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:lbtiﬁh f!ihould bring about the confederation

Joh.C four Provinces for which they acted.
audn & Macdonald, Cartier, Langevin, Galt
> '0 ers took part in it. Ob arriving in
gan_d 8ir John no longer wished for a con-
egi srlahon of the four provinces, with a local
reaolm'me for each of them, such as the
lativutmn-s provided for, but simply a legis-
- Jo € union of these four provinces. Sir
Dretg persisted nearly a nonth in this
themllswn. Cartier and Langevin found
the P‘*"‘V'es alone, as representatives of
Prete Fovince of Quebec, and repelled such a
‘Bbammn’ ‘for Galt,” said Cartier to e,
do“{g‘; the opinion of Sir John A. Mac-
ignan: Cartier told me that he was in-
h EDant at the conduct of the latter, he who
ther:'seﬂ to power in 1875 and had been kept
in l‘oever since solely through his majority
pre, wer Canada, for the majority of the re-
®entatives from Upper Canada were hostile
ﬂnd'lm' It showed on his part a lack of heart
eetro)'ah;y for 1.ower Canada, to attempt to
ang Y himself (Cartier) politically speaking
mere Place the Province of Quebec at the
in Ces)'f and under the control of other Prov-
civil rom which it differed as much in its
ita 2 8nd religious institutions as in its laws,
o -d:“,g“agg and its customs. S8ir John’s
an In striking this treacherous blow was
o nl;hllatg the the Province of Quebec and
rovirc.Of it an English instead of & French
rel i"’ce-. Then our laws and our civil and
littl%, (;)“S Institutions would have disappeared
tedy little to give place to institutions
Engli h&ccordma to the views and at the will of
the Fs gentlemen who disliked, as he knew,
their ‘i;?nch Canadians and Catholics with all
“Q earts.,

of sil_"'j‘“er told me that seeing the bad faith
elles Ohn he wrote at once to Sir N. F.
inf, U, who happily was then First Minister,
memm’t‘}l him of the misery and embarrase-
that i‘s}:"l'?d up l:{ Sir John, and telling him
veyin € received from him a_telegram con-
once 8 such information he should resign at
Final‘l’"th a view to breaking up everything.
Georo?” after a month of efforts to bring Sir
put g¢ E. Cartier to his opinion, Sir John
gi:;g&'m the question—* Shall we have a
give l?‘twe Union ?”  Cartier, being_asked to
enoy l<9 Opinion, replied by a ¢ No’ short
Wag l%s‘ lto give Sir John to understand that it
Then t({ €88 to push the question any further.

o 0 the Imperial Act was passed.
hag lamer told me that from that time he
ngﬂt all confidence in Sir John, that he
Teyer ;’ef pardoned his treacherous act, and
the e ould pardon it. So much was this
ac ee that he said he had interviewed Mr.
told hinzw’ then chief of the Opposition, and
in hig 0 not to imitate George Brown, who,
inay |25 0rnal the Globe, had without ceasing
 Teligions Villified and injured the civil and
who |, S institutions of Lower Canada, and
him it’;}“ oing had, rendered a union with
“ndemf"g‘“‘"e; giving Mr. Mackenzie to
eang o '" that there would possibly bea
arriving at an agreement witf‘z' him.

This is exactly what Cartier said to me rela-
tive to the conduct of Sir John, and this
declaration I am able, if necessary, to affirm
under oath. I may add that the evening, or
the evening before the departure of Cartier
tor England, where he had to go. for.the
benefit of his health, I went to see him at his
residence at Montreal. There he told me,
amongst other things, that he left for England
in ill-health, and that he thought he should
never gee Canada again, because the doctors
here had told him that his malady was in-
curable. He begged of me to recall that
which he had told me during the preceding
session with regard to Sir John Macdonald,
and added :—*“Have no confidence in him ; he
does not like the French-Canadians, he de-
tests them, Thatis a warning which I give
you by which you should profit.”

Such were the last words which fell
from the lips of the great French-Canadian
leader, on the eve of his departure from
Canada—never to return again.

Such was the parting advice given by
our dying chieftain to an intimate friend
of his, to a gentleman who had then and
has now the confidence of his compatriots
and who held before, and has since held,
the high position of an adviser of the
Crown.

Hon. gentlemen should not lose sight
of the fact that the writer of this import-
ant letter refers to an old politician, Sir
N. F. Belleau, Premier of Canada at the
time of Confederation, stating that he
knows the whole story. This precious
document was published about four weeks
ago and has never been contradicted.

If all these statements be true (and they
cannot be contradicted) have I not aright
to infer that the present constitutional
agitation was foreshadowed by Sir George
E. Cartier, and that it is in conformity
with the views he expressed before his
death ?

The movement is not, then (as has
often been stated by the Government
themselves and by their paid organs) due
to the fact that Riel was a French half-
breed. No, as I have already said, the
death of Riel was metely the last act of a
tragic drama begun in England in 1867,
and ending at Regina in 1885. The pre-
sent agitation is somewhat like that of
1841. A legislative union of Upper and
Lower Canada having been sanctioned
by the Imperial Parliament, we had to
submit, but we used all constitutional
means to avert the danger which menaced
us. We had then as our leader Lafon-



