellencyhadread the Treasurer's speech

“qn whick he announced the tazation sub-
“ sequiently  proposed, I considered myself
“ authorised ‘to Lell my colleagues that I
“ had your permission for all money mea-
“sures. I beg your Excellency io believe
“ that I never had the intention of assum-
“ing the right of having measures passed
“ without your approbation, and that in
“ this cn.ﬂe, having had occasion to confer

fywith you with regard to the laty with

“respect to the Provincial I’mlway, and
“not having orders to suspend it, I did
“not think your Exccllency “ould see in
“ ghat measur e any intimation on my part

“of disr egarding your prerogatives, which
“nobody is. more disposed o respect
“and uphold .than myself.”. We ' haye
stated the case fairly on both sides. -Mr.
De Boucherville acknowledges frankly that
he dught not to have assumed the right of
having - measures passed without - the
Licutenant-Governor's .approbation, " and
he professes his desire to respect and up-

_hold the- Lxeuten:mt Govérnor’s . prerogu- -
‘tives, meaning, of ‘coutse, those ihree
rights. which Mz -Bagehot, the pet au-

_posed.”’

‘thority ‘of Sir John Macdonald, -and Mr.

Chapleau, has happily described as ¢ the
‘“right to be :consulted, the right to en-
“ cournge,the right to warn.”. We claim My,
De Boucherville as an additional authority
in support of the Lieutenant-Governor's
constitutional right to consultation, but,
we shall venture to contrast that Minis-
ter’s practice with his professions. In
reply to the Lientenant-Governor's. clear
statement as to the Railway and Tax
-bills, Mr. De Boucherville refers to a tele-
gram addressed to the Licutenant-Gover-
nor at Riviére Ouelle, asking authority ¢ to
¢ put the question of finance betore the
“House.,” Now it;is generally known
that there is an express provision in the
British America Act, requiring a special
message from the Lieuteriant-Governor to
accompany the estimates and recommend
themi to the Mlouse.: The Lieutenant-
Governor correctly assumed. that the tele
gram of Mr. De Boucherville referred to
this formal message, and he sent a blank
form signed, which his private Secretary
(who acted in that capacily, and not as
aide-de-camp) filled up exactly as - in-
tended, and which, consequently, could
not lave been used for any other
purpose.. This, then, is Mr. DeBoucher-
ville’s sole authority, on hisown admission,
for introducing a Railway Bill superseding
the statutory and public law.  Had M.
Letellier been at Spencerwood could: his
signature to a message to accompany the
estimates been invoked as an aathority for
the Railway and Tax bills ? As to the con-
versation during which, as Mr. DeBoucher-
villealleges,the Licutenant -Governor gave
him “a general permission to submit to
the House measures concerning money
matters,” it .is to be remarked, 1st, that
the Lieutenant-Governor denies explicitly
that he gave any such authority. It seems
Lighly improbable that he intended to do
s0, but' the misunderstanding is of little
consequence because; 2ndly, the permis-
sion could have no bearing on any but
money mabters; and, 3rdly, that. the al-
leged permission is said to_ have bLeen
given in a conversation which took place
long after the introduction of the Railway
and Tax- bills;- 4th, That Mr. DeBoucher-
ville states as one of his reasons for inform-
ing his colleagues that he had permission
for all money measures, was' that he.was
convinced. that the Lieutenant:Governor
“Rhad read the Treasurer’s speceh, in. whick
he announced thelaxation subsequently pro- -
. If any one ean read -thetiwo
statements of - the ‘Lieutenant.Govérnor’
and of. Mr. ‘DeBoucherville; and believe -
that the fmmer was “consulted -either-on
the Railway or Tax bll]s,he misst liave niok e
cxeduhty th'm \\e enn px stend to.




