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discharge the public services ¥ififout Confed-
eration, and I now ask membérs to look at
that matter I will not make an elaborate
oalcuiation, but I ask the House to consider
the faots set out in the resolution . that while
our debt two or three years ago was but four
or five mllions, it now amounts to exght and
a half millions, and, according to some, nine
millions. If 1t be a faet that we were about
having to provide interest on our additional
debt of eolarge an amount, I ask where was
the money to come from ? $240,000 was the
smallest sum which must have been provided
annually after the 18t of July for that pur-
pose. Will any man tell us that we were able
to take that sum from our annusl revenue,
and still provide as wo had been domg for
our roads and bridges and other services? It
wag impossible. “*But,’” says the hon. mem
ber for Kinga, ‘we had been growing at such
a rate for the last ten yecars that if our pro-
gress were the same we could have met these
habilities >> It 18 easy to look back and easy
to prophesy, but if he had looked more oare-
fully and gone to the proper authorities he
would have found the fact etanding out pa-
tent that the revenues of last year down to
the present time were $130,000 lcss than at
the corresponding period of the previous
year. This sum, added to the amount of in~
terest which I stated, makes $370,000 to be
provided for. And yet we are told that be~
fore Confederation Nova Scotia was & happy
country, and could carry on her public
works without inoreasing the taxation.
1 could not help feeling amused at hearing
one gentleman talk about Nova Sootis, being
economioal, and keeping within her 1mcome.
When we doubled our debt within five
or Bix years, surely we should not talk
about keeping within our income. I under-
tako to say at any rate that our debt 18 dou-
ble what 1t was eight years ago, and yet it 18
said that Canada is a mdst extravagant
couuntry, while Nova Scotia is a tight httle
place that manages 1ts affairs differently.
When I said $130,000 was the deficienoy, I
should have given the exaot figures which are
$127,373 27 to 1st Sevtember last.

Before going into a reply to the speeches
of the hon. member let me ask one or two
questions. The resolutions laid on the table
state boldly that our revenues are i such a
condition that we are unable to meet the
public requirements. Yet what did we hear
stated the other day? That the accounts
were in such a state of confusion that the
Government, acknowledging themselves in-
competent for the task of arranging them,
were obliged to call in the assistance of three
gentlemen from outside. Those accountants
were put to work three or four months ago,
and I ask why itis that, though the House
has been three weeks in session, although
the country hes been looking for alarming
disclosures about peculations on the part of
the Iate Government, at this moment we are
still without the result of their investiga-
tions. Iam unable to account for it; per-
haps the Government can,—but these Com-
missioners should at least have given a pre-
liminary report. A committee of this House
was appointed some time since to investigate
the public accounts, but they have not held

one meeting up to this hour. If thq state~
mentsinade by the Government be true, why
has nat the proof been laid before us either
by the report of the accountants or the report
of our own committee? I can 1magine a
reagon—it may be that when the report comes
up 1t will be found that we have money
enough and to apare. If this be not the case
why are delegstes to be sent home to aay to
the British Government that this country is
notin & condition to carry om its public
works at & time when we have no report from
the Commiesioners or from the Committee of
this House? If the statement be true, it is
within the power of the Government to prove
1t. If the accountants have not been able to
exercise due diligence 1n their work who has
been hindering them? Is the Government
dongso? Have these gentlemen been sup-
plied with the information neccssary to the
completion of the work? No, sir; to my
knowledge information hag not been applied
for at the very quarters where 1t could be
derived, and thercfore the Government are
not 1n a position to ssy what is the condition
of our finances. When they put into the
mouths of members, for the purpose of send-
ing 1t to England, the statement that we are
not able to carry on the public affairs, why
did they not lay the proof on the table?

I come now to my reply to hon. members,
and I find that the first gentleman who fa-
vored me with his notice was my hon. friend
from Londonderry, who gave us his vrews !
of the constitutional law bearing on the sub-
jest This is not the first oceasion on which
I have heard of the hon. member’s constita-
tional law; he seemed to think once upon a
time that no one but himself was a matsh for
Mr. Johnston—no one would 8o readily ap-
proach the lion in his den, and catch him by
the beard, as ho. He told us once that he
could make a better collection of Revised
Statutes in & week than all the rest of us put
together. How often have we lstened in
times gone by to the constitutional law which
1, ¢¢ the member for Colchester,”> proclaimed
to the country. He used to say, in substance,
*“do not take your Iaw from Johnston or
Young; I, the great man from Colchester,
will tell you what the law is, and let no one
dare dispute it.””

In that strain he used to address the House,
and now, coming down from greater game,
he has tarned his artillery upon me, and has
told the people that I knew mnothing about
constitutional law, and that I had a great
deal of audacity to talk of it in his presence.
He asks us to consider the precedents set in
New Brunswiok and Prince Edward Island,
where an appeal was made to the electors.
I did not say that there was to be no sppeal
to the people when the government could not
carry on the affairs, but I said that when the
government could oarry its measures through
the legislature, no man had ever heard of a
dissolution being required. That was the
state of affairs 1n New Brunswick when the
question was mooted; the government dis-
agreed on the subject, and there was noalter-
nstive but to appeal to the people 1n order to
settle the question. But was there an appeal
on this question in Prince Edward Island?
Not at all; they had their election there at



