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guing the question in controversy wve havo
relied ou the authorities of Englisi states-
men, and especially on those who have
lilled the office of First Minister, such as
the Earl of Derby and Mr. Glaistone,
and likewise on tho bighest authorities on
conàtitutionail aw. But the wvriter had
the advantage of having been a member
of the Cabinet of Mr Lafontaine under the
Earl of Elgin, as Governor-General, andi
he had, subsequently, the honor of being
IFirst Minister hiself under the sane
nobleman, and he isconsequentlyfamiliar
vith the practice followed after the intro-

duction of Parliamentary or Responsible
Government.

TnE LAFONTAINE-13AI.DWIN PRATÂiel

It is well knovn to tiose acquainted
vith our history that Mr. Lafontaine, al-
thougli the leader of the Gover-unent,
devolvedi on his colleague, the lIon.
Robert Baliwin, who liad made constitu-
tional law- anid practice his peculiar study,
the leadership of the Bouse, whichi neces-
sarily made him the medium of communi-
cation vith the Goverior-General on all
questions coinng before the Legislature.
During this controversy ive have hand occa-
sion to state that Mfr. Baldwin ivas most
scrupulous on all occasions iu obtaining
the assent of the Governor to every act,
whether of administration or legislation.
Uniless 'ie adhere strictly in this Domîi-
nion and in the several Provinces te the
constitutional practice o' the Mfother
Country we siall be like a ship at sea
ivithout compass or rudder, and nay at
any time drift on a lee shore. It w-as
satisfiaetory te us to fin that in vhat we
consider the main point Sir John Macdon-
ald admitted in hlis speech vhat we have
contended for, viz., the strict analogy
betÈween the Lieutenant-G overnor and his
Ministers as to local afliairs, and the Gov-
ernor-General and his Ministers as te
Dominion affaiirs. That point being con-
cededi we have only te consider further
-liether Mr. De Boucherville, w-ho as Pre-
iner was the -iediuni of communication

ivith the Lieutenant overnor, did con-
cede to him his three rights, " the right
te be consulted, the right -to encourage,
the right te iarn."

TiE TiUE ISSUE

We must remîlind our adversar-ics that,
on the 25th February, the Lieutenant-
Governor ivas obliged te call for a great
déal ot information comprised in a 'lfac-
tumI" relating chielly te the iaihvay Bill.
Among other demandà w-as " a stateneit
4of the reasons vhici led the Pro,ýincial

Goverinent not to be satislied witlt the
provisions of the statutory andi public

Iaiv and of te Civil Code of this Tror-
ince for the recovery of any sums of

"money ihichi may be due by those co-
" perations but without previously advis-
"ing in azny niay with the Lieutenant-
" Governor te propose ex-postffacto legisla-

tion to comtpel thin topay.'' " Another
" very important Bill te make provision
"for levying niev taxes, has also been
"lproposed o ithe Legislature iithotut ha»-
"inUt beenpreviously subinilled for' the con-
" sideration of the Lieudenant-Governor?
HIere is a positive stateinent by tlie
Lieutenant-Governor, and before con-
menting on it, we shall give the ipsissimta
verba of Mr. De Boucherville's reply
as te the statenients w-hich ive have itali-
cised: "I wouild noir beg your Excellency

te observe that, vhiile you w-ere at
" Rivière Guelle, I hadc the lionor' to ask
" your authority te put the question of'
"finance before the louse, and that you
" kindly answered thtat you i'ere fort-varti-
" ing through the mail a blani, ivhicli act

I took at thtat tiùie ns a great niark of
confideclee ou your part. I receivec, in
flet, a blank with your signature, and I

"gave it to tie Trcasurer vlio hiad it filled
" up by your Aide-de-Camp. Later I hadl
" the honor1 te asi your Excellency fot' a
"general permnission te subniit to the
"louse mensuresconerning money mat-
"I ters, vhich yom- Excelleicy gave me with
"your ordinary courtesy. That permis-
Ision I may say ias ahvays been granted
me by your predecessor the late lainent-

"ed MrI-. Caron. I mnust adiuît that ihI
' that permission, andbeing convinced your
SExcellencytad read the reasurer's sech

in which /he announced the taxation sub-
" scquetly* noposed, I conside'ed inyself
" auithoised·to tell ny colleagues that I

aad your perilission for ail moeney mea-
tsures. beg your Excellency to believe
" that I iever had ithe intention of assuin-
"ing the right of having nieasuires passed
" ivithout your approbation, and that !n
" tiis case, hîavitng hald occasion te confer
"vith you with regard te Vite unr ivith
"resp ect te the Provincial iaihvy, and

iot laving orders to suspend it, I did
" not think your Excellency would sec i

Vtat measure any intiiation on' iy part
of disregarding your prerogatives, w'hich

"nobody is moi-e disposed to respect
" and upiold thait mîîyself." ve have
stated the case fairly on both sides. 3h-.
De ¯Boucherville ackno yledges frankly Vitat
ie ougit not to have assumed the right of
lhaving -measui-es passed without the
LieutenantGove'nor's, approbation, and
he professes his desire to respect and u -
hold the Lieutenanît-Govérnor's preroga-
tives, meaning, of couise, those three
rights w-hich Mr. Bakgehtot, -the pet au-

thority of Sir John Macdonald, and Mr.
Chapleau, has happily described as " the
"riglht to be consulted, the right to on-
"courage,the right to warn.": We claim Mr.
De Boucherville as an additional authority
in support of the Lieutenant-Governor's
constitutional right te consultation, but,
wve shall venture to contrast that Minis-
ter's practice writh his Professions. Ini
reply to the Lieutenant-UGovernor's clear
statenient as to the Iailvay and Tax
bills, Mr-. De Boucherville refers Vo a tele-
gram addressed to the Lieu tenant-Gover-
nor at Rivière Ouelle, asking authoiity " to
" put the question of finance beore the
"IHouse." Now- it is generally knovn
that Vhere is an express provision in the
B'itish Amuerica Act, i.equiring a special
message from the Lieutentan t-G overnor to
accoipaniy the estimates and recommnîend
them to the House. The Lieutenant-
Goveror correctly assuned that the tole
gran of Mr. De Boucherville referred to
this formal message, and lie sent a blank
form signed, which his private Secretary
(who acted in that capacity, and not as
aide-de-camp) filled up exaetly as in-
tended, andl which, consequently, could
not bave been used for any other
purpose. This, thien, is fr. DeBoucher-
ville's sole authority, on hisonn admission,
for introducing a Iaiivay Bill superseding
the statutory and publie law. Had Mir.
Letellier been at Spencerwood could his
signature to a message to accomîpany the
estirnatte s been invokled as an authority fir
the Railvay and Tax bills? As to the con-
versation dturing which, as Mr. DeBoucher-
ville alleges,the Lieutenant- Governor gave
huin "a general permission to submit to
the House measures concerning money
iatters," it is to be remarked, 1st, that
the Lieutenant-Governor denies explicitly
that he gave any such authority. It seeus
highly improbable that ie intended to do
so, but the misunderstanding is of little
consequence because, 2ndly, the permis-
sion could have no bearing on any but
money niatters i ani, 3rdly, that .the al-
leged permission is said to have, been
given in a conversation which took place
long after the introduction of the Railway
and Tax bills; 4th, That Mr. DeBoucher-
-ville states as ene of bis reasons for informn-
ing his colleagues that lie had permission
for all money measures, was that lie ivas
convinced that the Lieutenan tGovernor
Il had read the Treasurer's spieech, in wvhtich
lic amnounced the taxation subsegtentlypro-
posed." If any one can read the two
statements of the Lieutenant -Governor
and of Mr. DeBouclhervilloi and believe
that the former vas consulted either on
the laihvay or Tax bills,lhe must have mor
credulity than ive can pretend te.


