* all future time. - (Cheers.) - C

. Ma..T. R. FERGUSON said—I 'have’
 listetied very attentively to the discussion on'
' ‘this.question,

.2 rmotion; -alse,

" sensible ope.:

_argaments: of both, and I fiad that they sup-
- portéd the miotion’ from very different points
ol siew.
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without' the sanction"of the

and it is certainly most singa-
amusing, to hear the different

lar, a5 well.as

his resolution was the most consistent aond

* reasonable one_ that. conld have been well
_introduced on_the:subject;  The hon. mem-

ber for ‘North Ontario; who sgconded. the-

1 listened  carefully to' the

The hon. wember for Peel made

“a strodi g speeeh. in favor of the schieme of

Se

Coafederation: whick has been adopted” by

this louse, and- he said he introduced his

* “wotivn for the purpose of having the people

O M M. . CAMER
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vote. upon it, and with the expectation that

© they woiild carry it by o very large majority.
- The boa. member for Noni

" very different view of tho effect of the rese- :
.. lution, stating that he seconded it because he
believed ‘it *would result ‘in defeating the

Oatario took a

[y .

Cob federativn schemeo.

ON~—I -think the
hon. wember is quite niistaken. . All I'said

"+ was, that b wished the people to bave an.

“opportunity of expressing. themselves; so
. .that we might ascertain whother.or not.thoy
" 'would prefur it to a legislative unjon.” 7

r. K. PERGUSON=I beg my hon:

“fricud’s pardon’; but that was not, the objest -
.. "and giw the hoo. gentloman had in view in,
=+ yecouding, the wotion.” [f his object” was

“uot to have ‘the schemo' rejected, then, I

- eatnot; uaderitand bis language ut all. . T
_seldom agree. with the views of the Hon.,

Peesident of  the Couneil; ‘but’ oy this

" oecdsion,, . think he ‘poiated out the
. inconsistetcivs of the hon. member for Peel
" ia ap execllent wanner, © But there' sre a:
. fow mote left untouched; to same of which
. 1 will briefly aljude. The bon. member for |
© Prel declared that his mition wax designed

‘to secure the approval of tho “prople, and

“ that it would reanlt'in their appoval of .the

formation of 2 " uwew  watiomality.. 'The

- seeoudor of the motion sapported it beconse,
. it was desigood to secure the condewpation
.. of the schieme, and prevent us_ from obtain.

3

iog that now uationality. *“Lhe hoo. member

 for . Peol statod that he was in faver o

posed in any ‘British Colonial Legislature;
people, d“rt“’g_

no-doubt, thonght it a véry':

a' constitutional’ expression could be. had

my . own part, I : doubt’ whether,. if

all. . I believe’ that side-issues would creep
in i every case—that. the Conservative- .

_bimself in favor of having a direct vote of .
the people. - Were it not that that is declar- "

because it is the only  way of properly -

‘(Hear, hear.) Now, sir, the hon. meuniber :

is that he does not exhibit. ‘
thing like so ¢lover or successful & manper' .
s he, does .when pleading at: the ‘bar. I

‘have never seen him takivg o promident
‘position in this House, and -playing his part |

resolutions were adopted, [ would have been’
able to have given him credit for Sincerity, -
if vot:- for ‘niility“,‘ in advocating it ;' but,
after -tho resolutions  buve been passed,

| ho"brings - up_an  amendment to 'suother® .

motion: that'is evidently hostile to the reso-
_assertious of the hon. inembgr for Cornwall,
aud I thipk we will be abl

takes is, that if theseresolutions are referred:

every honorable metber who voted for them
io this House must immediately resign his °
‘eat.' Now, sir, what would bo the result of
“that principle as aflecting the hoi. . mewber ~
who moved and the hon. meémber who -
seconded the amendment now in your hands ?.

the floor of this House to ¢arry out the views °.’
of the people, one of them certainly imust
loave, if the-views of the hovorable mewber

houorabile geptleman must sco- ¢learly ‘that
whatever way you view the positions taken

by the mover and seconder “of this amend- .
ment, their course bears a_contradiction on

2
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Baving 'a dissolution of Parl\iame‘t‘i;i,sd ‘that -~ ©
through 'a “general , eleetion..” ‘Now, for - o

-there were ‘a. dissolution ‘'of: this House U -.
tomorrow, we would get a full, true and faie’ 7
ent | expression of opinion. from the people:at - . o
. views ‘that have been expressed  upon. it by | ‘ reep
. the sdvecates of the amepndment,. The hou: - ‘
~ ‘membir for Peel," I am certain, felt . that | party would hang togetherin most instances,
and the Reform party do the same; and that - .
numcrous “local. questidns would. interfere . -
’with the -results’ sought ‘to be obtained. . - -l -
'My ton. friead: from North Ontario declares ..

ed ap.unconstitatidnal wethod, I should say . .
it 'was the .only. true course to-be adopted, -
testing public opinion-on' any one measure: - S
fot Peel is one of the cleverest.men inthe . . -
_province; but I-must say thet my experience . *

with regard to. his- movemedys in Parliament: .
imgolf io any-

‘in'that, position in a suecessful manner. S (RPN
he had moved bis ameépdment “before the

Autions. . Well now, let us take'a look at the -

) Wil ' se¢ the'incon- ER
sistency still more’ clearly.” The pesition'he = .~

‘ta the people, and are by themi voted. down, "~

Why, sir, instead. of having thewm :both on o

-for Cornwall are carried out. I think every.’ -



