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of the lecture implied that responsible government
was a delnsion, that governors have too much power,
that colonists wero tied hand and foot to the charlot
wheels of Downing street, that our statesmen were
nobodies; 1hat begend the limits of their respactive
provinoes they were unknown; that Eogland snabbed
us at every turn, and when rhe had a treaty to make
with a foreign power the ie1 were regarded with
contempt, and their territories and fishing privileges
taken awsy frcm them.”

I will not weary the House with lengthy
extracts, but I wish to direct attention brief-
ly to the ciroumstances surrounding the pos
litioal questions of that day, for I believe
that such a view will shew the justice of the
remarks which I have quoted, Dr. Tupper
was fresh from & conatitutional debatein
which he imagined that the grievances were
entirely on his mde. I deny that at tbat time
he had within his brain any practical idem
about the Union of the Colopies, and if I am
asked for the proof, I reply that immediately
after delivering the lecture alluded to, he de-
livered a leoture to ancther audience in Port-
land, (St. John), not on a confederated
Union of the Provinces as a whole, but on a
legislative Union of the Maritune Provioces
only. Ifhe were consmatent 1o the one lec-
ture he was not in the other, and thus the
remarks of the JNews are justified It may
aeem out of plage to refer to this matter, but
it should be remembered that on these lecs
tures has been based the argument that the
people at the polls had taken the subject nto
oonsideration, which 18 not true. Much bas
been said on the constitutional branch of the
argument, but as I not a lawyer, I oannot
be expected to deal very fully with it I
would kowever direct the attention of that
freat constitutional lawyer the leader of the
opposition, to the remarks of Mr. Adderly,
in the House of Commons. BReferring to an
Act passed in the previous seasion, he said -

* In 1861 Nova Bcotia took the lead in promoting
the scheme of unmon, and was th» first to propose that
delegates should he sent to this country, to confer on
the subjeo’ with the then Qo'onial Mimister th) Duke
of Newcastle who promised tha*, if the desire of the
colonfes for the union were clearly made out the pro-
position would be taken into carzful conmderation by
this country e mentioned this circumstance, be-
cause 1t had been recently asserted that the Govern-
ment at home had pressed thig matter on reluctant
toloni In con of the Duke of Newcastle’s
reply to the proposal of the Legislature of Nova Bcotia,
that colony, together with the other maritime pro
vinces, propesed at the cnd of 1864 to hold a confer-
ence, and thea for the first time Canada came forward ;
Asking to be permitted to form part of the conferenco
It was material that that fact should b= borne in
mind, because it had been stated that Canads had, for
1ts own local purpose, urged the measnreon the small
er provinces. It had been satd that the difficulties of
Canada had been the cauee of the proposal for the
unon It certainly was truec that at that moment
Cnuada had constitutional difficulties to contend with,
but they were no more the csuse of the propomtion for
the union of the provinces than the divorce of Henry
VIII was the cause of the Reformat on, though thoy
might have been acts wh ch precipitated what all
desired

I take it for granted that Mr Adderley had
in his mind the fact that the Colony had re-
presentative institutions, and therefore con-
cluded that its people had a right to be con-
sulted before their conatitution was broken
down. Some persons think that we had no
right to disouss the propriety of the Union
Aot, but that we must teke just whatever the

British Government may ochooss to give ua.
With all due deferemce to the wisdom and
forethought of the statesmen who were enga-
ged in the passage of the Act, I submit that
we should be allowed to express an opinion
upon the Act itself, and upon 1ts detals. I
could refer back to shew that the polioy of
the British Government has not always been
the best, and that they have made mistakes
which they sfterwards admitted. For exams
ple their policy towards the thirteen Colonies
was not » wise one. Referring to the Confes
deration Aot, I find in the olause respeoting
the Intercolomial Railway, something which
goes to prove that the delegates exceeded
their authority under the resolution of our
legislature This olause appears in the Act
a8 the consideration 1n a bond, and 18 as fol«
lows :—

¢ Inasmuch as the Provinces of Canada, Nova 8co
tia and New Bruaswick have foined in a Declaration
that the construction of the Intercolomal Railway is
essential to the donsoildation of the Unlon of British
North America, and to the assent thereto of Nova 8co
tia and New Brunswick, and have consequently
agreed that provision should be made for its jmmed:
ate constauction by the Government of Canada.
Therefore, in order to mive efflect to that agrcement,
1t shall bo the duty of the Government and Parlia
ment of Canada to provide for the commencement,
within six months after the Unlon, of a railway con
necting the River 8t Lawrence with the city of Halifax
in Nova 8cotia, and for the construction thereof with
out intermission, and the completion thereof, with all
practicable speed

It would appear from that that the deles
gates acoepted the terms which they got in
consideration of the railway, and if we leave
that clause out the inference 18 that their as-
sent would not have been given. No person
suthorized the delegates to make the railway
the congideration for Union—before they did
#0 some one must have had the right to be
consulted, and the question is who should it
have been? I answer thatin my belief the

-people, whose destinies were in the hands of
these men, whose interests for weal or for
woe were to beaffected. should have had an
opportunity of adjudicating on the whole
matter. DBat it is urged by many that be-
cauee certain leading men were in favor of
Confederation, therefore there was necessity
for consulting the people. With all respeot
for the learning and discretion of the mem-
bers of fthe lesrned profesmons who favor
Umon, 1 take it for granted that they oan
bardly olaim to be able to judge of what our
farming interests require, 80 well as the 48,»
000 farmers, head of families, do know
what 12 likely to affect their interests as well
as dootors and lawyers. Agan, would you
exclude the 16,000 mechanics of this Provs
ince, the merchants, and all those who repre-
sent the industry, trade and commerce of the
country from saying what affeots their in-
torests? Would you take from our 15,000
fishermen the right to have their voice in &
matter 80 deeply affecting their welfare?
Must the rights of all thege classes be disposed
of upon the 1pse dixit of a few individuals,
however lgarned and intelligent they may be?
Responsibility in this matter must attach to
somebody, and who was it that prevented the
people from being consulted ? Who werethe
men who were bold enough to take hold of
the constitution and stifle the voice of the



