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DOMINION PARLIAMENT.

Fim SESSION—-THIRD PARLIAMENT.

Thursday, April 11.
The Speaker certified to the return of 

Dr. Mclnnes for New Westminster.
Mr. Costigan rose to a question of privi

lege. He desired to call attention to some 
remarks respecting him in a newspaper.

Objection being taken by Mr. Holton to 
the practice of members ■ bringing news
paper articles before the House, a general 
discussion followed.

The Speaker spoke in favour of the 
view taken by the member for Chateau- 
guay. Any member, however, who felt 
greatly aggrieved, might move to bring 
the proprietor of a newspaper or writer of 
an article before the bar.

Mr. Costigan then proceeded to read a' 
telegraphic despatch, from Ottawa in the 
St. John Freeman, which alleged that he 
had “ gobbled up” $7,000 belonging to 
another person, who was now pressing his 
claim at the capital. Mr. Deveber was 
given as authority for the statement, and 
he should either deny it or ask for a Com
mittee to enquire into the charge.

Mr. Deveber said he had not inspired 
the despatch, and knew nothing at all 
about it.

Mr. Dymond said he had conferred with1 half an-hour. 
the member for Chateauguay as to whether 'r x' 
he should bring before the House a letter 
which appeared in a local paper last week 
reflecting upon his personal honour, and 
which was a gross libel, and he acted upon 
his counsel in not doing so. It remained 
to be seen whether other papers which had 
published the letter would publish a re
traction of it.

Dr. Tupper was certain the member for 
Victoria had justified to the House his 
bringing before it a matter so seriously re
flecting upon him. As regards the mem
ber for North York, he felt satisfied the 
member for Chateauguay had given him 
bad advice. He was proceeding to speak 
on this subject when

Mr. Young rose to a point of order, 
which was sustained by the Speaker, and 
the matter dropped.

Mr. Mackenzie moved an address to the 
Governor-General. He said he did so with 
pain and pleasure, and proceeded to pay 
a high compliment to his Excellency.
His personal relations with his Excellency, 
he said, had been of the most gratifying 
kind. He moved the address, Seconded by 
Sir John Macdonald.

Sir John Macdonald spoke in the 
highest terms of Lord and Lady Dufferin, 
and said it gave him infinite pleasure to 
second the resolution moved by the Prime 
Minister.

After some remarks from Messrs. Laurier 
and Langevin the motion was carried.

It was ordered that a message be sent to 
the Senate asking its concurrence in the 
address.

Mr. Mackenzie moved the House into 
Committee of Supply.

Sir John Macdonald moved his promised 
amendment in reference to the Quebec coup 

■ d’etat, and justified his proceeding in Com
mittee of Supply instead of by a substan
tive motion. So.near the commencement 
of their career it was important they should 
not establish a bad precedent. It was a 
strange thing that having gained Respon
sible Government for Canada, almost at the 
point of the bayonet, they should be called 
upon at this day to defend its first prin
ciples. It had been contended by an emin
ent lawyer in Montreal recently that the 
governors of provinces had not the same 
constitutional powers as the Governor- 
General of the Dominion, but, though if a 
case were brought before the Courts, he 
(Sir John) did not say that view would not 
be sustained, he did not intend to take that 
line of argument. There was a great dif
ference between prerogative power and con
stitutional right. An Act which might be 
sustained by the Courts as the legal pre
rogative of the Crown might be exercieed 
in the most unconstitutional way. Con
stitutional usage was now pretty well de
fined. He read from ‘ ‘ Brougham ” and 
“ Freeman ” in support of this view. Set
ting as.de the legal view with regard to the 
Quebec difficulty, he contended that the 
Ministry should have governed, and be free 
to govern,-so long as they possessed the con
fidence of Parliament. If there was any 
exception to this doctrine, it was when the 
Crown had reason to believe that the 
Parliament did not represent the country.
Referring particularly to the Quebec mat
ter, he said the Lieutenant-Governor when 
appointed found a Government in office 
sustained by large majorities in both 
branches of the Legislature. Not a single 
reason which he gave for their dismissal 
would hold water, and were he placed in a 
like position, the illustrious nobleman of 
whom they had been speaking a while ago, 
would have cut off his right hand before he 
would have acted as had the Lieutenant- 
Governor of Quebec. He referred seriatim 
to the several dismissals of Governments 
which had occurred in England. The only 
case which was referred to by the defend
ers of the Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec 
which was worth noticing eus that of the 
Melbourne Government, and Gre ville, 
whose account had been confirmed by 
Baron Stockmeyer, showed that the failure 
ef Lord Melbourne to sustain the Whig 
character of his Government afforded Wil
liam IV. a reason for the dismissal, which 
was not generally understood. Even then, 
however, the dismissal was unconstitu
tional, and no authority now attempted to 
justify it. The case which came most 
nearly to that of Quebec was the South 
African case, where Sir Bartle Frere dis
missed his Ministry. But he acted in the 
face of a great danger in which the Local 
Government declined to use the burgher 
force for the maintenance of Imperial 
interests, and Sir Bartle Frere took 
the course which he did take in the support 
of those interests he was appointed pecu
liarly to maintain. Sir John went on to 
lay down what he considered the true 
constitutional doctrine, quoting at some 

rhape the ablest 
Constitutional 
extract from

said. He (Sir John) w 
tion, however, to lecture the Lil 
on responsible Government. While tie l_ 
mitted their right to discuss the conductof 
a Lieutenant-Governor, it was only ah ex
treme cale which justified such a course 
being taken. Where it was only the sim
ple case of the removal of one Ministry, 
and the appointment of another, he denied 
the right of the House to review his con
duct. Whether the action of the Govern
ment was wise or unwise would be decided 
by the electors of Quebec. Suppose the 
House condemned, the Tji en ten ant-flYwer-

th from “ _
modern writer on Brii 
Government, and .also 
“ Freeman.” These extracts went to show 
that in these days no Sovereign would 
dare to dismiss a Government which had a 
majority in Parliament. In the Quebec 
case every objection taken by the Lieut.- 
Governor to his late Ministry, exoept one, 
had reference, not to their Administration, 
but to their legislation. In the English 
cases, the question of legislation was never 
mentioned. He had been a member of the 
Administration under five Governor-Gen
eral, and he ventured to assert that the 
Ministry never submitted a bill to the re
presentative of the Sovereign, and only had 
his general assent at the commencement of 
a session to its financial measures. Why, 
only the other night, the Stamp Act of the 
Minister of Inland Revenue nad been so 
changed that its introducer could not re
cognize his / child when the House got 
through with it. Was it to be said the 
Governor-General had any responsibility 
for that bill, either in its inception or after 
it had been virtually destroyed ? He 
had only power to warn, and it should 
be used with extreme care and cau
tion. The Lieutenant-Governor of Que
bec allowed legislation to proceed without 
a suggestion of warning, and at the last 
hoars of the session unceremoniously dis
missed his Ministers, His conduct was a 
coup d’etat. It was unwise and an outrage 
upon the constitution. It could hardly be 
doubted, at all events it was broadly al
leged, that the course of the Lieutenant- 
Governor was dictated by his desire to 
seize upon power for his friends in view of 
a general election for the Dominion. No 
man fully aware of his responsibilities 
would have taken such a step. It remain
ed to be seen whether the Premier, upon 
whom the mantle of Baldwin had fallen, 
would turn his back upon the 

- had so long possessed. The 
man concluded a speech of three hour’s 
duration amidst the hearty cheers of the 
Opposition.

Mr. Mackenzie said be agreed with a
good deal of what the lion, gentleman had

condemned the Lieutenant-Gover
nor, in what position would it be placed if 
the verdict of the electors should be in his 
favour ? This interference was unwise and 
unwarranted, and destroyed the autonomy 
of the Provincial Government. He read 
from Sir John’s report as Minister of Jus
tice in reference to the Ontario Orange 
bills, and said the leader of the Opposition 
did not hold the same views in that docu
ment as he had expressed to-night. He 
would not defend the conduct of the 
Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec, but would 
leave it to be judged by the electors. The 
House should not be asked to pass a vote 
of censure, for it would be a censure, not 
only of the Lieutenant-Governor, but of his 
Ministry.—He denounced the conduct of 
Sir Edmund Head towards the Brown- 
Dorion Government. It was base and out
rageous. The resolution moved by 
the leader of the Opposition was 
both indecent and unwise. He asked 
every one who loved Responsible Gov
ernment to vote it down. He spoke for

Mr. Masson said a more danuufing 
speech Could not have been made thanthat 
to what they had just listened. The man
who was responsible for M. Lettellier's appointment did not dare to defend him. ff 
the will of the Legislature of Quebec could 
be set aside by an appointee of the
Government at Ottawa, the people of Que
bec had no security for their liberties. 
He referred at length to the MacMahon 
coup d’etat -and quoted from M. Thiers and 
the English Liberal Press in condemnation 
of it, holding that the Liberal party of 
Quebec through their Press and their 
speeches had favoured Communism. He 
pointed out thasM.Lettellier by his own de
claration had taken office with the deliberate 
intention of destroying the Conservative 
Government of Quebec, and replacing it 
by his own political friends. In order to 
accomplish this, he had constituted him
self the adviser of his Ministry, instead of 
allowing himself te be advised by his Min- 
istry, and in make his explanations he had, 
while telling the truth,forgotten to tell the 
whole of it. The Government were 
placed in a difficult position by M. Le tel
ler’s action, and they were trying to 
escape it by a side issue.

Mr. Laurier denied that the Liberals 
were Communists, and charged his oppon
ents with being enemies to Responsible 
Government, quoting from Conservative 
papers with a view of proving" this state
ment. It was not in the province of the 
House to criticise, much less condemn, the 
action of Lieut. -Governor Letellier. How
ever great the wrong committed, the 
Federal Parliament had no power to inter
fere.

Mr. Brooks spoke of the' paramount im
portance of the question to the Province 
of Quebec. If the Lieutenant-Governor’s 
conduct were justified, it might be the 
lot of a different party from that which 
suffered to-day te suffer to-morrow. The 
Premier, he regretted to say, had declined 
to discuss the question on its merits, and 
the Minister of Inland Revenue had taken 
the same position. It was the first time 
he had ever heard of an authority 
which conferred a power declining to dis
cuss its exercise. The Federal Power 
might be debarred from discussing the 
Acts of a Provincial Legislature, but it had 
the right to consider the conduct of a Lieu
tenant-Governor. He traced the history 
of Responsible Government in Canada, and 
referred at some length to the dismissal of 
the Melbourne Administration, quoting 
from Molesworth’s History of England ana 
other authorities, who severely condemn
ed that Act. William IV. may have 
had the preroptive on his side, 
but he did not have constitutional 
right. Mr. Brooks then spoke at consider
able length on the Quebec difficulty, taking 
np the points in detail, and contending that 
the conduct of the Lieutenant-Governor, in 
dismissing his Ministers, was unconstitu
tional and improper. His able speech was 
listened to with marked attention.

Mr. Langbvin moved the adjournment 
of the debate, and the House adjourned at 
2.10 a.m.

Friday, April It
Dr. Mclmns, member elect for New Westminster, 

was introduced by Mr. Dewdney and Mr. Macdonald 
(Toronto).

Mr. Smith (Westmoreland) presented a return ’of 
the quantities of iron purchased by the Government 
for railway purposes.

In answer to Dr. Tupper,
Mr. Macksshs saldhe was not yet prepared to 

say when the papers relating to the route of the 
Canadian Psciflc Railway would be brought down.

Mr. Lasorvoi resumed the debate on Sir John 
Macdonald’s motion. He ridiculed the Liberal 
pretensions of the Minister of Inland Re
venue and reviewed the various platforms 
of the Rouge party, showing that in many 
respects they were contradictory of each other, and 
in other respects communistic. The Minister of 
Inland Revenue approached the Quebec question by 
refusing to touch it. The conduct of M. Letellier 
he said was contrary to Responsible Government, 
and was a more autocratic act than even the Chan
cellor of Russia would dare to commit. If this 
House had not a right to interfere with that of
ficial, he might do what he pleased for fire years 
with the people of Quebec. What did they see 
now ? Men who never had the confidence of the 
people, and might never have it, spending their 
money and exercising the patronage of office. They 
valued their great institutions in Quebec, and they 
would not allow the Governor of the Pro
vince to deprive them of them. If Mr. 
Crawford, when Lieutenant - Governor of On
tario, luid done such an actes that of M. Letellier, 
the whole Province would have been roused to a 
sense of its great danger, and there would have 
been meetings and speeches and petitions to the 
Queen. Perhaps they were more patient in Quebec, 
but they were not less earnest, and would have 
their rights. The motion Sir John Macdonald had 
moved was not a party motion. They might have 
made it contain a censure on the Government, but 
they refrained from doing so, and the resolution 
was of a nature which ought to receive the unani
mous support of the House.

At this stage Mr. Langevin sat down, owing to a 
sudden palpitation, and the House, it being then 
half past five, took recess. —

After recess,
The Ontario Express and Transportation Com

pany bill was read a third time,
Mr. Oliver moving an amendment providing that 

the powers of the Ontario Charter should cease 
when the bill went into force.

Mr. Cambrox moved the second reading of the 
bill for the relief of Victoria Elizabeth Lyen—car
ried, yeas 90, nays 48»

Mr. Lasortix resumed his speech, going over 
point by point the reasons given by M. Letellier for 
the dismissal of his Ministre, and pointing out how 
utterly baseless and unworthy they are. The name 
of the Lieutenant-Governor pf Quebec would go in
history with the names of Craig and Haldimand, the 
destroyers of their liberties, the oppressors of the 
people.

M. JETTE said our constitution was a limited 
written constitution, and was, therefore, 
not the same as the English constitu
tion. He denied that this Parliament bore 
the same relation te the Province of Quebec as the 
Imperial Parliament to a colony of the Empire. 
English precedents were, therefore, not applicable. 
The time was inappropriate besides for the peerage 
of the motion, and he would, therefore, vote against 
it. The question should be left to the electors of 
Quebec.

Mr. Dbvlix said the object of the motion wu to 
consign an honest name te infamy. Why had the 
Opposition not moved to condemn M. Letellier, or 
the Dominion Government ? That would have been 
the proper course. The Lieutenant-Governor had 
the right to dismiss his Ministers, and if he could 
justify his conduct to the Legislature and the peo
ple, no one had the right to impugn his motives. 
He cited the case of Lord Musgrave in Nova Scotia 
Scotia in 1860 in defence of this view, 
and entered into a thorough-paced defence 
of M. Letellier, whose name and memory 
would be honoured because of the step which 
he had taken. He was the risrht man in the right 
place. It required a strong hand to stop the pro
gress of Toryism in question. The motion and the 
opposition speeches were for political effect, but he 
could tell the gentlemen opposite that the latest 
news from Quebec was to the effect that the Joly 
Government would have a majority of twenty.

Mr. Palms a characterized the action of the Lieut* 
Governor as a monstrous invasion of the popular 
liberties.

Mr. Baby charged the Liberals with being tainted 
with annexationist proclivities at one time, and 
with another time making the principal plank in 
their platform the abolition of what they charac
terized as “ so-called responsible government.” 
The Lieut.-governor of Quebec was an advocate of 
annexation at Kamouraaka, so recently as 1872, and 
was it to be wondered at that he should trample the 
constitution under foot ?

Mr. Laflamme denied any responsibility for the 
platforms of the Liberal party. He had never 
written anything in favour of annexation, and the 
only connection he had with the movement was 
that he held the office of Secretary to an an
nexationist club, of which Sir John Rose- was Vice- 
l "resident.

Mr. Cameron (Victoria) defended the discussion of

i* a .

the question in the House, and urged that the 
Lieutenant-Governor had not the same powers as a 
Sovereign or a Governor-General.

Cries of “adjourn ” and “call in the members."
Mr. MACDOUOALL (Three Rivers) rose to move 

the adjournment of the debate. He said he desired 
to speak on the question, particularly, but his throat 
was so sore that he could not speak without much 
pain. (“ Call in the members.”)

Mr. PLUMB seconded the motion, which was re- 
ceived with loudly expressed dissatisfaction from the 
Ministerial benches.

Mr. MACKENZIE said he thought now that two 
days had been spent in the discussion of the subject 
it was time that the debate should be closed to
night. Every hon. gentleman could not expect to 
speak on the question, and it must be stopped 
sooner or later.

Mr. MASSON said the hon. member for Three 
Rivers had not troubled the House more than once 
or twice during the session.

The motion was, however, put and lost.
Mr. MACDOUOALL then commenced to speak, 

but as the Ministerialists received him with “ Ques
tion,” with clapping of hands, stamping of feet, and 
blowing of trumpets, he could not be heard. The 
hon. gentleman, however, continued his remarks. 
After he had been speaking about half an hour,

n) rose and offered an 
f on the ground that he 

f the debase.
Mr. MACDOUOALL

objection to his procet__
had moved an adjournment of

Mr. SPEAKER said the point of order was well 
taken. The rule was laid down bv May that where 
a member had moved or seconded a motion for the 
adjournment of a debate, he was not entitled to 
speak again upon it.

Mr. MACDOUGALL, therefore, took his seat
Mr. CIMON secured the floor. The uproar from 

the Ministerial benches prevented him from being 
heard, but he intimated his intention of keeping 
the floor until he had had an opportunity of saying 
all hv had o say. As the stamping of feet and 
slamming of desks was continued, Mr. Cimon was 
compelled to call upon the Speaker to secure order.

Mr. SPEAKER acknowledged that he could not 
control the House, and if the hon. gentleman did 
not continue his remarks, he (Mr. Speaker) would 
have to decide that he (Mr. Cimon) had not the

Mr. CIMON said that if the Speaker could not 
control the House, there was a remedy and that 
remedy was that his Honour could leave the chair. 
(Continued interruptions from the Ministerial 
benches.)

Mr. SPEAKER stated that he knew his duty, and
(Imitationsof the crowing of a rooster.)***

Mr. CIMON then endeavoured to procei 
member who occupied a back seat on the right of 
the Speaker interrupted him by frequently toolings 
on Mr. Cheval's tin trumpet, which one hon. mem
ber characterized as the “ organ of the Govern
ment,” while another suggested that it was the 
species of bagpipes, by means of which the 
Premier was accustomed to call hie supporters to
gether. Messrs. Smith (Peel), Cockbum, Ross 
(Middlesex), McCraney, Wallace (Albert), Cheval, 
Pouliot, and others, led by the Minister of the In
terior and the Minister of Customs, encouraged the 
disturbance, by slamming of desks and 
kicking of footboards. As the uproar 
was probable to continue, Mr. Cimon 
said he would have to keep the floor un
til he was heard, and in order that he might not 
lose his right to speak, he filled up the time by read
ing selections (in French) from the British North 
America Act, and commenting on the same.

At a quarter past four in the morning, the I 
left the chair for a short time, and Mr. DeVeber 
took his place. Coffee was then brought in amidst 
applause, and handed round to the Ministers and 
some members of the Opposition. Mr. Cimon con
cluded his address shortly after five o’clock, and 
moved the ajournaient of the House. This gave 
Mr. Macdougall, of Three Rivers, an opportunity to 
continue his remarks, and he took advantage of it 
He strongly condemned the course of Mr. Letellier, 
and charged that the Minister of Justice and the 
Minister of Inland Revenue were in complicity with 
him, so far as favouring his course wkls concerned.

During Mr. Macdougall’s speech, \
Mr. DkVEBER rose to a question of order.
Mr. SPEAKER—What is the question ?
Mr. DeVEBER said that one hon. member was 

not sitting in his right place ; the hon. member in 
question (the Minister of Marine and Fisheries) was 
sitting at the Clerk’s table near the mace. (Laugh
ter.)

Mx. SPEAKER—That’s no point of order ; I know 
of no rule that forbids an hon. member from sitting 
there. (Renewed laughter.)

Mr. MACDOUGALL continued his remarks in 
French, and he was again interrupted, but as he an
nounced that it would be necessary for him to re
peat his views until they were fully understood by 
gentlemen opposite, he was allowed to conclude in 
peace !

At six o’clock several hon. members called out 
that it was the hour for recess, but the Speaker did 
not leave the chair.

Mr. PLUMB, therefore, took the floor, and was re
ceived with discourtesy by the Ministerialists.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD urged that the hon. 
member should be heard, as he certainly had a right 
to be—and without interruption. (Hear, hear.)

Mr. MACKENZIE said that where members 
thrust themselves forward on every possible occa
sion, it was not to be wondered at if they met with 
discourtesy. Such members were treated in that 
way in England, as well as in Canada.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the member for 
Niagara had equal rights with the member for 
Lambton, and deserved as much consideration. 
(Ministerial interruption 3.)

Mr. MACKENZIE said he did not claim to have 
greater rights than any member.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD—Oh yes, you do.
After some remarks from the Speaker,
Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he admitted that 

the conduct of Mr. Speaker in the chair had been

«to™!——-NC his speech, and Mr. 
Bechard. Mtisted this time by Mr. Casey, in his 
sweetest tone sang «ose more the Marsellaise, which 
was heartily encored by the Ministerialists. A brief 
integral of quiet occurred, during which Mr. Bag- 
gartVas heard for a little while, but he and the Op
position generally seemed to be somewhat surprised 
when the Ministerialists rose, and assisted by Mr. 
Mackenzie and the Government, with one accord 
sang “ God Save the Queen.” Hie occasion was the 
departure from the chamber of Lady Dufferin, who 
had occupied a seat on the floor of 
the House for a short time during the afternoon. 
The Opposition joined in.the National Anthem, and 
at its conclusion gave three cheers. Sir John Mac
donald happened to enter the chamber soon after
wards, and he was also accorded three hearty cheers. 
The members who had been making the noises 
shortly afterwards retired, by reason of which Mr. 
Haggart was enabled to complete Ms remarks. In 
doing so, he intimated that he was not to he put 
down by singing, trumpeting and crowing, but he 
thanked the Speaker for his patience, and he thank
ed those who had made the interruptions—inter
ruptions which he was sure were made with the best 
of intentions, with the view of affording him a sort 
of resting place here and there in his speech and 
with a view to giving him time to recuperate his 
exhausted energies.

Mr. POPE (Compton) took the floor shortly before 
five o’clock. He contended that although the Sove
reign could do no wrong, the Lieutenant-Governor 
had not done right in usurping the prerogative of a 
Sovereign, he being only a servant of the Sovereign. 
He should have subjected himself to the wishes of 
the people, and he should not have made the wishes 
of the people subservient to his own opinions and the 
opinions of the Reform party.

Mr. BOWELL rose to speak. He said that as it 
was near six he was willing that six o’clock should 
be called, and he would go on after tea.

Mr. HOLTON—There is no six o’clock to-day.
Mr. MILLS—Six o’clock was yesterday.
Mr. BLAKE—Oh, It’s six of one and half a dozen 

of the other.
Mr. BOWELL—Then it’s twelve (midnight). 

(Laughter.) The hon. gentleman then continued 
his speech, contending that Mr. Letellier had exer
cised undue pressure in the dismissal of his Minis
try.

At six o’clock,
Mr. MACKENZIE said if the hon. gentleman will 

now, I will Wimit that he has convinced me.

ion. mem-
,, ,

upon wMclfan adjournment* could be had. The 
conditions were that the House should adjourn 
now, and that a vote should be taken without de
bate on Monday afternoon after the trains came in, 
and that until that hour the House should proceed 
with other business.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD said he had agreed to 
those terms, and hoped to have a vote at about ten 
o’clock on Monday night.

Mr. MACKENZIE—Then the understanding is 
that the debate be adjourned. (Hear, hear.)

The debate was accordingly adjourned amidst ap
plause from the Opposition benches.

Mr. MACKENZIE, in moving the adjournment 
of the House, said perhaps it might be gratifying to 
members generally to know that by a telegram re
ceived to-day from our agent in London we ascer
tain that the Imperial Government has agreed to a 
modification of the Cattle bill in the interests of 
Canada. (Applause.)

Tile House adjourned at 6.05, the sitting haying 
lasted twenty-seven hours.

i, in tiieMr. PLUMB proceeded with hie
course of which he quoted copiously £___ ______ _ .
authorities in support of his view that the Lieuten^ 
ant-Govemor had exceeded his constitutional func
tions. During his speech the Ministerialists kept 
up a continuous hubbub, which was participated in 
not only by members on the bade tfenches, but 
those on the front seats.

While Mr. Bechard, Mr. Cheval, and some others 
were amusing themselves by singing in chorus sev
eral lively French airs, Mr. Campbell, of Victoria, 
entered on the Ministerial side. Perceiving what the 
state of affairs was. he protested -earnestly against 
the treatment with which the hon. member for 
Niagara was met. He was heard to say that the in
terruptions were a disgrace to the Dominion, and the

Mr. MACKENZIE immediately arose and suggest
ed to the Speaker that he should instruct the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to remove the hon. gentleman.

Mr. SPEAKER intimated that he could do no
thing of the kind, and Mr. Campbell afterwards 
retired.

Mr. PLUMB continued his speech, not allowing , 
himself to be disturbed by the din, but all that could 
be understood—the uproar was so great—was that 
he intended to support the resolution of Sir John 
Macdonald so convinced was he of the unconstitu
tionally of Mr. Letellier’s action.

Mr. METHOT rose to speak at about half-past 
seven. He received a better hearing than previous 
speakers. His remarks were in strong condemna
tion of the unconstitutional act of Mr. Letellier. He 
pointed out that the contradictions in the Lieut- 
Governor's own explanations showed the falsity of 
his position.

Mr. DOMVILLE followed, dwelling on the gravity 
of the charges against the Lieutenant-Governor, and 
urging that steps be taken to prevein a recurrence 
of his acts.

Dr. ORTON remarked it was significant that the 
member for South Bruce, who once intended to re
organize the British Empire had had nothing to say 
on the subject. It was also remarkable that the 
Premier had not defended the Governor.

Mr. OUIMET followed. After ome introductory 
remarks in French, he pointed out that the change 
of Government was said by the Lieut.-Governor to 
have been made on the ground that the late Gov
ernment had spent too much money, and with a 
view to the prevention of the imposition of new 
taxes. The change would not prevent the imposi
tion of new taxes, for did it not involve $35,00u or 
$40,000 as the expenses of the general election, 
$90,000 or $100,000 as the expenses of an extra 
session, and an expense of $300,000 in consequence 
of the delay in the construction of the railway ?

Mr. HOLTON said he had understood the hon. 
gentleman, In his opening remarks, to say that the 
Dominion Government had conspired with Mr. Le
tellier to bring about the crisis.

Mr. OUIMET explained that his remarks bore no 
such construction.

Mr. MACKENZIE said if the hon. gentleman had 
said that, he was doing a part of what was known 
as bearing false witness.

Mr. OUIMET intimated that he understood that 
to be a statement that he had told a lie. He did not 
understand all the intricacies of the English lan
guage.

Mr. COSTIGAN referred to the dismissal of his 
Ministry by Governor Gordon of New Brunswick. 
The present Minister of Marine and Fisheries was 
leader of that Government ; he had for colleague 
the hon. member for Charlotte, and himself (Mr. 
Costigan) was a member of the House supporting 
the Government. Against the action of the Gover
nor twenty-two members of the House led by the 
leader of the Government sent an address to her 
Majesty complaining in the strongest way of the 
Governor’s conduct. Surely men who could so act 
in a matter affecting their own Province could not 
take a different course when a similar outrage had 
been committed in Quebec. The reason hon. gen- 
lemen opposite had not coBe forward to defend Mr. 
Letellier was because they knew they had a hard

Mr. SMITH (Westmoreland) said he was prepared 
to justify the course which he took in New Bruns
wick and he read quotations from Mr. Todd’s work 
in support of it

Mr. ROULEAU reviewed Mr. Letellier’s objec
tions to Mr. De Boucherville’s conduct and adminis
tration, commenting on Mr. De Boucherville’s re
plies.

Mr. HAGGART said the Lieut.-Governor had 
struck an almost vital blow against the liberties of 
the people of Quebec, and he was surprised thatâny 
one should attempt to justify it in this House. (The 
speaker was frequently interrupted from the Minis
terial side by a renewal of the discordant noises and 
songs, one of which, “ Auld LangSyue,”wasled by Mr. 
Smith, of Peel. The song having been duly acknowl
edged by the House, Mr. Smith was followed by Mr. 
Bechard, who sang the Marseillaise.)

Mr. SPEAKER, rising, said the duty devolved 
upon him to maintain order. When a person inter
rupted a speaker he had to call him to order, and if 
he persisted in his interruptions he (the Speaker) 
was obliged to name him. and the House could cen
sure him. When one-half of the members of the 
House were engaged in making noises, however, it 
was obviously impossible for the Speaker to name 
all those whom he suspected, and under the same 
circumstance, it was very unfair to single out one or 
two. If the House was inclined to indulge in noises 
of this kind, the House being the authority in the 
matter he (Mr. Speaker) really could not see what 
power he had to interfere. (Further uproar.)

Mr. CHEVAL—Which is the more guilty, Mr. 
Speaker, for a member to play a little music in the 
House once in a while, or to throw books from one 
end of the House to the other ? (Laughter.)

Mr. SPEAKER—Both are improper and unparlia
mentary. (Hear, hear.)

Mr. HAGGART was proceeding when,
Mr. DEVLIN rose to a question of order and 

asked the opinion of the authority just quoted by 
Mr. Speaker as to which was the more unparliamen
tary, to make a noise or to make a speech obstruc
tively and not seriously. (Order, order.)

Mr. SPEAKER said it was within the power of 
the Hou*e to determine whether a member was ob- 
btruei.vv tu nut. He knew of no rule wi>ch would 
apply, unless the speakei wis irrelevant

Monday, April 15.
Mr. MACKENZIE moved that the Government be 

authorized to enter into an arrangement during the 
recess with the Grand Trunk Railway Company for 
acquiring control of the Riviere du Loup branch of 
the said Company’s line by lease, purchase, or other
wise, in order to obtain complete control of the In
tercolonial railway traffic to the city of Quebec, any 
such arrangement to be subject to ratification by 
Parliament at the next session. It was, he said, un
necessary to say anything in explanation of the 
motion. Members generally understood the diffi
culty that was at present experienced by having the 
terminus of the Intercolonial railway at Riviere du 
Loup, where there was no means of transferring 
traffic in any other way than by the Grand ‘Trunk 
railway. In consequence Of the “ impecuniosity ” 
of the company, it would have been exceedingly 
difficult, had the winter! been severe, to carry 
freight over the Riviere 4u Loup branch. He did 
not know how it would bel another winter. There 
were many reasons why he did not think this a fit 
subject for discussion, and as the Government only 
desired to get power to enter into negotiations, he 
did not think he should discuss the means by which 
the object should be obtained. He hoped the House 
would agree with him that he should not enter into 
a discussion.

Mr. HOLTON suggested that the House should go 
into Committee on the motion.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD said the Government 
required no authority to enter into negotiations, 
but if the motion went any further and involved 
the expenditure of money, it would certainly be 
necessary to go into Committee on it.

Mr. MACKENZIE said he merely wanted the 
affirmation of the House as to the desirability of

itering into the negotiations.
Mr. HOLTON questioned the advisability of going 

into Cemmittee and opening up a discussion, but 
at the same time the rules of the House required it 
to go into Committee if any expenditure was in
volved.

Mr. BOWELL could not see that the motion 
should pass witoouk discussion, as it was pledging 
this House to the necessity of acquiring the road.

Mr. BLAKE thought it was inexpedient to affirm 
the desirability of entering into negotiations. Par
liament could best consider the subject when the 

propoeed *°”*cr 1,10
Sir. JOHN MACDONALD contended that the re

solution would commit the House in advance, and 
he did not think it could pass without discussion.

Mr. MACKENZIE said ft would be impossible for 
him to enter into explanations, and he would con
tent himself with having given notice of the matter 
and having elicited opinions upon it. The views of 
gentlemen on the Opposition benches were against

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS-No, no.
Mr. MACKENZIE said that he could not enter into 

a discussion, and, under the circumstances, he would 
withdraw the motion.

Mr. MITCHELL agreed with the course taken by 
the First Minister.

Mr. HOLTON thought the Premier had acted dis
creetly in withdrawing his motion. If the House 
should affirm that it was necessary and expedient to 
obtain the road, it seemed to him that the advantage 
would be altogether with the parties who had the 
road to dispose of.

Mr. SPEAKER, in giving his ruling on the ques
tion of order, said that no motion taking a step to
wards the expenditure of public money could pass 
unless the House went into Committee on it.

The motion was withdrawn.
Mr. CARTWRIGHT moved the House into Com

mittee of the Whole for Tuesday next td-consider the 
following resolution That it is expedient that 
the Government be authorized to subscribe the sum 
of £15,000 sterling of first mortgage bonds of the 
Northern Railway of Canada, at the rate of ninety 
per cent, in satisfaction of the sum of £13,500 
sterling, being the balance remaining due by the 
said Company to the Dominion of Canada.” He 
said that the arrangement which had been suggest
ed was the best one the Government could expect 
to make in settlement of their claims. They would 
remember that it was agreed to accept £45,000 for 
certain third mortgage bonds, and £6,000 for other 
claims. There was much delay in the settlement, 
owing to the position of the secured bondholders, 
and the present resolution would enable the diffi
culty to he got over so far as the Government was 
concerned.

The motion was carried.
The House then resumed consideration of the 

amendments to the bill to provide for the creation 
and registration of homestead exemption estates in 
the territories of Canada as amended in Cemmittee 
of the Whole.

The bill passed through Committee, and was read 
a third time and passed.

Mr. LAURIER moved the second reading of the 
bill respecting the duty on malt.

The hill was read a second time, and, after some 
discussion as to whether the bill could take two 
stages in one day, the House went into Committee 
upon it.

The bill was reported without amendment.
Mr. SPEAKER read a message from the Senate 

reporting several bills ; also a message intimating 
that bis Excellency the Governor-General would re
ceive to-morrow afternoon the joint address of the 
Senate and the House of Commons with reference to 
his Excellency’s departure from the Dominion.

Mr. MACKENZIE moved that the address be pre
sented to his Excellency by such members of the 
House as belong to the Privy Council. In this in
stance, it was hoped that all the members of the 
Privy Council would be present.

The motion was carried.
Mr. MACKENZIE moved that the bill from the 

Senate, intituled an Act respecting the sale and 
traffic of intoxicating liquors he read a first time.

The motion was carried.
Mr. LANGEVIN asked if the bill had been amend

ed in the other House.
Mr. MACKENZIE—It has, a good deal.
Mr. MACKENZIE moved that the House concur 

in the âmendments to the Act to amend the Canada 
Pacific Railway Act, providing for the leasing of the 
Pembina branch.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD said this bill was evi
dently open to the same objection as that made by 
the hon. member for South Bruce, with reference to 
the motion to authorize the Government to enter 
into negotiations for the acquiring of the River du 
Loup line of the Grand Trunk Railway.

Mr. MACKENZIE admitted that it was.
Mr. SCHULTZ asked when the House might ex

pect to have the lease laid before it.
Mr. MACKENZIE said the lease was not in exis

tence yet, and it was impossible to lay it on the 
to hie before it was entered into. When one was en
tered into, no time would be lost in laying it before 
the House.

Mr. LANGEVIN held that If a lease had to he 
laid before Parliament this bill was no use.

The bill was read a third time and paseed.
Mr. CARTWRIGHT moved the House in Com

mittee on the bill to make provision for the winding 
up of insolvent incorporated fire or marine insurance 
companies, as amended by the Standing Committee 
on Banking and Commerce.

After some discussion upon the clauses, the bill 
was reported without amendment.

On the order to resume the debate on the 
motion of Sir John Macdonald with reference to the 
Quebec coup <tetat,

Mr. MITCHELL 
rangement had be< 
this question was to Be taken without debate. He 
deplored the inability of the First Minister to reply 
to the admirable speech of the right hon. member 
for Kingston. No answer had been given to the ob
jections which had been made by the right hon. 
member. And the reply of the Premier was a dis
cussion of matters which were not involved in the 
discussion. The question was one as to whether the 
course of Mr. Letellier de St. Jlfet was a right one. 
He was afraid it was one that would lead to anarchy 
and'eonfusion if it was sustained by this House. U 
such a vote as that anticipated was given, the re
sult would he that every Lieut.-Governor would 
consider himself a despot, and would, whenever it 
pleased him, take upon himself to dismiss bis Minis
ters. Why was it that the Ministerialists remained 
silent ? It was because they could not defend the 
act, and because their party proclivities would not 
auluw them to vondemti it. Tie wuld not- sncVk at 
great length. (Hear, hear.) He heard hon. gentle-

k«P «SJ» be^lto^elroî. * He At 
intend to relate the incidents connected with the 
action of Mr. Letellier, but he might say that the 
explanations of Mr. Letellier were most flimsy and 
most futile. Whet right had Mr. Letellier to inter
fere with the measures of his Ministry so long as 
they had the majority in Parliament and the con
fidence of the people T Two cases had been referred 
to in this House as precedents. The first was the 
Manners-Sutton case, but that bore no similarity to 
the present In that case the Ministry resigned, 
having declined to call the Parliament 
together again as the. Governor desired, 
for the purpose of repealing the liquor law. When 
the Minister of Marine undertook to cite the action 
of Gov. Gordon as an illustration of the case, he 
should have told the whole facts of the case. He 
then gave the particulars of the resignation of his 
Ministry in New Brunswick on the question of Con
federation and the taking of office of the present 
Minister of Marine with a Government opposed to 
Confederation. He (Mr. Mitchell) at the time that 
he resigned took occasion to inform the Governor 
that he believed there would be a change of opinion 
in respect to the Confederation question. Soon 
afterwards his Excellency came back from England 
with a despatch from Lord Cardwell stating that it 
was her Majesty’s wish that Confederation should be 
carried. The hon. gentleman then promised to 
carry the scheme.

Mr. SMITH—It’s not true.
Mr. MITCHELL—“I thank thee Jew for teaching 

me this word.” The hon. gentleman produced the 
votes and proceedings of the New Brunswick Legie 
lature, and read therefrom the Governor’s speech at 
the opening of the following session of the Legisla
ture. in which Confederation was promised, and yet 
the hon. gentleman said that he did not promise to 
carry the measure. (Hear* hear.) The hon. gen
tleman, though he promised to carry the scheme, 
failed to do so, and nad not the courage to bring 
down any proposal with reference to it, and the 
Governor came to the conclusion that he (Mr. 
Smith) would not carry out his promise, and as the 
Legislative Council passed Its reply to the paragraph 
on the Address, and the Legislative Assembly did 
not, owing to the lack of courage of the Premier, 
Mr. Smith, it led to his (Mr. Smith’s) resignation. 
There was no analogy between the Gordon case and 
the Letellier case. The Ministry of Governor Gor
don sent in their resignations, because they found 
themselves unable to carry out the measures they 
had led the Governor to believe they were to carry, 
but the Ministry of Mr. Letellier were dismissed on

One case 
case wasHass,

the part of the Governor to fat his friends in 
power. The statement that the fiction of Governor 
Gordon was brutal was entirely uncalled for.

Mr. SMITH said he had not called the action 
brutal. %

Mr. MITCHELL read from a manuscript note in 
which the Minister of Marine accused the Governor 
with having been guilty of moral turpitude.

Mr. SMITH said the manuscript was correct.
Mr MITCHELL said that when he (Mr. Smith) 

charged the Governor with being guilty of moral 
turpitude, he was unjust, and when he 
(Mr. Smith) quoted the action of Gov
ernor Gordon as a precedent for Mr. Letel
lier’s action, did hé forget that he had himself 
condemned Governor Gordon’s action, which placed 
him in an illogical position ? Governor Gordon was 
forced into his position, because he thought he was 
bound to act in the way he did, because of the ad
vice given to him. There was an appeal to the peo
ple, and they came back within three weeks with a 
verdict of the people in favour of Confederation. 
Governor Gordon thought he was acting under the 
necessities of Imperial policy, but Mr. Letellier de 
St. Just could set up no such pretence. It was not 
for the people of the Province of Quebec alone to 
deal with a constitutional question of that kind. It 
was outrageous that one Governor of one Province 
should be permitted by creating precedents. to tie 
up the liberties of all the Provinces of the Domin
ion, and he thought, therefore, that the Premier in 
taking the position that the action of the Lieut.- 
Governor could not be controlled by the Dominion 
Legislature laid himself open to criticism. In the 
Confederation debates, Mr. Joly and Mr. Letellier 
de St Just had condemned themselves the very 
course which Mr. Letellier de St. Just himself had 
pursued. It looked very much as if the Dominion 
Government were assisting, or encouraging Mr. 
Letellier tie St Just to unconstitutional acts, with 
the view of siting themselves greater power 
in reference to the coming elections. If the Gov
ernment were content with the principles which 
Mr. Letellier de St Just seemed to wish 
to impose upon the voters of the Pro
vince of Quebec, it would take away the 
liberties which their fathers had bled for, and would 
create eight despots throughout the country. The 
Ministry had failed and had refused to justify what 
had been done. They enabled a man to seize the 
ship, and they say that he should not be tried. 
What would the hon. gentleman opposite say if the 
question of the loss on the purchase of steel rails 
was brought up, and if the other questions, of the 
Fort Francis locks, the Kaministiquia affair, the pay
ment to Mr. Foster in regard to the Georgian Bay 
Branch, and the payments inregard to the Canadian 
Pacific, ware brought before the notice of the Gov
ernor-General, and he thought fit to dismiss the 
Ministry of the Dominion. What would have been 
said ? Not <#nly would the Government, hut the 
members of the Opposition, would complain at such 
an action. He was surprised that the hon. member 
for Chateauguay, the great Mentor of the House, 
had not given his opinion. He was surprised that 
the hon. member for South Bruce had not risen to 
speak and defend his friend. Tlieir course was a 
most significant condemnation of the Lieutenant- 
Governor. .

AN HON. MEMBER—It would be a breach of ar
rangement.

Mr. MITCHELL said a breach of arrangement was 
small when compared with a breach of the Constitu
tion. (Hear, hear). In conclusion, he expressed his 
regret tin* the oovemxnent could not rise above

Hr. CURRIER raid, considering the Tory targe 
number of men oat of employment. It use very

labourers were the only class df immigrants wanted 
oat here. He strongly advocated the removal ot a 
portion of oar population to the North-West, his 
minion being that some of the money spent in in- 
iudng persons to come ont here might well be ap
plied to that purpose. ,

Mr. POPE (Queen’s) testified to the capacity and 
devotion to his duties of the late Chief Agent in 
London, Mr. Dore, and stated that it could only have 
been for the purpose of rewarding a political friend 
who was threatening to rebel if not rewarded, that 
Mr. Armand received the appointment.

Mr BLANCHET thought the Quebec staff should 
be retained in its present state. A very good class 
of immigrants he understood, could be secured in 
the western States, where there were many who 
would like to settle in Canada.

Mr. KIRK denied Mr. Annand had ever said he 
would, go into Opposition if not appointed to the 
London agency. Sir. Annand was a consistent 
Liberal, and had been all his life.

Mr. THOMPSON (Haldimand)—Let me ask the 
Bpnwjpentleman if he (Mr. Annand) was ever accused 
of being an annexationist.

Mr. KIRK—Oh, what Liberal has not? (Laugh
ter.) He thought the staffs were rather too large, 
and the immigration agents had, so far as he could 
see, done nothing.

Mr. TROW said that if they wanted to get immi
grants they must gfve the same advantages as other 
Governments, in particular the Australian Govern
ment. He could assure them there had been a num
ber of people leaving even Ottawa for Manitoba 
during the last month.

Mr. LANGEVIN said the last two items makinc 
$38,000 might, under the circumstances, be 
out The expenses of the department were 
the same amount as when there was 
immigration.

In reply to Dr. Schultz,
Mr. CARTWRIGHT said that instructions had 

been given to encourage immigration of farm la
bourers, for whom there was a demand, and of 
farmers with small capital.

Mr. TROW said the hon. gentleman (Mr. Pope, 
Compton) had not been altogether accurate as to 
his figures.

Mr. POPE (Compton) said that in 1873 the immi
grants had refunded a very considerable amount. 
There had been an expenditure in the London office 
which had never taken place in his time. The 
ag^tejve^onL^agpoiDted^Ugaporariiy^
Pope) ha-1 moved a vote of $150,000, and had asked 
the Government to say nothing about it.

Mr. POPE said there was an arrangement with the 
steamship companies which did not cost the country 
a dollar, and which at the time it was not prudent 
to disclose in regard to the relations with the New 
York Companies.

Messrs. Campbell, Schultz, Jones (South Leeds), 
Currier and Paterson continued the discussion, and 
the items 60 and 61 were passed.

Pensions, $1,280 ; new militia pensions, $6,514 ; 
veterans of 1812, $36,000 ; compensations to pen
sioners in lieu of land, $7,000? were also passed.

The Committee rose and reported, and the House 
adjourned at 3.05 a.m.

(Continued on Fourth Page.)
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PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES.

THE NORTH-WEST ENQUIRY.

Ottawa, April 11.—The investigation into the 
North-West accounts was taken up, the enquiry 
being conducted by the member for North 
Hastings.

The first witness called was Mr. Scott, bookkeeper 
of Messrs. Thornton & Sutherland.

Mr. Bowbll read a telegram from Mr. Sutherland, 
saying that family reasons would prevent his at
tending before the Committee, and stating that Mr. 
Scott, his bookkeeper, was aware of all the facts 
connected with the accounts, and could give the ne
cessary information to the Committee.

Mr. Scott said he was aware that Mr. Sutherland 
had sent this telegram.

Mr. Bowbll then read a later telegram purport
ing to be from Mr. Sutherland, stating he was un
willing to allow Mr. Scott to testify in his behalf.

Mr. Scott said he was aware that Mr. Sutherland 
had sent that telegram also.

In answer to Mr. Bo well,
Mr. Scott said that Thornton & Sutherland had 

supplied goods to Mr. Nixon. Tenders were asked 
in some cases, and in others, Mr. Nixon went round 
and got prices. Mr. Nixon had brought to the store 
the prices obtained from other establishments. He 
had done so upon one occasion before and after ten
ders had been advertised for. It was in May, 1876, 
that tenders were advertised for. Mr. Nixon came 
into his office and showed the tender of Mr. Ban- 
natyne, and asked if they could do better than 
that. Mr. Sutherland said he could. He (the wit
ness) then changed the tender upon instruction of 
his employer. There were some items of thetender 
that they could not supply and those went to Mr. 
Bannatyne. Mr. Nixon was present when Mr. 
Sutherland instructed him to change the tenders 
and Messrs. Thornton & Sutherland obtained the 
contract upon the altered tenders in May, 1876. The 
goods were furnished under the contract Some 
goods were supplied of a quality inferior to 
that specified in the tender. There was, for 
instance, an inferior article of coffee. 
The difference in price was about ten cents a pound, 
and the quantity supplied* under the tender 
amounted to between 600 and 700 pounds. John 

had brought Government sacks to Mr. Suther- 
He should think that several hundred were 

_ it. perhaps 300 or 400. The Government were 
not, to the best of his beLef, ever credited with those 
sacks. Mr. Sutherland would not permit him, pre
viously to his leaving Winnipeg, to look into the 
hooks, and heoMpste^Jo the witness coming. The

Parr h 
land.

swptf «fco.wHnra. coming,
lnAnfL°LtLVrr~‘ SSfïït ray

Flesher, Fraser, . ibbs (Ontario jNorti 
(Ontario South), Gill, Haggart, Harwood, 
Jones (Leeds), Kirkpatrick, Langevin, 
Little, Macdonald (Kingston), McDons

which was at stake. (Loud applause).
The vote was then called for, and on a division it 

stood as follows Yeas 70, nays 112.
Yea»—Baby, Benoit, Blanchet, Bouroeau, Bowel 1, 

Brooks, Cameron, Campbell, Caron, Colby, Co * 
Currier, Cuthbert, Daoust, DeCosmos, Desjardins, 
Dewdney, Domville, Donahue, Dugas, Farrow, 
~ " ” ** * rio North! Gibbs

lurteau,
■HH „ JL -...IP ^-. SimtMer*

Little, Macdonald (Kingston), IfcDonald (Cape 
Breton), McDougall (Three Rivers), McKay (Col
chester! MacMillan, McCallum, McQuadc, Methot, 
Mitchell, Monteith, Montplaisir, Orton, Ouimet, 
Palmer, Pinsonneault, Platt, Plumb, Pope (Comp
ton), Pope (Queen’s, P.EJ.X Robinson, Robitaille, 
Rochester, Rouleau, Roy, Ryan, Schultz, Short, 

Henson, Thompson (CanbooX Tupper, Wade, 
Wallace (NorfolkX White (lastingsX White (Ren- 
frewX Wright (OttawaX Wright (Pontiac)—70.

Nays.—Appleby, Archibald, Aylmer, Bechard, 
Bernier, Bertram, Biggar, Blackburn, Blain, Bor
den, Borron, Bouraasa, Bowman, Boyer. Brouse, 
Brown, Buell, Burk, Burpee (St. John), Burpee 
(SunburyX Carmichael, Cartwright, Casey, Casgrain, 
Charlton, Cheval, Christie, Church, Cockburn, 
Coffin, Cook, Coupai, Davies, Dawson, Delorme, De 
St. Georges, Deveber, Devlin, Dymond, Ferris, 
Fiaet, Fleming, Flynn, Forbes, Frechette, Galbraith, 
Geoffrion, Gibson, Gillies, Gillmor, Goudge, Green- 
way, Guthrie, Hagar, Hall, Higinbotham, Holton, 
Horton, Huntington, Irving, Jette, Jones (Halifax), 
Kerr, Killam, Kirk, Laflamme, Lajoie, Landerkin,

McNab, Metcalfe, Mills, Norris, Oliver, Paterson, 
Perry, Pettes, Pickard, Pouliot. Power, Ray, 
Richard, Robillard, Ross (Durham), Ross (Middle
sex), Scatcherd, Scriver, Shibly, Sinclair, Skioner, 

i (PeelX Smith (Wr1------ *— “

Wallace
Mr. BLANCHET called the attention of the 

Speaker to the fact that hon. member for Quebec 
Centre had not voted.

Mr. MALOUIN said he had paired with the hon. 
member for Beau ce.

Mr. PALMER—The hon. member for South 
Bruce has not voted either.

Mr. SPEAKER—The hon. member for South 
Bruce is not in the House. (Laughter and ap
plause.)

The following were the pairs Mr. Masson with 
Mr. Bain, Mr. Cimon with Mr. Ross (Prince Ed
ward), Mr. Bolduc with Mr. Malouin, Mr. McCarthy 
with Mr. Rymal.

The House then went into Committee of Supply, 
and upon the item $120,370 for the salaries and 
travelling expenses of immigration agents.

Mr. POPE (Compton) said that whereas the agents 
were at first appointed temporarily, they had now 
assumed the position of permanent officers.

Mr. WALLACE did not see the advantage at 
present in sending out the agents, as they did no 
real good to the country.

Mr. BOPE (Queen’s) said they did not want an 
agent in Prince Edward’s Island, to advise people to 
go to Manitoba.
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the influence of the agents,

could not say whether any of the sacks had ever 
been loaned to Mr. Nixon. Mr. Nixon had a private 
account with Thornton & Sutherland. On one oc
casion there was a balance against him of over $800. 
The account was settled in September, 1877, by a 
cash receipt of $300, and the remainder was written 
off to profit and loss account He had balanced the 
account in that way by the.direction of Mr. Suther
land. He thought Mr. Nixon was in a position to pay. 
When he had an account which he thought would 
not be paid he wiped it off by placing it to the profit 
and loss account, and that account was balanced in 
that way. Mr. Sutherland had instructed him to 
place the $600 to the account of profit and loss. The 
reason he gave was that he would not “ lose any.” 
He did not state the precise way in which it was to 
be made up, but he said he expected to get some 
contracts in the future. Mr. Sutherland went to 
Mr. Nixon’s office, and settled the account there. 
He had seen the account receipted in Mr. Suther
land’s handwriting. Another small account had been 
settled by cash. It was not paid to him, but an equal 
amount was charged to Mr. Sutherland. He was 
instructed by Mr. Sutherland to credit Mr. Nixon 
and debit him (SutherlandX There had been a pre
sent of a cutter by Sutherland to Nixon of about the 
value of $120. Sutherland did not tell him why the 
present was made. Nixon shortly after ceased to 
trade with Thornton & Sutherland for a period of 
over a year. He ceased to purchase on (government 
account, and he also closed his private account in 
the fall of 1876. His private account was continued 
some time after the Government account was closed. 
After Nixon closed his accounts with Thornton & 
Sutherland, they rendered to him an account of the 
items which had been previously written off, and 
the cutter was included. Sutherland said that 
Nixon had not given him any of his trade, and that 
the account ought, therefore, to be paid. The firm 
of Thornton & Sutherland had no contract with the 
Government at that time. The account would, 
with the cutter, be between $600 and $700. It was 
paid when the cutter had been deducted. There 
was a discount upon the account of $225. The bal
ance was paid by a note at three months. The note 
was half paid at maturity, and there was a renewal 
at three months for the rest. He was not aware 
whether that bill was ever paid or not. Nixon 
lived with Sutherland when he first went to the 
North-West Sutherland said that he regarded him 
as his guest, and he boarded with him for five 
months. Nixon had called for his account on 
several occasions before it was settled by profit and 
loss. Sutherland directed him not to make it out.

To Mr. MacGregor—He did not know whether 
Nixon was aware the $500 was passed to profit and 
loss account.

Mr. Macdougall (Elgin) proposed that inasmuch 
as Mr. Nixon was implicated, he should be permit
ted to cross-examine the witness.

To Mr. Bowell—Sutherland told him that it was 
customary for officials to get goods at Government 
prices.

To Mr. Plumb—Nixon commenced dealing again 
probabl} a week after the settlement of the account. 
When he left, Nixon was dealing with Sutherland, 
but not on Government account.

Mr. Langevin agreed with the proposition of the 
hon. member for Elgin that Mr. Nixon should bel
lowed to cross-examine the witness.

Mr. Nlxon—Is it to your knowledge that I tried 
to get my account from you and oould not get it ? 
A. Ye

—!

Mr. CARTWRIG] 
information 27,076
during the last year. „____ __
had reference simply to measures of public 

HI Mr. POPE (Compton) said the people w 
had not been brought oy

lit? A. The 
, about, 
lerstand that I 

A. You did

, —The agents of the 
steamship companies had the principal influence in 
regard to the immigration, which was proved by the 
fact of the number that came by way of New York.

Mr. CARTWRIGHT said that the idea of the Gov
ernment should be to encourage the immigration of 
small farmers of small capital, and the Minister of 
the Interior informed him that he had many appli
cations lately with regard to Manitoba.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew) pointed out that reduc
tions could be made in the staff at Quebec, where 
the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec also had agents 
who did the work. The staff of the London office 
could also be reduced somewhat.

Mr. CARTWRIGHT—Well, hardly. He did not 
think it could be efficiently continued if a reduction 
was made.

Mr. BOWELL called to mind the evasive answer 
given last session to the right hon. member for 
Kingston with respect to the filling of the office of 
agent, and the subsequent appointment of Mr. An
nand. Every one knew there was no necessity for 
an additional agent; and while he (Mr. Bowell) ad
mitted the desirability ol having a central agency 
in London, he could not §ee why «0 large a Waff 
should be maintained there. The fact was that a 
position was wanted fora Nova Scotia politician, 
and he (Mr. Annand) was provided for m connec
tion with the Immigration Department. The fact 
that no such officer was required was evidenced by 
his own report There were thirteen travel'* 

vote on agents in connection with the Department, ana 
while Canada did not assist immigrants out, and 
while the depression lasted here, he did not see 
what was the use of continuing their services. He 
testified to the value of the services of Mr. Dyke, 
the agent at Liverpool. The sooner the cost was 
cut down by one half the better.

Mr. POPE (Compton) was of opinion that a reduc
tion might well be made in the expenses of late 
years. The price per head of persons 
country had greatly increased. I 
was $3.62 per head, in 1873, $6.76 
in 1876, $16.77 ; in 1876, $26.61,

- No“

Mr. CARTWRIGHT said thi 
that in 1873 the cost was $6.90 
1877 it was $4.08.

Mr. POPE said that if hii 
where within gunshot of 
would not say a word, but 
trp figures hv ’•«"koning 
wards and forwards

$23.99.
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Q. And that when I had got it I 
settlement of the $500 I know not!

Q. You gave the Committee to i 
ceased dealing with Mr. Sutherland ? 
for some time.

Q. For how long ? A. For six or seven months.
Q. Do not you know that I did deal with them 

up to the time I left? A. Yes except for six or 
seven months.

Q. You said something about sacks. Did 
know the reason why ,sacks w 
I do not.

Q. Is it not within your own knowledge that 
when we send bacon to the west sacks are used ? A. 
Yes.

Q. You spoke about me being Sutherland’0 guest. 
Did Mrs. Nixon ever make a present to Sutherland? 
A. Yes.

Q. And I went to a great deal of trouble to get 
my account? A. I am aware of that.

Q. Did you hear me tell Sutherland I gave him a 
cheque for the cutter when I saw the account ? A. 
I do remember, and Sutherland said he returned it

Q. Did I settle the account ? A. Yes, and there 
was a discount of $225.

Q. Upon what principle ? A. The discount of 15 
per cent, between the goods supplied to private per
rons and those supplied to the Government.

To Mr. Bowell—There was no entry of the sacks 
which had been loaned. He was not in the habit of 
loaning 300 or 400 sacks without making an entry of 
them.

To Mr. Cartwright—Those sacks were not origin
ally the property of Mr. Sutherland. They might, 
for til he knew, have been loaned to Mr. Sutherland 
from the Government.

To Mr. Haggart—He was not aware whether any 
of the sacks were sold or not.

To Mr. Blain—The tenders were advertised in the 
usual way. Mr. Nixon only advertised for tenders 
for the Mounted Police.

To Mr. Macdougall—After one o’clock upon the 
day the tenders were opened Mr. Nixon came to 
their shore, and showed them the tenders. He un
derstood that Bannatyne’s was the lowest and theirs 
the, next. They afterwards tendered for certain of 
the articles upon lower figures than those of Ban
natyne.

To Mr. Bertram—Upon the final settlement, the 
cutter was deducted by the order of Mr. Sutherland 
and that nearly made up the difference of $225. 
The Java coffee was substituted because they had no 
other in stock, and it was understood that such sub
stitutions were permitted. He had not heard Mr. 
Sutherland order the substitution of the inferior 
coffee. He heard that it had been done from the 
other employees.

To Mr. Plumb—The tender wxs altered to correa 
l«vi.d with the figures in Bannat/ntfs tender.

w£°.ïtiedto?-He <Ud n°* kDOW h0'r the cutter

At this point the Committee adjourned till morrow at eleven o’clock. J°urnea till to-
Ottawa. April 12,-Thta Committee met eeam 

thta morning and the witnera Scott wae re-exLSE?
In reply to Mr. Bowell he raid that the pres™tw 

Mra Nixon coneisted of pearl-handled knives and 
lorlu worth about thirty dollars. He knew the 
vsJue because he had wished to make a similar our 
chrae and had asked the price torn a traveller, who 
dealt in the same class of articles. He didn’t think 
tile first tender was destroyed in Nixon’s presence • 

*Ç?k„e 10 Mr Ro«. Government Solicitor, and 
Mr. McGregor, of the Free Prat, at Winnipeg, re 
tative to the matter ; had been dismissed on account 
of leaving for Ottawa ; Mr. Nixon had spoken to 
him since he wss here, and said he could not see 
what they were here for, and had said that the 
rumours about the tenders were absurd ; had spoken 
to Mr. Haggart, Dr. Schultz, and to Mr. BowelV had 
made a statement to the latter ; the supplies had to 
be given tar a certain date, and as Java coffee could 
not be had, Rio was substituted ; by this the firm 
gained some 170 ; did not believe Nixon knew of it • 
Sutherisud did not get the contracts he 
after settling Nixon’s account by profit and loss, and 
had then charged the account ; Sutherland’s expec
tations were not realized. P^L

Mr. Nixon was next called.
To Mr. Macdougall (Elgin)—I am purveyor for the Government in the North-W^t, and ^appointed 

three years ago last September ; was then appointed
°lr«“S"*» of Ju8tice in connection 

with the Mounted Police ; afterwards became pur- 
veyor for the Canada Pacific and Indian Depart
ment ; first met Sutherland on my way to Manitoba • 
fie was then in business there ; boarded with Mr’ 
whfrifDd ’ way to Winnipeg he told me he
had just completed a new house, and I asked him if 
he could board me ; he agreed : boarded with him

ah^,or flvev m°nth8 ; was in the habit of 
advertising for supplies ; there were two distinct 
classes for which tenders were asked ; we had to 
purchase large quantities of bacon, flour, and oats • 
these were our large supplies ; the smaller supplies 
embraced a large number of articles ; for the larger 
supplies tenders were advertised for ; for the smaller 
supplies sometimes tenders were asked for ; it was 
my custom to go to merchants with slips of paper 
and ask for prices ; the merchant who was’lowest 
got the tender ; I never did anything of the kind 
spoken of hr the witness Scott in connection with 
tenders I advertised for ; the tenders I received dur
ing the month of May did not purport to be sealed 
tenders ; there was no alteration of tender, as stated 
and no substitution of one for another; reoeEwed ten
der produced, dated 26th May, from Thornton ft 
Sutherland ; this was the only tender I received ; it 
underwent no alteration ; received other tenders at 
the same time for the same articles ; I am quite posi
tive I never showed the tender to Mr. Sutherland.

At this point the Committee adjourned.
Ottawa, April 15.—This Committee met again this 

(Monday) morning, Mr. Young being in the chair.
Mr. Nixon, re-called, examined by Mr. Macdougall 

explained his method of advertising for supplies’ 
which was done under instructions from the Depart
ment of State. The small supplies had to be got 
sometimes at an hour’s notice. He remembered re
ceiving the tender of Thornton & Sutherland and 
that there was no one present. That was his only 
course ; but whenever he could he associated Mr. 
Rowan with himself. There were other tenders. He 
opened all the tenders one after another. He made 
no contract upon those tenders until ten or twelve 
days after. He wrote to the Department of the 
Secretary of State, and under instructions from 
thence gave out the contract. He did not until he 
received instructions communicate with any one as 
to the* contract. The statement of Scott that he 
went to Sutherland’s shop and made representations 
as to the contract was not true. He had at that 
time received no tender from Ballantyne, and he 
could not, therefore, have showed any such tender 
to Sutherland. He got no bacon from Sutherland 
under that tender. The bacon was purchased for 
the Department at Ingersoll. Did not know until 
the other day that the coffee supplied by Sutherland - 
was of an inferior quality. No complaint as to the 
coffee ever reached him. The bacon was double- 
packed in sacks. Four hundred and ten sacks were 
lent to Sutherland, on the understanding that they 
were to be returned. While they remained in 
Sutherland’s hands there would be no charge against 
the Government for re-sacking. The sacks were all 
returned. Ballantyne’s manager put in a tender in 
his own name, and that was opened with the others, 
but it was not disclosed to Sutherland. There was 
an account running at that time between him 
and Sutherland. That was in 1875. But he owed 
them nothing but the cement account since the 1st 
March. In September, 1877, he had a settlement of 
his account. He tried again and again to get his 
account, but could not. It was settled by a note at 
three months, after a discount had been taken off. 
Sutherland purchased one cutter on his account, and 
he gave a cheque for the amount. He brought the 
cheque to his (Mr. Nixon’s) wife, and said she was tq 
say nothing about it, and he knew nothing about it 
for some time afterwards. With the discount and 
other deductions, he paid $443.50. The discount 
was the difference between the retail prices and the 
Government prices, and he thought he had a right 
to have his goods at Government prices. Whenever 
he purchased goods, be got them on the same terms. 
As to the boarding, he had been told by Sutherland 
that he was to be considered as his guest The 
presents were given by Mrs. Nixon by his directions 
after that They were a set of lace curtains and 
six pieces of cutlery, mother of pearl knives and 
forks. He tried to make the presents equivalent to 
the board, but he thought now that they were not 
a full equivalent He did not consider him
self under any obligation to Sutherland in 
respect to the item. He made personal purchases 
for one particular camp o^he Pacific Survey every 
month. He produced some tenders of Sutherland 
among others which had not been awarded to 
Sutherland. He had never adopted, with regard to 
Sutherland, any different course than he had adopt- 
ed with regard to other firms. He stated that most
aüuwêd^any considerations but those of the public 
welfare to influence him with regard to the dis
charge of his public duty. He ceased dealing pri
vately with Sutherland because he could not get 
his account. The only reason he has ceased dealing 
with Sutherland on behalf of the Government was 
beca se Sutherland’s prices were too high.

To Mr. Kirkpatrick—He was Assistant Inspector 
of Penitentiaries, Purveyor to the Mounted Police, 
to the Canadian Pacific railway, and Superintendent 
of Indian Affairs. He received a salary of $1,000 as 
Purveyor to the Mounted Police, $1,000 as Purveyor 
of the Canada Pacific railway, and $250 for his Peni
tentiary business. As for the Indian business, his 
salary was under consideration. He could not say 
what amount of money had passed through his 
hands last year. His purchases for the Canadian 
Pacific in 1876-7 amounted to $198,528 ; for the 
Mounted Police, $30,000, and more than $40,000 for 
the Indians. His purchases were made only by 
requisition. The moneys were placed to the creditof 
the Departments, and he issued official cheques, 
which were countersigned by the Deputy Receiver- 
General. He advertised in the Winnipeg papers for 
his supplies. He considered that he coma purchase 
Winchester cartridges at Winnipeg as cheaply as 
anywhere else. Mr. Andrew Strong was Mr. Ban
natyne’s manager. He had purchased from Mr. 
Bannatyne some half-breed scrip, and for the pur
poses of a temperance hall had bought a lot. He 
also bought a lot of land for $1,500 for a Govern
ment warehouse, for the rent of which the Govern
ment paid to Mr. Strong $432 a year. To improve 
the property and make it suitable for the Govern
ment over $400 had been expended. Rent was paid 
to Mr. Strong, who held the lease of the property. 
He (Mr. Nixon) had leased the property to Mr. 
Strong, who had leased it to the Government, the 
rent going in part to pay the purchase money. Mr. 
Alloway had had money contracts for transport 
He produced the tenders for 1876, which had been 
awarded to Mr. Alloway, a tenderer who was lower 
having failed to give security, while another firm, 
Reader & McPhee, had withdrawn their tender ow
ing to the uncertainty of the amount of freight 
offering. Alloway had a good deal of work, some 
of which was not advertised for. Alloway was the 
landlord of witness. He had paid him a rent of $500 
per year, but rents having come down, he paid him 
$400.

By Mr. Cartwright—The average rate of interest 
in Winnipeg was 16J and 17 per cent., the bank 
charging 12 per cent on gilt-edged paper. When 
he went there interest was 6 per cent, for the pro
perty which he purchased, on which was the ware
house, which was rented to the Government. He 
declined to pay more than 6 per cent He bought 
the property about three weeks after he went to 
Winnipeg. He believed it was in October, 1875.

By Mr. Plumb—He knew Bannatyne was a mem
ber of Parliament, but did not point this out to the 
Government. He sent the accounts to the Govern
ment, but did not point out who was the particular 
Bannatyne he was dealing with.

The Committee adjourned till Wednesday.

NORMAL SCHOOL.

Professional Examinations.
The following candidates successfully passed the I 

recent examination in the professional subjects for 
second-class certificates. Such of them ae have also 
passed in the non-professional subjects in préviens 
examinations, and have taught for one year, will 
now receive second-class provincial certificates. r

Toronto.—Thomas Beattie, John R. Chisholm, 
Thos. J. Coffins, & K. Davidson, M. G. Dippel, Dû- 
man Erb, J. Forbes, A. W. Gerrie, Geo. J- GiN>» I 
Albert D. Griffin, Jacob B. Hagey, M. S. Hallman, 
Colin Johnson, Byron Jones, W. M. Leigh, ttm. 
Linton, Isaac W. Lucia, Chas. 'Miles, John McCabe, j 
James W. Orr, James Phelan, James W. Robinson. 
Alex. Skene, James Stirton, Geo. Steumagel, J- t 
Thompson, T. R. Walmsley, H. E. Webster, Eliza
beth Brooks, Barbara Cattanach, Maggie Creighton, 
Lizzie Cusack, S. J. Dale, Barbara Foote, h"* 
Gamsey, C. B. Gordan, M. E. Gray, Isabella HamJ- 
ton, Mary McCall, Annie Sinclair, Josephine Smite,
J. L. Sutherland, "Emma C. Field, Janet Patterson, j 
Norman W. Ford. ,Vn, ;

Ottawa.—Wm. C. Allin, Chas. E Bell, 
Bickell, Wm. Boal, Robb. Boal, Alex. Covhr^ 
Darino Dean, Robt C. Dobbin, John Kelly, I 
Law, David Lent, John A. Murphy, John Me Art 
Wm. A. McIntyre, Gèo. W. Sine, Geo. E. Sn( 
James C. Steele, David M. Stewart, Egertoi 
Unger, John Whaley, Chas. Whyte, Thomas î om» I 
EUen Calder, Euphemia Campbell, Lncy E. HmA I 
Alberta Janes, Millie Livingstone, Angelina w I 
Etta Mcllroy, Aggie McMurchie, Annie C. Sbe»^ I 
Agnes 'Wilson, Humphrey Johnson, David | 
"Taugh.

Something About Sitting Ball-
A letter from Cypress Hills, North-West TerriWtfj I 

has been Reived by a member of the Hou^ I 
Commons from Mr. Patrice Breland, a promu*" I 
French half-bred gentleman of that region. I 
Bpeland states that he has passed the winter m£ I 
immediate vicinity of Sitting BuU’s camp, and ■ 
the weather has been unusually mild, with a ^1 
sequent scarcity of buffalo, who always go nU I 
when the weather admits. Sitting Bull he desui ■ 
as a quiet, wary, deep old chief, who ke3ps his * I 
and intentions very much to himself, but ■ 
conversation, states that he has 103 lodges v| 
him, and at another place there are 202 lotl® ,j|| 
Sioux and Nezperces, and at still another camp | 
lodges of Sissiton Sioux, all of whom Pr°P°^. I 
form one large camp as soon as the spring 
Hie scarcity of buffalo has not unlikely caaffhejtl 
threats which were telegraphed to the pr«* 
from Battleford some time ago, and It is cert&m 1 
our ewn and the American Indians are 
der the endeavour to enforoe the buffalo 
passed by Governor Laird and toa ndrieera a* 
mer,

/----------^

ENGLISH MAIL.

Summary -of News. I

THE CRISIS IN VICTORIA.
The London Globe ot March 28th,

0|h edition, says :—The Victorian 
jrcrt-—1 of mending, seems to be grow 

; jal-||-, and more embittered. Our latest i 
yigm hold out no prospect of a compromise, | 
ggg the Payment of Members bill is excit 
lug ae keen a dispute between the tw< 
branches of the Legislature as when this I 
hone of contention was first thrown down, f 
Ig^ Ckaham Berry and his colleagues in 
the Legislative Assembly are as eager asl 
ever to force their obnoxious measure onl 
the consideration of the Council, who one 
their aide are at present as obstinate in re-| 
girting even the very severe pressure that! 
has been brought to bear on them. Pas-1 
gions have been aroused on both sides, and! 
neither will be inclined to give way while! 
there is a prospect of gaining their point. I 
Ministers and the Assembly, as being ini 
control of the Executive, are obviously, f 
however, in a position of considerable ad-* 
vantage over their opponents, and those 
who remember the Darling incident and itn 
termination a few years ago may be inJ 
clined to predict a similar conclusion tol 
the present deadlock in the colony—than 
is, of course, if the Governor remains 
neutral. And it is diiicult to see what Six 
George Bowen could usefully do, were ha 
to take an active part, without striking r 
blow at the Constitution. A dissolution < 
the Aaeembly—the universal panacea 
gested for the difficulty on this side of thi] 
world—would, so far from mending n 
ten, only add fuel to the flame.

THE IRISHMAN IN CANADA.
The Liverpool Daily Post (edited by ] 

Edward R. Russell, one of the first 
BSiplish critics) says of the above work : 
“Mr. Davin is a brilliant Irishman, belo 
jng to thh English bar, who, chiefly in < 
uection With the defunct and often lament! 
ed Morning Star, graduated in joun 
in the English metropolis, before betakin 
himself to Canada, where as a politicia 
and lecturer he has obtained a very popd 
1er position. A good idea struck him—a| 
idea not merely patriotic, but generalll 
fruitful of interest—when observing hoi 
great a part Irishmen had played in thj 
country of his adoption it occurred to hid 
to embody in a txrok of historical preti 
gions and permanent value the detailej 
story of this element in the life of tn 
colony. Nor do we quarrel with him f<j 
going beyond the bare limits of his pu ^ 
m descanting at considerable length on tlJ 
history of his race generally and on il 
other cosmopolitan extensions. Irishmq 
are celebrated above all other nation 
above even Frenchmen—for giving an in 
perial ring to what vigorously defind 
might have to be called their provincis 
ism ; and scarcely any man is more ab 
than Mr. Davin, from long and lov 
familiarity with the classics and the 
tions of Irish nationality, to present tl 
theme most dear to his countrymen in 
guise at once pleasing and authentic. H 
opening chapters deserve to rank among tJ 
moat concise, as well as among the mo* 
glowing narrations of the political hisf 
of the Irish people. Mr. Davin then f 
up the early annals of the colony of 
ada, proceeding subsequently to deal wi| 
the Irish immigration, locally defined i 
particularized; and next connecting 
progress of the Irish element in Can 
with the advance of responsible gove 
ment there. The book will go far to ren 
a history of the colony generally unnet 
sarv in averageffibvaries, while to many] 
will be more precious than any mej 
colonial history could be, from its wa 
hearted and eloquent l association of Ca 
dian progress with a blight chapter in 
history of the Irish people. ”

THE BALTIC AND BLACK SEA.
The London correspondent of the 

Mercury gives the remarkable informati| 
that an American engineer has submit: 
to the Russian Government a scheme i 
making a canal between the Baltic and 
Black Sea, and it is understood the <
sideratMmt?lhelprbpoae§?

A FLOT TO FORGE BANK NOTES.
Three foreigners, named Paul Duf| 

Conelins William de Jong, and Achille ] 
have been up at the Mansion House, i 
charge of intending to forge Bank of 
land notes. From Mr. Poland’s 
statement it appeared that a very send 
and extensive system of fraud and ta 
was intended to be perpetrated. An 
graver and a lithographer, who was 

^d to do certain work by the prison _
; themselves in communication with 1 
" i authorities, and the prisoners 

arrested. The notes struck from the 
cravings were found to be splendid
Lons. It is thought they were int_
for circulation during the Paris Exhibit^
UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR i

The announcement made on the — 
ulfc, by Government, that they intend] 
appoint an Under Secretary of State 
Scotland, with a seat in the House, 
been received with satisfaction by f 
members on both sides of politics, 
nameof Sir Graham Montgomery has 
mentioned as the most likely recipient I 
the new honour thus created.

OVER-IMMIGRA TION TO NEW ZEALAND.]

Immigration annals, like ether branq 
of history, seem to */ repeat themselves! 
various parts of the world, as is shown] 
letters in the papers graphically i 
forth the miseries and disappoints 
and the terrible glut of the labour m»s 
in New Zealand, produced by artificial L 
excessive labour importations. The wl 
country . is described as 1 * over-crov 
with labourers and mechanics, who 
get employment.” Nevertheless, says]
Writer, Sir Julius Vogel has an armxr 
a8ents in Britain, paid so much per a 
commission, who still keep pouring j 
hands into the colony by the most t 
®ve representations. Everything ex 
meat is exceedingly high in price. A ■ 
of clothes cost £8. One correspond 
writes :—“ If people at home could 
see the unfortunate immigrant trud 
along cattle tracks, and through the 1 
country, under a semi-tropical sun, or f 
mg rapid and dangerous rivers, andtra 
lmg many weary miles looking for than 
Ployment which they cannot obtain, i 
carrying their swag (bed and clothes), j 
“Mar tucker (food), and billy (a small1 
P*u), and perhaps accompanied by a ! 
and small family, they would soon 
their opinions of New Zealand as a ha 
of rest for the workingman. As for] 
workingman getting hold of a pie*
-and, it is almost an impossibility, asl 
mnholders have swallowed it all up ini 
funs for sheep, some of which contain] 

n to one hundred thousand acres] 
ploying from two to fifty men ; whej 
under a proper system, this land 
support from ene hundred to a tho 
ianulies or more.”

Another correspondent writes :—“l|
* 3 croi

ixJv* , e 06611 Drought here 
if * ***4 is to help to bear the l 

taxatujn, and reduce the price of laa 
imV11f,^ow enough. My blood boilsl 

(agnation over the false reports circ 
-at? “omei and if I was there I a 
(-uaUenge any agent to disprove my «

. arm myself with facta 
wstics which could not be refuted.!

HOGGING IN PRISONS. j

-5r°88 h*8 prohibited the Vil 
mimttee of Justices from inflicting 

with tiie “cat ” in priaoaJ
fotare“VH

TH* Ttaml.MKRK WATER SCnj

CW® Select Committee of the Hod 
r“jUm°ns, on the 26th inst., came to] 
hill «A* a^€r a protracted inquiry, a 

promoted by the Manchester Coi 
lor obtaining its water suppl J 

commiff district. The chairman asj 
the ™lctee were unanimously agreed 1 

preamble, subject to certain term


