The

¥e speak in a language foreign to us.
OW the hon. gentleman says we laid

-OWn the rule of having no representation

in the Senate, and the Province of Que-
C admitted it.

Hon. Mr. MASSON.—I did not say
anything of the kind.

Hoxn. Mr. TRUDEL.—Well, it was
331d that the popularity of the Government

as shown that the people of the Province
o' Quebec endorsed it.

_Hon. Mr. MASSON.—T said that not-
Withstanding the fact that there was no
Tench Minister in this House, the coun-
'y was 5o well satisfied with the Ministry
24t we formed, that they gave us con-

t"’“al!y their support by overwhelming

Majorities, -

. Hon. Mr. TRUDEL.—I will add that
‘{ this support was given .to the present
*Overnment, it was due to a certain extent
—In fact to a great extent—to the action
a the members of this House. And I
hm Sure I will have the evidence of my
ré’n- frlgnd on the other side (Mr. Belle-
a Se_ tp prove that on one occasion where
Minister of the Crown was elected by
ec‘:]amation, he would not have been so
€cted had we not taken care to avoid
ate Question of representation in the Sen-
. Now I must ask the Minister of
l“Stlce if we ought to take it as a chal-
Cnge ?

Hon. Sk ALEX CAMPBELL.—

Take What as a challenge ?

1l Hon. Mr. TRUDEL—The hon. gen-
tlf:: €n from Mille Isle put it in this way,—

1t shows that the people are satisfied.

geHoN. Mr. MASSON—The hon.
nf(l)t'}ven]x]an must not misrepresent me. I

h € would . not wilfully do so, but
cont I said was that the fact of the
coy 1nual approval we have had from the
shg:tr)'~the proof we have lately had—
Sup S that the Government has the
theli]ort of the country. I would ask if
ingje_ - gentleman means to say that I
Fre cated at all that if there had been a
nch

Inister in the Senate, we would

Hoy
Questjo,

ad the same majority?

- MR. TRUDEL—No, but the
M as it is put now—if we sincerely

[Fee. 18, 1883.]

Address. 47
believe that we should have such represent-
ation here in the Senate, then we are put
in this position,—we must shew you at
the next election how it will be. This is
a question which cannot be taken other-
wise. I recollect the hon. gentleman
from Sorel (Mr. Guevremont) telling me
last year, “Well you will see that these
gentlemen will not open their eyes unless
some of them be defeated on this very
question.” Well I think that he was right,
and I think the time will come—although
I do not wish to say anything disagreeable
to hon. gentlemen—when the payment of
84000, to buy an adversary will not be
enough to have a majority in most of the
Counties of the Province of Quebec.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
think that my hon. friend from DeSala-
berry is a little too hard on me. How is
it possible for me to answer that long
letter, having never heard of it or seen 1t
before? I think a great deal might be
said on the constitutional question, but I
would rather not say it now as I think the
moment is not opportune. Then as to
the personal observations 1 do not press
them at all, but some personal observa-
tions fell from the hon. gentleman from
DeLanaudiere which I thought it neces-
sary to reply to, and I naturally fell into a
manner of expression which the hon.
gentleman from DeSalaberry may have
misinterpreted. So far from throwing out
any challenge, I had no intention to do
so, and I shall only be too glad to have
my hon. friend’s support on all occasions.

Hon. MR. TRUDEL—THhis letter was
only the summing up of some of the results
which I gave in the pamphlet which I
published some two years ago, and which
was sent to the Minister of Justice, and
in which all those arguments were dealt
with. I may add that I had not the
good fortune, though I repeated my invi-
tation several times, and had received some
flattering letters from statesmen in Eu-
rope—even from Lord Beaconsfield, and
one from Constantinople from our late
Governor-General—to  receive any ac-
knowledgment from any member of the

present Government that it was worthy of
perusal.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock,



