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FOREWORD

Students of Canadian history will welcome the publication of this volume of
Parliamentary Debates for the years 1867 and 1868. This is the first volume in a
series, undertaken as a Centennial project under the auspices of the Library of Par-
liament covering the years 1867 to 1874.

During these formative years of Confederation the Parliamentary Debates were
not officially reported, and the absence from the public record of the major speeches
and debates in Parliament during that important period has been a conspicuous and
frustrating gap in the historical source material on the early years of Confederation.

We are indeed fortunate to have, as director of this complex project, the distin-
guished historian, Professor P. B. Waite of Dalhousie University. Professor Waite
has brought to it a capacity for painstaking research and a dedication that has
brought this first volume to completion well before the anniversary date of our
nationhood. Without the active support and collaboration of the Parliamentary
Librarian, Mr. Erik J. Spicer, and his associates, this project would not have been
possible, and we are very much in their debt.

The Honourable SypNEY J. SmMrTH
Speaker of the Senate

The Honourable LucieN LAMOUREUX, Q.C., M.P.
Speaker of the House of Commons

Joint Chairmen
Joint Committee on the Library
of Parliament

Ottawa, Canada, April 1967

ERRATA

Page 209, column 2, line 14—“Wolseley” to replace “Woolsley”.

Page 221, column 2, line 3—“Wolseley” to replace “Wolesley”.
Page 462, column 2, line 4—“Kaministiquia” to replace “Kamanistigun”.

Page 462, column 2, line 10—“Kaministiquia” to replace “Kamanistigun”.
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PREFACE

Though Professor Norman Ward is both the most recent and the most effective
person to urge the compilation and publishing of a Hansard for 1867-1874, and I am
happy to publicly acknowledge Parliament’s indebtedness to him, I should also like
to pay tribute to two of my predecessors who originally made the suggestion. In
their report to Parliament for 1886, the Joint Librarians, Mr. A. D. De Celles, General
Librarian, and Mr. Martin J. Griffin, Parliamentary Librarian, urged the provision
of “a good general Index to the reports of Parliamentary Proceedings in both
Houses...” and “In order that such a work may be complete the Librarians venture
to suggest the reprinting of the debates from 1867 to 1875, at which date the present
series of Hansard Debates begin. The debates from 1867 to 1871 are contained in
scrapbooks seldom available for the use of Members generally. The debates for 1870-
71-72 are now out of print and not obtainable. There are no reports for 1873-74. If
these debates were reprinted and revised under the charge of an impartial and
capable man a very valuable work would be done in preserving a continuous record
of the political history of the Dominion.”

I believe that we were fortunate in engaging the services of “an impartial and
capable man”, and that the work he is producing will be “very valuable ... in pre-
serving a continuous record of the political history of the Dominion.” We are all
happy to have Professor Peter B. Waite of Dalhousie University, Halifax, in charge
of this project. In this regard, I should like to thank Dr. W. Kaye Lamb, National
Librarian and Dominion Archivist, Professor D. G. Creighton of the University of
Toronto, and Mr. W. I. Smith, Assistant Dominion Archivist, for their willingness to
discuss this appointment and other matters at the beginning. It seemed to me that
Professor Waite’s interest in the period, his facility in both French and English, and
his knowledge of available newspapers and their proprietors, as evidenced by his
book The Life and Times of Confederation (University of Toronto Press), made him
a logical choice as editor of these debates. )

The interest of the Joint Chairmen of the Joint Committee on the Library of
Parliament has also been helpful, particularly as the work proceeded, as also has the
increasing interest of the Committee members.

Professor Waite pays deserved tribute to the work done by the Associate Librar-
ian, Mr. Guy Sylvestre, and the Assistant Librarian, Miss A. Pamela Hardisty on
the project. Other members of the staff of the Library of Parliament also contributed
in various ways to the compilation of these debates. And finally, I should like to
thank the Queen’s Printer, himself, Mr. Roger Duhamel, and the other normally
unsung heroes of the production side who are ultimately responsible for the appear-
ance of this project.

For myself, it has been an honour to be associated with such a worthwhile and
enduring monument to former politicians whose parliamentary efforts will now, I
hope, reach a larger public, and, in so doing, increase Canadian knowledge of, and
respect for, both the House of Commons and the Senate of Canada.

ErRix J. SPICER,
Parliamentary Librarian,
Library of Parliament,
Ottawa, Canada.

April 1967.






INTRODUCTION

The publication of the debates of Parliament, 1867-1868, is a Centennial project
of the Parliament of Canada, organized through the Library of Parliament. This
undertaking is both useful and fascinating. The inadequacy of the “Scrapbook De-
bates” has long been felt, and particularly so for the lengthy and vital first session of
Parliament that opened in Ottawa on Wednesday, November 6, 1867. The first
speeches of the new Members of Parliament of the new Canada, reflecting their
growing and broadening sense of common commitment to a common cause, and the
impact of events themselves, such as the assassination of D’Arcy McGee on April 7,
1868, help to give these debates much of the vitality and spirit of Confederation itself.

The official debates of the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada were first
published only in 1875. Between 1867 and 1874, debates were reported only in news-
papers, or in a semi-official form such as the “Cotton” debates of 1870-2. In the
British North American colonies before Confederation publishing debates was not
established practice. Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island had published debates,
and once in a while so had New Brunswick, but the old Province of Canada had
not, nor had Newfoundland. The one notable exception to the Province of Canada’s
lack of official debates was the official reporting of the debate on Confederation in
1865. (Not, by the way, the whole session of 1865.) It is fair to say that the 1032
pages of that Confederation debate of 1865 went a long way to persuade parliamen-
tarians of the Province of Canada then, and afterward, that official publishing of
debates brought out the worst habits of the genus MP: the long speeches for the
delectation of constituents, the readings for the record, the interminable reworking
of speeches that were not otherwise fit to appear in cold print. In short, Parliament
boggled at the sheer volume of talk to be printed for what was then thought to be
the doubtful edification of posterity.

As a result, after 1865 no further official debates were published by the Province
of Canada, or by the Dominion of Canada, for another decade. Every year a few
earnest souls, of whom Alexander Mackenzie was one, would propose that the House
consider the question of official reporting of debates, and these efforts usually met
with the same reaction. That in. 1867-8 is quite characteristic. On Nov. 22, 1867
Mackenzie moved and Howe seconded a motion that the question of reporting deb-

" ates be referred to the joint committee on printing. Mackenzie submitted on December
4, 1867, an interim report from the Printing Committee on the possible -organization
and costs of an official report of debates, It was not to be a verbatim report; it was
to be compressed roughly to the reports current in the Toronto Globe, i.e., about
one-third of the length of the original speech. The Prime Minister, Sir John A. Mac-
donald, said he did not care one way or the other, but was worried about the dis-
tortion that would occur in revision of speeches for the printer; D. A. McDonald
(Glengarry) objected altogether, and said that the very fact of reporting would
encourage the verbiage that had so notoriously plagued the Canadian Assembly at
Quebec in the Confederation debate in 1865. Joseph Dufresne (Montcalm) remarked
here that the best defence against long speeches would be absolutely verbatim re-
porting! The burst of laughter that greeted this sally brought the discussion that day
to an end, and, although it was revived several times again during the session (and
even reporters subsidized in case an official report was wanted), the project was
killed, March 27, 1868, on a free vote, 94-48,

The truth was the reading public already had easy access to a form of parlia-
mentary debates, and did not really feel it needed an official version; and this feeling
was clearly shared by a substantial number of MP’s. Nearly every newspaper sup-
plied some account of the debates in the Commons, although the degree of compres-
sion from the original varied enormously. Incidentally, the Senate got increasingly
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short shrift from the press, and ended having to subsidize the Ottawa Times in
order to get any effective account of its proceedings at all. As for the Commons, the
big daily papers in Montreal and Toronto did it fair justice, the best accounts being
in the Toronto Globe, Toronto Leader, and Montreal Gazette, in about that order.
The Ottawa Times is a special case, since it was trying hard to win an exclusive
arrangement, but it was never quite able to cut out the competition from the big
metropolitan dailies.

This edition of the Debates of the House of Commons is.a collation of the debates
in the Ottawa Times (Conservative), sometimes called the “Scrapbook Debates”,
(from their having been pasted up by an enterprising librarian), and the debates
reported in the Toronto Globe (Reform). Several other newspapers were canvassed
for the purpose, but these two papers turned out to offer the most comprehensive
reports, and this has been the principal criterion in choosing the two papers, or
deciding, in the case of a particular speech, between the two papers themselves.

I have tried to avoid intruding too much editing into these reports, fearing dis-
tortion, and have let them stand as they were, but the brevity of a report, or occa-
sionally a long speech reported verbatim (doubtless paid for by the members con-
cerned), is a weakness inherent in the system used. In truth, there is really no
other system. Invariably I have chosen the longest report of a speech I could get,
since the longer the report, the less the compression. Where the Times’ report and
the Globe’s report was roughly equal I have taken the most literate and salty version.
By and large the Globe’s reports had more colour and vitality than the Times’ which
leaned more often in the direction of officialese—perhaps a reflection of the Times’
hopes to become official reporters. When one report has something substantial that
the other has not, I have interleaved reports, and there is no indication in this edition
of where one report stops and the other begins. As the session went on into 1868,
and perhaps as hopes for an official report began to dim, the Times’ reports tended
to shorten, and the debates from the later part of the session tend to be, increasingly,
from the Toronto Globe.

It was disappointing to discover that French Canadian papers gave very short
reports, even of speeches that were originally given in French. La Minerve of Mont-
real, Le Pays of Montreal, Le Journal de Québec, Le Canada of Ottawa, all, despite
the parliamentary interests and commitments of their owners, can not be relied on
for speeches in French. The English papers were, unfortunately, no better when it
came to reporting speeches that had been given in French. It is clear from this, and
from other evidence, that if an MP wanted to make any substantial impression at
all on Parliament or public, he had to speak in English. The gist the English papers
gave of French speeches was so thin as to be nearly useless. It is a pity in this respect
that the French papers were not of more help; but it is fair to add here that they
seem to have had a more substantial interest in the proceedings of the Quebec As-
sembly than did the English in their provincial assemblies (except in Nova Scotia);
this, too, is reflection of the different appreciations of, and attitudes to, the new
federal system.

One might have suspected political bias in the Parliamentary reporting of the
newspapers, and doubtless one might be able to uncover it, but I have discerned very
little. Occasionally a long speech of Macdonald’s or Galt’s was slightly shorter in the
Globe than in, say, the Toronto Leader or Montreal Gazette, but there were other
occasions when the report in the Globe of a Macdonald speech was longer than that
in the Conservative press. There seems to have been no rule except that of reasonable
reporting, and the space limits of the paper. This last was no inconsiderable limi-
tation, especially with evening speeches, which could be heavily abbreviated as print-
ing time approached.

The session of 1867-1868 was the longest session of the Parliament of Canada
until the session of 1903. The session was in two parts from November 6th to Dec-
ember 21st, and from March 15th, 1868 until May 22nd. It dealt with a vast range
of business, but its great fascination lies in its being the meeting ground for Nova
Scotians, New Brunswickers, and Canadians from the old Province of Canada, now
at grips with the problems of a new political dimension.
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Making these debates available in official form was first proposed by Professor
Norman Ward late in 1961, in a letter to the Speaker of the House of Commons,
Hon. Roland Michener. It was subsequently taken up by the Parliamentary Librarian,
Mr. Erik Spicer, as a project of Parliament for Canada’s Centennial. Professor Ward
had never expected to be able to organize the work, and I was approached in 1962
and the project was presented to Parliament and approved in May, 1963.

Various methods of proceeding with this vast debate of 1867-1868 were at-
tempted, and ultimately it was found necessary, owing to the interleaving of reports,
to produce a whole typed MS. of the Commons Debates, running to 1515 legal-size

. pages, about 600,000 words.

Here I must make kind acknowledgement for assistance in every respect to the
Parliamentary Librarian, Mr. Erik Spicer, and to his staff, especially to the Associate
Librarian, M. Guy Sylvestre, and the Assistant Librarian Miss Pamela Hardisty; in
Halifax to Mrs. Mary Gilbert, who typed the whole MS, and to Mr. J. J. Tepas who
laboured long and conscientiously on galley proof, and who helped me with page
proof.

The imperfections in this version are numerous and frequently obvious; the
reports are often uneven; they are certainly incomplete; there are places where one
even has to strain sometimes for the sense: but they are the only version we have,
or can have. Indeed they prove that official reporting had advantages, after all,
whatever the Canadian Parliament may have thought of the idea before Alexander
Mackenzie finally brought it in, in 1875. But, still more, the newspaper version of
the House of Commons, 1867-1868, knots and all, has the strong grain of the best of
Parlidgment in it; and with this cheerful reflection, Parliament redresses the decision
of a hundred years ago, and presents its debates of 1867-8.

P. B. WarrE,
Dalhousie University,
Halifax, Nova Scotia.

January, 1967.
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CABINET MINISTERS

HouseE oF COMMONS—FIRST PARLIAMENT
First SEsstoN—Nov. 6, 1867 1o May 22, 1868

Minister of Justice and
Attorney General .......

Minister of Militia and
Defence

................

Minister of Customs

Minister of Finance

.......

Hon.

Minister of Public Works ..

Minister of Inland Revenue Hon.

Secretary of State for
the Provinces ...........

President of the Privy
Council ........co00000s

Minister of Marine and
Fisheries

Minister of Agriculture ....

Secretary of State of
Canada .......co0000enes

Receiver General

---------

Superintendant General
of Indian Affairs

........
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. Sir George Etienne Cartier
. Samuel Leonard Tilley
. Alexander Tilloch Galt

John Rose
William McDougall

William-Pearce Howland

. Adams George Archibald

. Adam Johnston Fergusson Blair

. Peter Mitchell
. Alexander Campbell

. Jean Charles Chapais

Hector Louis Langevin

. Edward Kenny

. Hector Louis Langevin
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‘NAMES OF MEMBERS

IN ALPHABETICAL ORDER AND CONSTITUENCIES

Abbott, John Joseph Caldwell ....iv.v.5.... Argenteuil, Quebec

Anglin, Hon. Timothy Warren .......,.... Gloucester, New. Brunswick
Archambeault, Hon. Louis .....co00veenenns L’Assomption, Quebec
Ault, Samuel .....cc0000ni0mnennan. ssssse. Stormont, Ontario
Beaty, James ... ......c.ccrvnrtennanennens Toronto City East, Omtario
Beaubien, Hon. Joseph Octave . uiveueeinens Montmagny, Quebec
Béchard, Francgois ..... e seeseenssaeneanes Iberville, Quebec
Bellerose, Joseph Hyacinthe ............... Laval, Quebec
Benoit, Basile ............ 000 iiiinievenns Chambly, Quebec
Benson, Hon. James Rea .......... veeens » Lincoln, Ontario
Bertrand, Charles Frédéric Adolphe ........ Temiscouata, Quebec:
Blake, Edward .:.........0.000.0, vie....  Durham West, Ontario
Blanchet, Joseph Godéric ........... e Lévis, Quebec
Bodwell, Ebenezer Vining .....i.:i.000.0. . Oxférd South, Untario™
Bolton, John ........:. e e e e Charlotte, New Brunswick
Boucher de Niverville, Charles ............. Three Rivers, Quebec
Bourassa, Frangois J. ... . .. .. S P St. John’s, Quebec :
Bowell, Mackenzie ......,...ci.o0iiieeaas Hastings North, Ontario-
Bowman, Isaac Erb ......... ieeidieeaeas Waterloo, North; Ontario
Bown, John Young ......... 0 0c0dviaen .-+ Brant North, Ontario
Brousseau, Jean Docile ......0%. L. iciiee.s Portneutf, Quebec
Brown, James .......ccctettccrnccacaaiane Hastings West, Ontario
Burpee, Charles ........¢v000000n veiviases Sunbury, New Brunswick
Burton, Francis H. ........:.. iveswniisss.. Durham East, Ontario
Cameron, Hugh ............... S S Inverness, Nova Scotia
Cameron, Hon. John Hillyard ......c0ve0.n Peel, Ontario ;
Cameron, Malcolm Collin ...... 5. v 0eene. Huron South, Ontano
Campbell, Hon. Stewart ....... ... cete... Guysborough; Nova. Seaﬁa
Carling, Hon. John .......cciaecvuies “i.+.. London City, Ontario
Carmichael, James W ...... e reeeee e Pictou, Nova Scotia
Caron, George ....«.ii.cvioiaes Ve dEen v eran Maskinongé, Quebec
Cartier, Hon. George Etienne .............. Montreal East, Quebec
Cartwright, Richard John ........ wasmese e Lennox, Ontario
Casault, Louis E. Napoleon ............... Bellechasse, Quebec
Cauchon, Hon, J oseph e eenrecanesannaans Montmorency, Quebee
Cayley, Michael ............. eees eeaeaen Beauharnois,  Quebec
Chamberlin, Brown - viieedidiidieeess  Missisquoi, Quebec -
Chauveau, Hon. Pierre J. O. e Ve e veee.  Quebec County, Quebec
Cheval, Guillaume ‘ e o
alias St. Jacques .......... N Rouville, Quebec -
Chipman, ‘William Henry .........0 .. ... King’s, Nova Scotia
Cimon, Simon Xavier .........eveeveeeenn. Charlevoix, Quebec

Cockburn, ‘Hon. James Vi ey i viesses - Northumberland. West, Ontario’

Coffin, Thomas ... X Fiieidedineees . Shelburne, Nova Scotia
Colby, Charles C. ... Vel Ciivesdseens - Stanstead, Quebec
Connell, Hon. Charles .........0.. Vedeesane Carleton, New Brunswick
Costigan, JORN ......cviieeievisveoess “.... Victoria, New Brunswiclk *
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Coupal dit Lareine, Sixte ................. Napierville, Quebec

Crawford, James ........... Ceereserasenes Brockville, Ontario
Crawford, John .........ie0i00eeeveeeses. Leeds South, Ontario
Croke, William Joseph .........ccovvveennnn Richmond, Nova Scotia
Currier, Joseph M. ......¢c000s000ss0000.. Ottawa City, Ontario
Daoust, Jean Baptiste ....... e ieeden ... Two Mountains, Quebec
Desaulnier, Louis Léon Lesueur tresesenae . St. Maurice, Quebec
Dobbie, Thomas William ...:i.0evieesve...  Elgin East, Ontario
Dorion, Hon Antoine Aimé P S, . Hochelaga, Quebec
Drew, George Alexander ...........cc000.e Wellington North, Ontario
Dufresne, Joseph ... iivieideiiivine e, Montealm, Quebee
Dunkin, Hon. Christopher R R Brome, Quebec
Ferguson, Thomas R. ........... e Cardwell, Ontario
Ferris, John ........... eeearenees eeeraes . Queen’s, New Brunswick
Fisher, Hon. Charles ......... eseaseneeaen York, New Brunswick
Forbes, James F......... W vesveaseadans ... Queen’s, Nova Scotia
Fortier, Moise .........cvvvss vaseessevess.  Yamaska, Quebec
Fortin, Pierre ..........vecvveeesvrrnceens Gaspé, Quebec

 Galt, Hon. Alexander. Filloch .....vciveusn. Sherbrooxe, Quebec
Gaucher, Guillaume Gamehn veesesseiens. Jacques Cartier, Quebec
Gaudet, Joseph ............c0000 eesreseens Nicolet, Quebec
Gendron, Pierre Samuel . Bagot, Quebec .
Geoffrion, FElX ...uvsisess Verchéres, Quebec
Gibbs, Thomas Nlcholson _ ‘ev... Ontario South, Ontario
Godin, Francois Bemamm Vese it neesensae Joliette, Quebec
Grant, James Alexander e Russell, Ontario
Gray, Hon. John H. .....000pue.ns e reeas Saint John, City and County,

, ‘ New Brunswick

Grover, Peregrine Maitland e bmrapaniaens Peterborough East, Ontario -
Hagar, Albert ...i.s.si'iies PR «e+s... . Prescott, Qntario
Harrison, Robert Alexander svevidessenss.. Toronto City West, Ontario
Heath, Edmund ............. tveesssss.s.. Pontiac, Quebec
Holmes, John ...... v.edévs.es ..l....'.... Carleton, . Ontario
Holton, Hon. Luther H ciieessiive s« Chateauguay, Quebec
Howe, Hon. Joseph. ...V iiiveiviiveseeasss Hants, Nova Scotia
Howland, Hon:«'William: Pearce, CB. Jeeves. - York West, Ontario
Huntingdon, Hon. Lucius~ Seth ISR «.+.. -Shefford, Quebec
Huot, Pierre Gabriel . ....i.....: RO Quebec East, Quebec
Hurdon, Francis ......0. 5.0t den ... Bruce South, Ontario
Irvine, Hon. George ........:. e Megantic, Quebec -
Jackson, GEOTZe .....i.sscomesssvneeses...  Grey South, Ontario
Johnson, Hon. John M. ....... ireeem e Northumberland New Brunswick
Joly, Henry GUSEAVE. ... covruesvrnnevnnnse. Lotbiniere, Quebec
Jones, Alfred Gilpin ...................... Halifax, Nova Scotla
Jones, Francis ........ s s emee i eeseees. Leeds North,

and Grenville North, Ontario

Keeler, Joseph . Northumberland East, Ontario

Kempt, George D L L DR SO Victoria. South, Ontario
Kierzkowski, Hon. A, B: ... wmsevsseena.o. St Hyacinthe, Quebec
Killam, Hon. Thomas . .. Jiswiwesss . Yarmouth, Nova Scotia
Kirkpatrick, Thomas ..i.. iveeevieicstennn Frontenac, .Ontario



Langevin, Hon. Hector Louls erenee eeae-
Langlois, Jean

............................

Lapum, James N. .......... B
Lawson, Peter ..i.vivveeees
Little, William. Carruthers B .
MecCallum, Lachlin ...... e ts et e seaseern
McCarthy, ThOomas .i.sciveseeiscseicsneens
McConkey, Thomas:-DPavid ........... Ceeene

McDonald, Angus Peter .....coovieevesnnns
Macdonald, Donald Alexander ......... vead
McDonald, E. M. e
McDonald, Hugh ....... cendivesdierens
Macdonald Hon. Sir J ohn A K.C B. ..
Macdonald, Hon. John S. ......
McDougall, Hon. William, C.B. eiaieidn
Macfarlane; Robert ..., cviviinnininnna,
McGee,Hon. Thomas D'ATCYy iveeo.l Feeaes
McGreevy, Thomas ..... PR PP
McKeagney, Hon, James ............
Mackenzie, Alexander .
McLachlin, Daniel
McLellan, Archibald Woodbury CEe e renes
McMillan, Donald ......... A S R ves
McMillan, Hon. John ....iveceenevuans vees
McMonies, James ...i...... P R
Magill, Charles .........
Masson, Louis Francois Rodrlgue ..........
Masson, Luc Hyacinthe ... o000 ISR
Metcalfe, James :
Mills, David
Morison, John
Morris, Alexander
Morrison, Angus
Munroe, John H.

s s e ras s et s eserr e

..........................

........................
..........................

O’Connor, John
Oliver, ThOmMAas ....eiveererrvacocnncnnaes
PAquet, Anselme Homeére ........coe0vveene
Parker, Thomas Sutherland
Perry, Charles
Pinsonneault, Alfred
Pope, John HENTY .......cvcinerecncansonn
Pouliot, -Barthelemy
Power, Patrick

......................
....................
............................

Read, Hon. Robert
Redford, James
Renaud, Auguste ........cciceveinenencnne
Robitaille, Théodore
Rose, Hon. JoOhn ........cciiivenrecnansnns
Ross, John Jones
Ross, John Sylvester .......ccviivvvneunnns
Ross, Walter ..........c.convvuen tiesesiane
Ross, William :

Ryan, George
Rymal, Joseph

...........................

Dorchester, Quebec
Montmorency
Addington, Ontario
Norfolk South, Ontario
Simcoe South, Ontario

Monck, Ontario
Richelieu, Quebec

. Simcoe North, Ontario

Middlesex West, Ontario
Glengarry, Ontario
Lunenburg, Nova Scotia
Antigonish, Nova Scotia
Kingston, Ontario
Cornwall, - Ontario ‘
Lanark North, Ontario
Perth South, Ortario -

‘Montreal West, Quebec :

Quebec West, Quebée
Cape Breton, Nova Scotia
Lambton, Ontario
Renfrew South; Ontario
Colchester, Nova Scotia
Vaudreuil, Quebec
Restigouche, New -Brunswick
Wentworth North, Ontario
Hamilton (City), Ontario
Terrebonne, Quebee:
Soulanges, Quebec

York East, Ontario -
Bothwell, Ontario
Victoria North, Ontario
Lanark South, Ontario
Niagara, Ontario

Elgin West, Ontario

Essex, Ontario
Oxford North, Ontario

Berthier, Quebec
Wellington Centre, Ontario
Peterborough West, Ontario
Laprairie, Quebec
Compton, Quebec

L'Islet, Quebec

Halifax, Nova Scotia
Beauce, Quebec

Renfrew North, Ontario
Annapolis, Nova Scotia
Hastings East, Ontario
Perth North, Ontario
Kent, New Brunswick
Bonaventure, Quebec
Huntingdon, Quebec
Champlain, Quebec
Dundas, Ontario

Prince Edward, Ontario
Victoria, Nova Scotia
King’s, New Brunswick
Wentworth South, Ontario



Savary, Alfred W. ...... sissensnas awsseens Digby, Nova. Scotia

Scatcherd, Thomas ............ eieseieseas Middlesex North, Ontario
Sénécal, Louis Adélard .......ccoivieieeenss - Drummond and Arthabaska, Quebec
Shanly, Walter ......ceoiiicecvnnconaceass Greenville South, Ontario
Simard, George HODOTE - vnneieeunnaannnns Quebec, Centre

Snnpson, Wemyss Mackenzie .............. Algoma, Ontario

Smith, Hon. Albert James ........ceveveen Westmoreland, New Brunswick
Snider, George ..........i... aneesemanana Grey North, Ontario

Sproat, Alexander .........cciciiincaenenn Bruce. North, Ontario
Stephenson, Rufus ....... S P Kent, Ontario

Stirton, David ..........0vciieiinvionians Wellington® South, Ontario
Street, Thomas Clark ............ R T Welland, Ontario

Sylvain, George ....... meaesiaacensaeinea Rimouski, Quebec

Thompson, David ...... I A, feesasaaan Haldimand, Ontario

Thompson, John Hall -........... ehesssenss Ontario North

Tilley, Hon. Samuel Leonard ...:.......... Saint John City, New Brunswick
Tremblay, Pierre Alexis ... :..cvvuvivn..n Chicoutimi and Saguenay, Quebec
Tupper, Hon. Charles; CB. ...v..00vvecnne. Cumberland, Nova Scotia
Wallace, John ..........cieheeieninerannn. Albert, New Brunswick

Walsh, Aquila ......cc000ne eieae e esienae Norfolk North, Ontario

‘Webb, William Hoste ........ ederesee e Richmond and Wolfe, Quebec
Wells, James Pearson ...... e dmewseeiaenae York North, Ontario

‘White, John ........... soiene sioe Wevreesaas Halton, Ontario

Whitehead, Joseph ...... S Cersranaes Huron North, Ontario

Willson, Crowell ....:i..civvinenennsons P Middlesex East, Ontario

Wood, Edmund Burke (...i.... waeseieananns Brant South, Ontario

Workman, Thomas .......... PP R Montreal Centre

Wright, AloNzZo .......c.civvnieornonaisenns Ottawa County, Quebec

Young, James ..... Ceressiieeieenienas P Waterloo South, Ontario



CONSTITUENCIES BY PROVINCES WITH
NAMES OF MEMBERS ELECTED

PROVINCE OF NEW BRUNSWICK

Albert

John Wallace, Esquire

L07: 5.3 131 + T Hon. Charles Connell
Charlotte ........... feeseeenenamaneernans John Bolton, Esquire
Gloucester ......ccituviveennarnsnsascanses Hon. Timothy Warren Anglin
Kent ... i iiieinierernronsenencosncannnes. Auguste Renaud, Esquire
King’s ..viieinniriiorvsnnersnesncenatones . George Ryan, Esquire
Northumberland . .......... e e iaeine eeens Hon. John M. Johnson
QUEBR’S . .....iviicrsiaiisaseennarae A John Ferris, Esguire -
Restigouche ........cciiiiverivinrnncnenes Hon. John McMillan
SUNDULY . .vieeenrisiaevonoannnaonsaessonne Charles Burpee, Esquire
St. John (City & County) .......... Ceiseene Hon. John H. Gray
St. John (City) ....e..oceen e P Hon. Samuel Leonard Tilley, C.B.
Vietoria .......cco0vivennanan, erecseeenne John Costigan, Esquire
Westmoreland ...........000000e heseranaen Hon. Albert James Smith
York .....cciiiiivenananns eraseeaie veeeee *#*Hon. Charles Fisher
PROVINCE OF NOVA SCOTIA

ANNapoliS ......oceeevennnnsenn. Ceresneeen William H. Ray, Esquire
Antigonish ............ 0 ieeiieieenneneen Hugh McDonald, Esquire
Cape Breton ........ veereas teessesee veee.. *Hon. James McKeagney
ColcheSter ......vcviiveeieernennsosanionna Archibald Woodbury McLellan, Esquire
Cumberland ..........000uuonn teeaene cesans Hon. Charles Tupper, C.B.
Digby ....coitineiecuiioann seraeseaens eee.. Alfred W, Savary, Esquire
GUYSbOTOUZh . ..uvvnivironevisiisnannnsones *Hon. Stewart Campbell

. ) {Alfred Jones, Esquire
Halifax ,.........-.-.......-f....-n.. .o lPatrickPower, Esqu.lre
Hants ........ crereeenes ceereeceenans N Hon. Joseph Howe
INVErness .......cceuinieenrennnnncsasnanenns Hugh Cameron, Esquire
King’s ......... et essacesarsenacansonenane Wm. Henry Chipman, Esquire
Lunenburg ......ccec000nee esenas eeseeess. E. M. McDonald, Esquire
Pictou ........cvvvenvnanten besesneeeae ees James W. Carmmhael Esquire
Queen’s .......ce0000. teecessreraannes. veee James S. Forbes, Esguire
Richmond .........c...... cessrseveseasaans Wm. Joseph Croke, Esquire
Shelburne .......civviiereiiiacanaesonenas *Thomas Coffin, Esquire
Victoria .......... P ee.. *Wm. Ross, Esquire
Yarmouth ...ovvvveevnniocioennssoeranenes Hon. Thomas Killam
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Addington ........ 0. i iiieiiiiecnninene James N. Lapum, Esquire

Algoma (The Prov1s10nal Judlclal District of)
Bothwell ... ... . i iiinrereassensannans
Brant (North Riding) Cresebehivennans
Brant (South Riding) “.........c..00euiuees
Brockville (Town), with the Township of

Elizabethtown thereto attached S it eneaes
Bruce (North RIding) .. s iiviivecioens
Bruce (South Riding)....... AP vues

Wemyss Mackenzie Simpson, Esquire
David Mills, Esquire ’
John Young Bown, Esquire
‘Hon. Edmund Burke Wood

James Crawford, Esquire
Alexander Sproat, Esquire
Francis Hurdon, Esquire |



PROVINCE OF ONTARIO—Continued

Cardwell .........covvinnnnen iesresesnias Thomas R. Ferguson, Esquire
SCarleton ...iiiiiiiiei it iiieiierentenoinnan John Holmes, Esquire

Cornwall (Town), with the Townshlp of

Cornwall thereto attached ............... Hon. John S. Maedonald
DUndas ....cceiieceencnninsennrsannas ceeans *John Sylvester Ross, Esquire
Durham (East Riding) ..... P Francis H. Burton, Esquire
Durham (West Riding) ................... Edward Blake, Esqulre
Elgin (East Riding) ........oc0ivvunien “e... “Thomas William Dobbie, Esquire
Elgin (West Riding) ........icevenenenenn . John H. Munroe, Esquire
ESSeX ¢ .ivvveenneninssnnaas B . John O’Connor, Esquire
Frontenac ............0..0. N . - Thomas Kirkpatrick, Esquire
Glengarry “......cccervecenen e nesnnee .... “*Donald Alexander Macdonald, Esquire
Grenville (South Riding) ........ veeseseess Walter Shanly, Esquire
Grey (South Riding) .......ceeeeiernennnns George Jackson, Esquire
Grey (North Riding) ............ ceiieeeans George Snider, Esquire
Haldimand ........civveuneececreersvse..: David Thompson, Esquire
Halton .......cciiiiiiveinedennnennnns <... John White, Esquire
Hamilton (City) ........ ctieseriieciseess. *Charles Magill, Esquire
Hastings (West Riding) ............ R James Brown, Esquire
Hastings (East Riding) ............. P Hon. Robert Read
Hastings (North’ Riding) ..........: PN Mackenzie Bowell, Esquire
Huron (North Riding) ............. «essess Joseph Whitehead, Esquire
Huron (South Riding) ....... seteen +ssesss Malcolm Collin Cameron, Esquire
Kent ....ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiini e +++vso«  Rufus Stephenson, Esquire
Kingston ...... cereeeane Ceeierenien ceenes Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald, K.CB.
Lambton .............0000s ceieeies +..sss. Alexander Mackenzie, Esquire
Lanark (North Rldmg) ......... eesseese *Hon. Wm. McDougall, C.B.
Lanark (South Riding) ............ veseee. *Alexander Morris, Esquire
Leeds (North Riding) and Grenvme (North

Riding) .. ccvviiiiininernierssonas veeees.  Francis Jones, Esquire
Leeds- (South Ridmg) ....... PR veess.. John Crawford, Esquire
LENANOX +vvvvireeeevannconeens sesesssssssss Richard John Cartwright, Esqulre
Lincoln ....... P e erreseirennonas eeesss. *Hon. James Rea Benson
London City) .....oc0eevenees sessssesssss. Hon, John Carling -
Middlesex (North Ridi.ng) ..... Jeesseee. Thomas Scatcherd, Esquire
Middlesex (West Riding) ..... eenas erenee Angus Peter McDonald, Esquire
Middlesex (East Riding) ..........cc00uene Crowell Wilson, Esquire
Monck .......coieoecvrocecinensens +++e. -Lachlin McCallum, Esquire
Niagara (Town), with the Township of Nia=

gara thereto attached ................... Angus Morrison, Esquire
Norfolk (South RIAINZ) .....eiveereeenenns ‘Peter Lawson,  Esquire
Norfollk (North Riding) ..., eiseeiieceans ©  Aquila Walsh, Esquire
Northumberland (East Riding) veseecsesse. Joseph Keeler, Esquire

Northumberland (West Riding) = excepting
therefrom the Township of South Monag-

han .......ivovcvrventsessvesccneasesse.. *Hon, James Cockburn
Ontario (North Rldmg) ........ ceeesssesess . John Hall Thompson, Esquire.
Ontario (South Riding) ........ O Thomas Nicholson Gibbs, Esquire
Ottawa (City) ...oiavienness R P Joseph M. Currier, Esquire
Oxford (North Riding) .......ece00vveee.:  Thomas Oliver, Esquire .
Oxford (South Riding) ........ e eisaneenan *Ebenezer Vining Bodwell, Esquire
Peel .....cciviirinnsencsstonnns ve s vsee.. Hon. John Hillyard Cameron
Perth (North Rlding) .......... weseeves... James Redford, Esquire
Perth (South Riding) ......cvveeveveonnes + Robert Macfarlane, Esquire
Peterborough (West Rldmg) wesesesisisesss Charles Perry, Esquire -
Peterborough (East Riding) ..... Ceeeceans . .Peregrine Maitland Grover, Esquire
Prescott .......icecuieeevis Cesesseesesceen JAlbert Hagar, Esquire

xviii
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Prince Edward -..... . ewae
Renfrew (South Riding)
Renfrew (North Riding)
Russell .....ic0vveviinens
Simcoe (North Riding) ...
Simcoe (South Riding)
Stormont il i i deeeaan
Toronto (City) West .....
Toronto (City) East ....
Victoria (South Riding) ..
Victoria (North Riding) .......cc.0v0vel.n
Waterloo (North Riding). .
Waterloo (South Riding) -
Welland
Wellington (North Rldmg)
Wellington (Centre Riding) ...
Wellington (South-Riding) -
Wentworth  (North Riding). .... et iarereas
Wentworth (South Riding) ....c.ccecviven..
York (North Riding) ..... e SR
York (East Riding) ......
York (West Riding)

ees s e esees e e
.......
e

.................
................
.................................
ssssseccsserassae
sessecsecsrccse

Walter Ross, Esquire
*Daniel McLachlin, Esquire

John Rankin, Esquire )
James. Alexander Grant, Esquire
*Thomas David McConkey; Esquire
Wm. Carruthers Little; Esquire
Samuel Ault, Esquire :
Robert .Alexander: Haruson, Esquire
.James Beaty, Esquire

George. Kempt, Esquire

John Morison, Esquire

*Isaac Erb Bowman, Esquire

James Young, Esquire - -
*Thomas Clark Street, Esquire -
George Alexander Drew, ‘Esquire
*Thomas Sutherland Parker, Esquire
David Stirton, . Esquire

James McMonies, -Esquire

Joseph Rymal, Esquire

*James Pearson Wells, Esquire
James Metcalfe, Esquire .

Hon. Wm. .Pearce Howland, C.B.
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Argenteuil
Bagot

Beauce
Beauharnois

...................................
....................
D I R R A R R N R}
D R R R R I I I A AT A
----------------
------

---------------------------

Charlevoix

Chateauguay
Chicoutimi and Saguenay ..... cesevancreans
Compton

Dorchester
Drummond and Arthabaska .........
GasPé ....cciieiiieitiiiicrncenaans
Hochelaga .....veievieiinieencanans
Huntingdon ..........cciiiiinennns
Iberville ....coiiriciennrnencenanns
Jacques Cartier
Joliette
Kamouraska
Laprairie .....vccviiiiiniiiicaneans
L'Assomption ......................
Laval

................

..............................
......
......
......
......
.....
.........................
................................
............. ‘eeesesesstasennnse
------
ceee
......
.............................
..................................
...........

..............
..................

Missisquoi .......0000n Ceceesesctsentanann .

‘Hon. John Joseph Caldwell Abbott
Pierre Samuel Gendron, Esquire
Chr1st1a.n Henry Pozer, Esquire -
‘Michael Cayley, Esquire

Napoleon Casault, Esquire. ..
Anselme Homére ‘Paquet, Esquire
Théodore Robltaﬂle, Esqmre
*Hon, Christopher Dunkin

Basile Benoit, Esquire

John Jones Ross, Esquire

Simon Xavier Cimon, Esquire
Hon. Luther H. Holton

*Pierre Alexis Tremblay, Esquire
*John Henry Pope, Esquire

*Hon. Hector Louis Langevin
Louis Adelard Sénécal, Esquire
*Pierre Fortin, Esquire

Hon. Antoine Aimé Dorion

Hon. John Rose

Francois Béchard, Esquire
Guillaume Gamelin Gaucher, Esquire
Frangois Benjamin Godin, Esquire
C. A. P. Pelletier

Alfred Pinsonneault, Esquire
Hon. Louis Archambeault

*Joseph Hyacinthe Bellerose, Esquire
*Joseph Goderic Blanchet, Esquire
Barthelemy Pouliot, Esquire
*Henry Gustave Joly, Esquire
George Caron, Esquire

Hon. George Irvine

Brown Chamberlin, Esquire
*Joseph Dufresne, Esquire
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Montmagny

Montmorency .........se. esessenemtirsnaa
Montreal (City) West ....ovvvenen cesesenan
Montreal (City) Centre ......:...
Montreal (City) East ...ceceeeieeierensee
Napierville ....c.vviieneicecescenecnncena .
Nicolet ......vivvenre. Seesesasecaboncsoans
Ottawa County ........ edeesesesteccesenns
Pontiac ........cc00vnen sesies reeeasee
Portneuf ..........:.. ceeiesssesciasenrans
Quebec (City) East tiaesesinenenescecesee
Quebec (City) Centre ....... A deeenesecane
Quebec (City) West ..... cevacesiesenannan
Quebec (County) ........ eeerecesseanans .
Richmond and Wolfe .......ccieiieivivanes
Richelieu ........iv0ueee ceo Vi Geidhesenea
Rimouski ......... treaae Geseesseesna
Rouville .......... teeeana esseescesaviocass
St. Hyacinthe .........cviveviveevncninenns
St. John’s .......iiieiiineneiinenie siieeaas
St. Maurice .......c.c0000ee. tesesssenae .
Shefford ........cccviiiiiirverreviravensnn
Sherbrooke (TOWN) ......cvcvvvevinnonnns
Soulanges .....ccaicnediii Seeiteierenaseans
Stanstead .......... .. 000 evivs et
Temiscouata ............. eeiessase ceedenae
Terrebonne ..... wiesaaes P AP
Three Rivers (TOWR) ...viveesiviiiancnans
Two Mountains ....... i ieein e enronnns
Vaudreuil .....ccoiviivnee P
Verchéres ............... e Ceeeeriaeaas
Yamask@ .......cc000c0uss A
*Acclamation

*Hon. Joseph Octave Beaubien
*Hon. Joseph Cauchon

Jean Langlols

Hon. Thomas D’Arcy McGee
*Thomas Workman, Esquire

Hon. George Etienne Cartier

Sixte Coupal dit Lareine, Esquire -
Joseph . Gaudet, Esquire

t*Alonzo Wright, Esquire -
*FEdmund Heath, Esquire

Jean Docile Brousseau, Esquire

*Pierre Gabriel Huot, Esquire

George Honoré Simard, Esquire
*Thomas McGreevy, Esquire

*Hon. Pierre J. O. Chauveau

William Hoste Webb, Esquire

Thomas McCarthy, Esquire

George Sylvain, Esquire

Guillaume Cheval,  alias  St. Jacques, Es-

quire

Hon. A. E. Kierzkowski

Frangois Bourassa, Esquire

*Louis I.éon Lesueur Desaulnier, Esquire
Hon. Lucius Seth Huntington

*Hon. Alexander Tilloch Galt

Luc Hyacinthe Masson, Esquire

Charles C. Colby, Esquire

*Chas. Frédéric Adolphe Bertrand, Esquire
*Louis Francois Rodrigue Masson, Esquire
Charles Boucher de Niverville, Esqiiire
*Jean Baptiste Daoust, Esquire

*Donald McMillan, Esquire

Felix Geoffrion, Esquire

Moise Fortier, Esquire
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CANADA

Debates of the PHouse of Commons

for the

First session of the First Parliament of the Dominion of Canada called
for the despatch of business on the 6th. day of November, 1867.

Wednesday., 6th November, 1867

The Parliament met this day for the de-
spatch of business at three p.m.

The Clerk took the chair and the Ser-
geant-at-arms announced Rene Kimber, Es-
quire, Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod,

with a message, that His Excellency, The

Governor General, desires the immediate at-
tendance of this Honourable House in the
Senate Chamber.

Accordingly the Members went to attend
His Excellency in the Senate Chambers;
Where being,

The Honourable the Speaker of the Senate
said;— :

Honourable Gentlemen, and Gentlemen of
the House of Commons;

His Excellency the Governor General does
not see fit to declare the causes of His sum-
moning the present Parliament of the Do-
minion of Canada until a Speaker of the
House of Commons shall have been chosen
according to law, but that to-morrow, at the
hour of three o’clock in the afternoon, His
Excellency will declare the causes of His
calling this Parliament.

And the Members being returned;

Sir John A. Macdonald said that the House
having just been instructed by the represent-
ative of Her Majesty to proceed to elect a
Speaker, he begged to call the attention of
the House to the discharge of that duty.
Great qualifications were required in a mem-
ber of this House who would worthily occupy
that high, honourable and distinguished posi-
tion. He should be a man of parliamentary
experience, well acquainted with the practice
of parliament, versed in the mode of conduct-
ing the business of this House, and able to

decide promptly and correctly the various

questions of practice and order which would
come before Parliament, his demeanour at
the same time must be agreeable and courtly.
He believed that on his mentioning the name
of the honourable gentleman who he would
propose should be called to the Speaker’s

chair, all who knew that honourable gentle-
man, would agree with him that he possessed
all the requisites for the position. He had
much pleasure in moving that the Hon.

James <Cockburn, member for the West

Riding of Northumberland, do take the chair.
Mr. Cockburn had sat in the Legislature of the
Province of Canada during two Parliaments
having been thrice elected for the same con-
stituency, and twice by acclamation. During
the period he had been in Parliament he had
been an active member, he at once took such
a position that ere long he was invited to
become a member of the Government. In
1864, he entered the Government of which he
(Sir John) had the honour to be a member,
taking the office of Solicitor-General for
Upper Canada, and he could testify to the
great assistance which, in that capacity, he
gave to him (Sir John) as Attorney-General
and leader of the House; and all his col-
leagues could; in like manner, speak of the
skill with which he managed all the affairs of
his department. In all the legislation, special-~
ly applying to Upper Canada, he trusted
greatly to the assistance of the Solicitor-
General, and he was gratified, therefore, to
speak of the ability and legal lore which Mr,
Cockburn displayed acting as his colleague.
To these gentlemen who had the pleasure of
knowing Mr. Cockburn, he would say nothing
as to his demeanour as a gentleman, and the
courteous style of his address. He felt that he
need say nothing further as to the hon. gen-
tleman’s qualifications, and would now, there-
fore, move that the Hon. James Cockburn do
take the chair.

Hon. Mr. Cartier seconded the motion, sup-
porting it in a few remarks in French sub-
stantially to the same effect as those of the
Minister of Justice.

Mr. Dufresne addressed the House in.
French, expressing his dissatisfaction at the
nomination of Mr. Cockburn, on the ground
that that gentleman could not speak the
French language. He thought it was to be
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regretted that, at the inauguration of a new
system, greater respect was not shownm to
Lower Canada in this matter. He looked upon
this as a matter of national feeling. In the
Constitution of the Dominion it was provided
that all official documents should be printed
in both languages, and the principle which
lay at the foundation of the provision should,
he thought, be carried out in the nomination
of a speaker.

Hon. Mxr. Cartier replied, that though Mr.
Cockburn did not speak French he understood
it, and in that respect was in the same posi-
tion as Speakers of the Canadian House under
the former Constitution—such as Mr. Sand-
field Macdonald, Sir Henry Smith and Mr.
Walbridge,

The motion having been put by the. Clerk,
the Hon. James Cockburn was unanimously
elected Speaker, and was conducted to the
chair by Sir John A. Macdonald and Mr.
Cartier.

Mr. Cockburn, having taken the chair,
tendered to the House his grateful acknowl-
edgements for the honour conferred on him
in electing him to that position. He said it
would be his duty and his pleasure to decide
all questions that might be rtaised in this
House, for the consideration of the chair, with
the utmost impartiality. The questions which
had to be decided were, many of them, of so
great importance that he might well shrink
from the responsibility of disposing of them,
but he felt reassured by the fact that there
were hon. gentlemen on the floor who would
kindly assist him, gentlemen of long parlia-
mentary experience, who would lend him the
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benefit of that experience and enable him to
decide such guestions as might arise in ac-
cordance with the long established practice
of Parliament.

Sir John A. Macdonald moved that the
house do now adjourn till half-past two to-
morrow, His Excellency having intimated
that he would come down at three. He begged
also to take this opportunity of giving notice
with respect to the rules to be adopted for
the guidance of Parliament that he would
follow the course taken in 1841, and would -
move that a select committee be appointed to
frame rules and regulations for the govern-
ment of the House. The committee would, of
course, have o be very carefully chosen. The
gentlemen selected would be from both sides
of the House and from all portions of the
Dominion. They would examine the practice
and rules which had prevailed in Canada, and
in Nova Scotia, and New Brunswick, and
would report a code of rules to this House,
but meanwhile he should move that the prac-
tice of Parliament as it prevailed in Canada
during last Parliament should be the rules
in force until the new rules were reported
to0 and accepted by the House. He might say
to those gentlemen who did belong to the
Parliament of the late Province of Canada,
that the rules of that Parliament were care-
fully settled about three years ago, and were
almost identical with the rules and regulations
and standing and sessional orders of the
House of Commons, in England, except in so
far as they had to be modified to suit the
different circumstances of the Province.

The motion was agreed to and the House
adjourned till half-past two tomorrow.
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Thursday. 7th November, 1867
A Message was brought by Rene Kimber,

Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the Black
Rod:—
Mr. Speaker,

His Excellency the Governor General desires the
immediate attendance of this Honourable House in
the Senate Chamber.

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker elect, with the House,
went to the Senate Chamber:—

And there Mr. Speaker spoke to the follow-
ing eftect, viz..—

May it please your Excellency:

The House of Commmons have elected me as their
Speaker, though I am but little able to fulfil the
important duties thus assigned to me.

If, in the performance of those duties, I should at
any time fall into error, I pray that the fault may
be imputed to me, and not to the Commons, whose
servant I am, and who through me, the better to
enable them to discharge their duty to their Queen
and Country, humbly eclaim all their undoubted
rights and privilegés,. especially, that they may
have freedom of speech in their debates, access to
Your Excellency's person at all seasonable times,
and that their proceedings may receive from Your
Excellency the most favourable interpretation.

Then the Honourable the Speaker of the
Senate said:—

Mr. Speaker,

I am commanded by His Excellency the Governor
General to declare to you that he freely confides in
the duty and attachment of The House of Commons
to Her Majesty’s person and Government, and not
doubting that their proceedings will be conducted
with wisdom, temper, and prudence, he grants, and
upon all occasions will recognize and allow, their
constitutional privileges.

I am commanded also to assure you that the
Commons shall have ready access to His Excellency
upon all seasonable occasions, and that their pro-
ceedings, as well as your words and actions, will
constantly receive from him the most favourable
construction.

The House being returned;

Mr. Speaker reported, That the House had
been in the Senate Chamber, and that he had
informed His Excellency that the choice of
Speaker had fallen upon him and also in the
name of this House, and on their behalf, he
had laid claim to all their Rights and Privi-
leges, that they may enjoy freedom of speech
in their Debates, and have access to His
Excellency’s person as occasion shall require,
and that all their proceedings may receive

from His Excellency the most favourable
construction;  to which His Excellency was
pleased to say that he readily and willingly
granted. and allowed the Commons their con-
stitutional privileges, as well as ready access
to His Excellency on all seasonal occasions,
and that their proceedings, as well as their
words and actions, will constantly receive
from him the most favourable construction.

ORDERED, That the Honourable Sir John
A. Macdonald have leave to bring in a Bill
respecting the  administration of Qaths of
Office.

He accordingly presented the said Bill to
the House, and the same was received and
read for the first time. .

Mr. Speaker reported, That when the
House did attend His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General, this day, in the Senate
Chamber, His Excellency was pleased to
make a Speech to both Houses of Parliament,
of which Mr. Speaker said he had, to prevent
mistakes, obtained a copy, which he read to
the House, as followeth:—

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate;
Gentlemen of the House of Comimons:

In addressing for the first time the Parliamentary
Representatives of the Dominion of Canada, I
desire to give expression to my own deep feeling of
gratification that it has been my high privilege to
occupy an official position which has made it my
duty to assist at every step taken in the creation of
this great Confederation.

I congratulate you on the Legislative sanction
which has been given by the Imperial Parliament,
to the Act of Union, under the provisions of which
we are now assembled, and which has laid the
foundation of a new Nationality that I trust and
believe will, ere long, extend its bounds from the
Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean.

In the discussions which preceded the introduc-
tion of this measure in the Imperial Parliament,
between the Members of Her Majesty’s Govern-
ment on the one side, and the Delegates who
represented the Provinces now united on the oth-
er,—it was apparent to all those who took part in
those conferences, that, while Her Majesty’'s Min-
isters considered and pressed the principle of
Union as a subject of great Imperial interest, they
allowed to the Provineial Representatives every
freedom in arranging the mode in which that
prineciple should be applied.

In a similar spirit of respect for your privileges,
as a free and self-governing people, the Act of
Union, as adopted by the Imperial Parliament,
imposes the duty and confers upon you the right of
reducing to practice the system of Government.
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which it has called into existence, of consolidating
its institutions, harmonizing its administrative de-
tails, and of making such legislative provisions as
will secure to a constitution, in some respects
novel, a full, fair, and unprejudiced trial.

With the design of effecting these objects, meas-
ures will be laid before you for the amendment
and assimilation of the laws now existing in the
several Provinces relating to Currency, Customs,
Excise, and Revenue generally,—for the adoption of
a uniform Postal System,—for the proper manage-
ment and maintenance of the Public Works and
Properties of the Dominion,—for the adoption of a
well-considered scheme of Militia Organization and
Defence, for the proper administration of Indian
affairs,—for the introduction of uniform Laws re-
specting Patents of Invention and Discovery,—the
naturalization of Aliens,—and the assimilation of
the Criminal Law, and the Laws relating to
Bankruptcy and Insolvency.

A measure will also be submitted to you, for the
performance of the duty imposed upon Canada,
under the terms of the Union Act, of immediately
constructing the Intercolonial Railroad.

This great work will add a practical and physical
connection to the legislative bond which now
unites the Provinces comprising the Dominion, and
the liberality with which the guarantee for the cost
of its construction was given by the Imperial
Parliament is a new proof of the hearty interest
felt by the British people in your prosperity.

Your consideration will also be invited to the
important subject of Western Territorial extension,
and your attention will be called to the best means
for the protection and development of our Fisheries
and Marine Interests.

You will also be asked to consider measures
defining the privileges of Parliament and for the
establishing of uniform laws relating to Elections,
and the trial of Controverted Elections.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons;

The circumstances under which the Act of Union
came into operation, rendered it impossible to
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obtain the assent of the Legislature to the expendi-
ture for carrying on the ordinary business of the
Government,

The ' expenditure since the first of July has
therefore been incurred on the responsibility of
Ministers of the Crown.

The details of that expenditure will be laid
before you, and submitted for your sanction.

I have directed that the Estimates for the current
and succeeding Financial Year shall be laid before
you, You will find that they have been framed with
all the attention to economy which is compatible
with the maintenance of efficlency in the different
Branches of the Public-Service.

Honourable Gentlemen and Gentlemen; .

The general organization and efficlency of the
Volunteers and Militia have been greatly improved
within the last year, ‘and the whole Volunteer
Force of Ontario and Quebec is already, by the
liberality of the Imperial Government, armed with
the Breech-loading Rifle.

I am happy to be able to congratulate you on the
abundant harvest with which It has pleased
Providence to bless you, and on the general pros-
perity of the Dominion.

Your new nationality enters on its course backed
by the moral support, the material aid, and the
most ardent good wishes of the Mother Country.
Within your own borders peace, security and pros-
perity prevail, and I fervently pray that your
aspirations may be. directed to such high  and
patriotic objects, and that you may be endowed
with such a spirit of moderation and wisdom as
will cause you to render the great work of Union
which has been achieved, a blessing to yourselves
and your posterity, and a fresh starting point in
the moral, political and material advancement of
the people of Canada.

Sir John A. Macdonald moved that His
Excellency’s speech be taken into considera-
tion to-morrow.—Carried.
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The Speaker took the chair at three o’clock.

THE ADDRESS

Sir John A. Macdonald moved that the
House proceed to take into consideration His
Excellency’s Speech at the opening of the
session, which was agreed to.

Hon. Charles Fisher, member for York,
N.B., then moved that the House do agree in
an humble address to His Excellency the
Governor-General, in reply to His Excel-
lency’s speech at the opening of the session.
Mr. Fisher spoke for about an hour, com-
menting seriatim on the paragraphs of the
Address—which was, as usual, an echo of the
Speech from the Throne—referring to His
Excellency’s expression of gratification that
he had been able to assist at every step taken
in the creation of this Confederation. He
alluded to the fact that not only as Gover-
nor-General of Canada, but in the House of
Lords, as Peer of the Realm, Lord Monck had
given valuable aid in carrying the measure of
Colonial Union to its consummation. He then
glanced briefly at the history of the measure,
from its inception in the reports of a commit-
tee of the Canadian Assembly, in favour of
Confederation, down to the passage of the
Imperial Act. He remarked, however, that
long before these recent steps were taken, the
Union of the British Provinces had been a
favourite project of many public men in all
the Colonies. It had been a day-dream of his
own from the time when he first entered
public life, Although he little expected then
that he would occupy his present position of
addressing the assembled wisdom of Canada
and calling upon his fellow representatives
from the different portions of the Dominion
to join in congratulations on the accomplish-
ment of the Union, he had pleasure in adding
his personal testimony to the reference made
in the speech to the freedom allowed by the
Imperial authorities to the provincial authori-
ties in arranging the mode in which the
principle of union should be applied. The
only point on which any differences arose
was as to the composition of the Senate.
Although he had always belonged to the
great party of progress, he had looked upon it

as important that there should be an. immedi-
ate body between the Crown and the people,
which should restrain the progress of public
opinion until that opinion became settled,
clear and defined. At the same time, he had
felt that the constitution of the Senate as
agreed upon at the Quebec conference was
deficient in the elasticity which formed an
essential feature of the British Constitution.
Mr. Cardwell made this an objection to the
Quebec resolutions, and it became a point of
controversy between the delegates and the
British Ministers; but after a good deal of
discussion, a mode of meeting the difficulty
received the assent of the Imperial Govern-
ment and of the Colonial representatives, and
was embodied in the Act of Union. Referring
to the paragraph which acknowledged the
respect shown for our privileges as a free and
self-governing people by the British Gov-
ernment, Mr. Fisher said that if there was
any one feeling which predominated among
the whole people of these Colonies, it was one
of loyalty to the Queen of these realms. It
was most desirable that the people of these
lands, appreciating the privileges we enjoyed
as part of an empire greater than Rome in its
palmiest days, should so construct our consti-
tutional system as to perpetuate to the end of
time those institutions and privileges which
had secured to the Mother Country its posi-
tion among the nations of the world. In this
connection, he alluded briefly to the struggles
for responsible government which had taken
place in various colonies, and to the honoura-
ble part taken in those struggles by the
member for Hants, Hon. Joseph Howe, and
others. Referring to the different questions on
which legislation was promised, he said it
would give general satisfaction to know that
something was to be done about the currency.
In the Lower Provinces, at least, the currency
was very scarce, and any means which might
be devised to increase it should have his
support. An idea had got abroad there that a
great monetary institution in Montreal had
been allowed to bring under its control the
whole of the banking institutions of the coun-
try. In the arrangement of the customs, ex-
cise and revenue, he trusted a due regard
would be had to the principles of free trade,
while attention was paid at the same time, to
benefiting the productive industry of our
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country. He hoped, also, the Government
would keep in view a better exchange of our
products with the neighbouring and other
countries. The attention of the Legislature
was invited to a well considered scheme of
Militia organization and defence. He MIr.
Fisher) was not much of a military man
himself; but military talk was the fashion
now, and as the ladies say, “you might as
well be out of the world as out of the
fashion.” Having assumed the position of a
new nationality, we must be prepared to
incur its responsibilities and discharge its
duties. It was necessary to have a certain
amount of military preparation, and he knew
it would be the pride of the people of these
countries to provide, to the extent of their
ability, the means of defence. Measures were
promised for the assimilation of the criminal
law, and the laws relating to bankruptcy and
insolvency. He thought it very desirable that,
as soon as possible, all other laws should be
assimilated. This would tend to strenghten
the union of the colonies. He believed there
was no more important duty devolving on
this legislature than the introduction of a
proper system of bankruptcy and insolvency,
provision should be made that the honest
debtor when he made a fair exhibition of his
affairs, should not be driven from the country
but should have it in his power to make a
fresh start and obtain a livelihood for his
wife and children. Reference was made to the
construction of the Intercolonial Railway. If
the best line was selected traversing a portion
of New Brunswick which was making rapid
progress, and had every facility for mills and
manufactures, he believed it could be built
for the amount of money guaranteed by the
Imperial Government. He asked the House
not to allow this question to become one
entirely of politics, but to let the broad inter-
ests of the country and the necessities of
commerce be considered. The subject of
Western territorial extension was also one of
great importance. From the head of Canada
to the Rocky Mountains, there was a country
to be colonized, full of the elements of
wealth. To make use of the old patriarchal
language, he would say “let us go up and
possess the land.” When at Detroit, about a
year ago, an American friend said to
him—*“If you don’t go up there pretty soon,
we will squat you out.” He hoped this ques-
tion would be taken up in a large and liberal
spirit. In the framing of a uniform election
law, we would have the benefit of the recent
discussions on the suffrage and franchise in

the Parliament of England. He hoped that in
" any provisions that might be made relating to
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the franchise, due regard would be had to the
combined influence of intelligence and prop-
erty. The estimates to be laid before the
House would, no doubt, receive its attentive
consideration. He might say that in New
Brunswick, they thought the people in
Canada were apt to be extravagant, and they
had some fear on account of this, that the
Union might not work well. He might confess
he had been somewhat affected by that fear
himself. At present, things were in a transi-
tion state. Parties by and by would be
defined and would take sides as naturally as
water ran down a slope; but at present we
must work our system by what was called a
Coalition; and he trusted that in carrying on
that Government, due attention would be
paid to economy. After adverting to the other
points mentioned in the address, Mr. Fisher
concluded by expressing the hope that in the
working of this Union, peace and happiness,
religion and piety, truth and virtue, would be
established in these lands, and would contin-
ue to flourish through all generations. He
resumed his seat amidst general applause.

Mr. Desaulnier, member for St. Maurice,
Quebec, seconded the address. He said that
for a French Canadian he congratulated the
House on the adoption of Confederation,
which gave his countrymen the best safe-
guard for their peculiar national interests. He
remarked that the speech pointed to many
subjects, probably too numerous for one ses-
sion. He noticed the necessity of settling the
currency question, and for relieving the coun-
try people from the silver nuisance. He asked
postal reform in the direction of reducing
letter postage and abolishing newspaper post-
age. He expressed the hope that the greatest
economy would prevail in the Government
and public works, especially in the matter of
the Intercolonial Railroad.

It was then agreed that the Address should
be moved paragraph by paragraph.

The first paragraph having been moved,
explanations as to the resignation of seats in
the Cabinet by Hon. Messrs. Archibald and
Galt were given.

MINISTERIAL EXPLANATIONS

Sir John A. Macdonald briefly explained
the circumstances connected with the resigna-
tion of the Secretary of State for the Prov-
inces, and of the Minister of Finance. The
former had resigned because of the adverse
verdict of his constituents, and the latter for
reasons of a private nature. The Government
deeply regretted to lose their colleague, who,
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like the member for Sherbrooke, had a pro-
found knowledge of all questions of finance,
and whose kindly ‘and effective assistance in
all matters connected with public policy, they
had so long enjoyed.

Hon. Mr. Galt said it was always embar-
rassing to make personal explanations, es-
pecially when they were based, not upon a
public act, but upon private reasons. He fully
recognized the responsibility of the step he
had taken in retiring from Her Majesty’s
Government so soon before the meeting of
Parliament, and he would probably be ex-
posed to the charge of having unduly inter-
fered with the proper conduct of the public
business. The House was aware that the mo-
tives which entered into the mind of one who
took the step which he had taken, were
varied in their character. He did not propose
to state all the various motives and processes
of reasoning by which he had arrived at the
conclusion that his proper duty was to be in
the House as a private member and not as a
member of the Government. Of the motives
which actuated him in taking that course,
there were two to which he would al-
lude—personal interests and personal feel-
ings. He did not think he had a right to
detain the House by entering into any state-
ment in regard to his personal affairs. But he
thought it would be admitted on all hands
that there was no man in the country who
had private and personal interests which did
not require attention. He did not say he was
required to give all his attention to private
affairs; but he did say that recent events had
made it desirable that for a brief period—at
any rate for the first of the two parts in
which this session would probably be divi-
ded—he should have the control of his own
time and affairs. It is unfortunate that the
necessity of his having that control only
became apparent on the eve of the meeting of
Parliament, and it therefore became an alter-
native if he remained in the Government,
whether he should neglect his own or the
public business. He therefore concluded to
retire from the Government; but happily the
Government contained many able men, so
that his withdrawal would be no sacrifice to
them, while to remain might have been a
great sacrifice to him. With regard to his
second motive, personal feeling, he alluded to
the bank failure which had recently occurred
in the Province of Ontario. He had not been
able to conceal from himself that the tenden-
cy of public sentiment in that great and
important Province had been adverse to him
personally, He had not failed to observe the
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justice, if not the injustice, or misconstruc-
tion, or misapprehension, with which his
views and actions had been regarded in that
Province. He had seen in the public press his
name coupled with the ruin of confiding
shareholders. He had seen it laid at his door
that many of those parties had been reduced
from competence to penury through his ac-
tion, and the feeling which existed against
him fastened the responsibility upon him of
whatever injury had been suffered. These
things showed to him that his public use-
fulness was to a considerable extent im-
paired. He said that he could not expect to
receive the same generous support from the
members of Ontario, which had formerly
been accorded to him. He could not reasona-
bly expect that honourable members would
be more favourably disposed towards him
than the people whom they represented. He
therefore felt that until all the facts connect-
ed with the banks were known, and until a
sense of justice returned to the public, his
position in the Government was one of
weakness rather than strength, He would
state, however, that he had done everything
he could as a man and as a Minister to avert
the disaster to which he had alluded. He
could point to the directors of the Commer-
cial Bank for testimony to that effect; and,
more than that, he was happy to be able to
say that he could appeal to the gentleman
who had been most powerfully opposed to his
financial policy, the member for Chateauguay
for corroboration of the statement he had
made. He then read a resolution passed on
the 23rd of October, by the Board of Direc-
tors of the Commercial Bank, thanking him
for his zealous and persevering exertion to
avert the disaster to that institution. He (Mr.
Galt) had no doubt that in time justice would
be done to him, not only with regard to this,
but other matters. He preferred to wait for
that time in an unofficial position. He no
longer desired to assume the burdens of
office, or become responsible for the duty of
guiding the financial policy of the country.

Mr. Cariwright said it was a source of
great pain to him to have his honourable
friend, Mr. Galt, misrepresented. The failure
of the Commercial Bank was owing to the
withdrawal of confidence on the part of
depositors alone, and not caused by the policy
of his honourable friend, who had always been
zealous in his efforts to render assistance to
that institution. (Hear, hear).

Mr. Alex Mackenzie, while admitting that
want of confidence was largely instrumental
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in overthrowing the Commercial Bank, main-
tained that Mr. Galt and his colleagues were
responsible for the state of affairs which
resulted in its failure.

Hon. Mr. Holton said he was in position to
corroborate every word uttered by his
honourable friends, the Minister of Finance
and the member for Lennox and Addington,
who happened to be President of the Commer-
cial Bank, 'of which he (Mr. Holton) was a
director; and he could further say, that the
vote of thanks passed by the Board to the
Minister of Finance was not a mere formal
acknowledgement of services, but a sincere
recognition of wvaluable assistance he had
rendered.

Mr. Morris said it would be unbecoming in
him if he were not to express his belief that
everything which had been stated by his
honourable friends, the members for
Chateauguay and Lennox and Addington, was
perfectly true. No institution in circumstances
of such extreme trial could have received
more aid, countenance and assistance than
this one did from his honourable friend the
Minister of Finance. He had full opportunity
of judging, and he could say that he believed
the fall of the Commercial Bank was not in
any wise to be attributed to the legislation of
last session.

Hon, Mr. Dorion inquired whether any
steps had been taken to fill the vacancies in
the Cabinet.

Sir John A. Macdonald said the Govern-
ment were taking the steps necessary to sup-
ply the vacancies. In the meantime, the pub-
lic service would not be permitted to suffer,
and no undue delay would take place in
making the appointments.

DEBATE ON THE ADDRESS

The SPEAKER then put the Address, para-
graph by paragraph. On the first paragraph
being put, Hon. Mr. Howe rose to speak; but
on the suggestion of Mr. Holton, the House
took a recess till half-past seven. After the
recess.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
seven o’clock.

Hon. J. Howe having had the floor before
dinner, resumed the debate on the Address.
Before proceeding to discuss the subject
before the chair, Mr. Howe alluded to his
own position in connection with the leader-
ship of the Opposition, saying that it would
have been an act of great impertinence on his
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part to have assumed the leadership of any
body of men holding views with respect to
Confederation at variance with his own. It
would also have been inconsistent with his
duty to his own country. No man in his
country went to the hustings pledged to any
side of any question in the politics of Canada.
No man there concerned himself about the
policy of the existing Canadian Government.
He felt incapable of assuming leadership in a
House where two languages were used, with
one of which he was not very familiar. He
therefore felt with his peculiar views on
Confederation that it was far better for him
to take a position in the body of the House.
No one from Nova Scotia had any side in the
party politics of Canada. They had been
legislated into the House against their wills,
With these remarks as to his own position he
would proceed to the subject before the
House, the consideration of His Excellency’s
Speech. As a public man of some experience
he thought discussion on the speech a mere
waste of time, but with respect to the speech
now before the House, matter had been intro-
duced which challenged the correctness of the
view of the people of Nova Scotia, and, there-
fore, called upon them for discussion. In
addition to His Excellency’s Speech they had
had a speech from his honourable friend (Mr.
Fisher) who had raised other points, which he
(Mr. H.) regretted, as he had long approved
of the public course of his honourable friend,
the representative of York. His honourable
friend had said that party feeling should be
laid aside, and it might be laid aside by his
honourable friend, but with respect to this
House he feared his dream would not be
realized. There would be two altars in this
House, the worshippers of which would be as
far from agreeing as were those at the first
two altars erected on this earth—the altars of
Cain and Abel. (Laughter).. Assuredly Cain
would soon be into Abel’s hair, (laughter) and
the dream of his honourable friend would be
dispelled. His friend hoped there would be no
extravagance—he trusted not. He hoped there
would not be an army of loafers fastened on
the country. He, too, hoped not, but he
thought he paid but a poor compliment to the
House of the Government with respect to
coalition. He also referred to the Intercolonial
Railway, but where was the route? That was
a New Brunswick question, and when one
route had been chosen, as it would have to
be, what then would become of the Coalition?
He had placed in his hands a speech made by
the Minister of Public Works, in which it had
been said that the Government of Sir John A.
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Macdonald would have $15,000,000 to expend
on their road and would use it to keep
themselves in power for ten years. That he
thought would be as long as the Coalition
would last. With respect to the gratification
expressed by His Excellency, it would not be
shared by the people of his Province. They
felt that they had been in a manner legislated
out of the Empire, by being legislated into
this Dominion, and they would read His
Excellency’s speech with sorrow and humilia-
tion, and not gratification. (Hear, hear). He
was in the House of Lords when the Act of
Confederation was passed, and though that
body consists of 400 members there were only
ten members present at the third reading. If
this had been a small matter affecting the
slightest interest of one Peer of the realm
there would have been a commission, or a
committee of inquiry before ILegislation had
been allowed to pass. With respect to the
House of Commons, though the members did
attend in their places the question was not
discussed. Men like John Stuart Mill, who
had studied subject of Government nearly all
their lives, might have come down with their
views on this subject, but the House of
Commons had not given the attention it de-
served. The House owed it to the Empire, it
owed it to the North American Colonies, that
a full investigation should have been made
before the measure was passed, and perhaps
amendments might have been introduced that
would have rendered it acceptable. One mem-
ber of the House of Commons had actually
stated that the question had been discussed
at every hustings in Nova Scotia, a statement
which the people of Nova Scotia had shown
to be utterly untrue. The bill had passed in
the face of a petition of 31,000 of the people
of N.S.—more than half the militia popula-
tion of the Province. They did not even ask
to throw out the bill, but merely to delay it
until the Nova Scotians had time to pro-
nounce upon it at the hustings. There was,
therefore, on the part of Nova Scotia certain-
Iy no room for congratulation for the manner
in which it had been treated by the Mother
Country. Then this new nation, as it is
called, we are told, is soon to be extended
from the Atlantic to the Pacific. Well, per-
haps so. But as a nation it had some wants
—some weakness—which it would have to
remedy. It had no army to defend it, no navy
to protect its shipping, but the latter he
supposed was to be done by the Minister of
Marine, recently appointed, and Commodore
Fortin’s ironclad, which he had never yet
seen. (laughter.) It had been stated when the
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new Privy Council of the Dominion was an-
nounced, that there was also to be a Secre-
tary of Foreign Affairs; and it had amused
him much to consider what were to have been
the duties of this Minister, whether to consult
with Lord Stanley, and assist him in directing
the foreign policy of the Empire (laughter),
but this idea of a foreign minister after a
week’s ridicule had been abandoned. No
doubt the Minister of Militia would do some-
thing toward providing for this new nation,
and it had been one of the great objections of
Nova Scotians to this Dominion scheme that
the Minister of Militia might march their
young men out of their own country to de-
fend a corner of the earth hundreds of miles
away from them. We were asked to annex
the Red River Territory to this Dominion.
What had been the policy of the British
Government in respect to this territory? Why,
while for the last fifty years she has been
pouring out her population to enrich foreign
countries, she has allowed this territory to
remain a disgrace to herself and a disgrace to
civilization. Well may she hand over this
territory to us, and be glad to be rid of the
burden. He doubted not but that every man
in Canada; every man in all the Provinces
would defend the British flag, but with re-
spect to Red River settlement, more men
could be recruited in the State of Minnesota
in a week than would be necessary to cut it
off in spite of all that Canada could do.
Passing from the Hudson’s Bay territory there
is British Columbia, which might have been
made something as a British colony before it
was flanked on both sides by the United
States, but with California on one side, and
the newly acquired possessions of the Re-
public, what hope had they of being able to
maintain it? All the colonies had room
enough for ten times their present population,
and the acquisition of more territory would
only be a source of weakness. His Excellency
had also referred to the Ministers of the
Empire having pressed Union on while the
details of the scheme had been left with the
colonies. Ministers of the Empire were quite
right in pressing any question that in their
judgment was in the interest of the Empire.
But how was this Confederation carried in
New Brunswick? In that Province there was
not a man who was not strictly loyal to the
Crown of England, and there the feeling of
loyalty had been played upon. The people
were told that the Queen desired Confeder-
ation: the Queen’s name was introduced as a
reason for its acceptance, and against every
man who opposed it, the cry of traitor and
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annexation was raised. (Hear, hear.) He
remembered that twenty-five years ago he
had occupied the honourable position of
Speaker of the Parliament of his own coun-
try, and he knew then that it would have
been his duty to repress any member who
might invoke the name of the Queen, or the
Queen’s representative, as an argument for
the adoption of any measure. He had read a
few months ago that some one in Canada had
said he would like to see Joseph Howe come
forward and take the oath of allegiance. He
would cast no such imputation as was therein
conveyed upon the character of any man in
Canada, but could appeal to his conduct in
the past to show how far he had been faithful
to his obligations to the flag of his country.
At a time when the Provinces were threat-
ened he had laid aside his party feeling, as
his honourable friend from York now
proposed to do, and had offered his services
to the leader of the Government. Again dur-
ing the Crimean war he went to the States as
the confidential agent of the empire, and
recruited for two months despite the activity
of Russian agents, without compromising
himself or his Government. He was in
Washington again the winter before last, and
suggested to the British Minister the probable
plans of the Fenians to seize the shipping on
the seaboard, and at his suggestion the
British squadron was ordered into Nova
Scotia waters three months earlier than
usual, so that the Fenians were frustrated in
their designs. He did not mention this as a
boast, for it was only what any loyal New
Brunswicker or Canadian would have done.
He only mentioned these things in reply to
the charge of disloyalty and annexation that
had been preferred against him. He did not
believe that the people of Nova Scotia would
ever be satisfied to submit to an act which
had been forced upon them by such unjust
and unjustifiable means. What was the Union,
but a mere Act of Parliament? A mere Act of
Parliament may fairly be criticized, and if
bad its repeal may be agitated for; yet this
Union Act had been spoken of as something
against which it was treason to say a word.
What had been all the great reforms effected
in England, but the repeal of Acts of Par-
liament and the substitution of others? His
Excellency alludes to the freedom of arrang-
ing details which were left to the representa-
tives of the colonies: Why, he had read a
thick volume of debates on this very question
in the Canadian Parliament, and not a line of
detail was altered or amended. It was then
declared to have been a treaty, and could not
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be amended or changed. It was never laid
before the people of New Brunswick, conse-
quently no power was given in the arrange-
ment of details; it was never submitted to the
people of Nova Scotia. But he might be told
that the representatives of the people, mean-
ing the delegates, had had the arrangement of
details. On this point he would not speak for
Canada or New Brunswick, but as for Nova
Scotia, the delegates did not represent the
people, but a Legislature which had lost the
popular confidence. He might ask what would
be the course in the neighbouring Republic, if
one State attempted to annex another with-
out the consent of the people. And turning
from the Republic to European examples, the
Union Act between England and Scotland
had been passed, clause by clause, by the
Parliament of Scotland, as well as that of
England, and so with the Union between
Great Britain and Ireland; the Act had been
passed, though corruptly, by the Parliament
of Ireland. Even when Savoy and Nice were
annexed to France, the people were consulted
by popular vote, and Venice, though con-
quered by force, had been allowed the form
of a popular expression of consent. It might
be said that it was only a form, but they had
been defeated by superior force, and had at
least the satisfaction of yielding to irresistible
power while the humiliation and degradation
of Nova Scotians had been that they were
deprived of their liberty without the oppor-
tunity of striking a blow, that by an intrigue,
and not by force of arms, their liberties had
been extinguished. Heretofore they had been
accustomed to hear of the Union Act as a
skeleton, and coming to the measures pro-
mised in the speech, he supposed would be
the flesh and the skin. Among these measures
was one for the reform of the currency. Well,
he came from a country which had a sound
currency; from a countiry where there never
yet was a bank failure. He could not see how
a sound bank could be broken by any Gov-
ernment, and no Government ought to have
the power (hear, hear.) Next came the assimi-
lation of Customs, Excise, and Revenue gene-
rally. This was a sore subject with the
Province of Nova Scotia. For ten years they
had had a surplus revenue every year but
one. Even supposing the revenue was only
raised to fifteen per cent, the Dominion
would take away from them about 100,000
sovereigns a year. They would certainly have.
to pay a larger amount of duties than hereto-
fore, and all they got in return was 80 cents a
head—the price of a sheepskin in Nova
Scotia. (Laughter). He would not go into
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figures at present, but if they raised the duty
to fifteen per cent they would add fifty per
cent of a burden upon the commerce of Nova
Scotia with the world. This would be a seri-
ous blow to the prosperity of his Province,
and perhaps it would do little good for
Canada, and what the Nova Scotians wanted
was that they should be let go. The next
subject was that of a uniform postal system.
Among his first acts as an Executive Officer,
was to communicate with Mr. Lafontaine
with respect to postal communication be-
tween the Provinces. A conference had been
held, and arrangements had been made since,
the postal system was placed under Colonial
management, whereby a rate of five cents on
letters had been established between the
Provinces. In Nova Scotia the system had
been extended, post offices established in ev-
ery shire, town, and country village, and way
offices on every cross road. But all this was
now swept away from the control of Nova
Scotia. No poor widow, keeping a forty shill-
ing a year way office can look for appoint-
ment or preferment except through the fa-
vour of some gentleman in Ottawa. Placed as
the representatives of Nova Scotia were, they
could not expect to exercise much influence
with the Government; there was nothing they
could ask from the Government, and nothing
which the Government could give that they
could honourably accept. After referring to
the Intercolonial Railway, and lamenting that
the Government of the Dominion had stepped
in and taken possession of the railways and
public works of Nova Scotia, Mr. Howe re-
ferred to the subject of the organization of
the militia and defence. Statements had been
made through the press of Canada within the
past few months, which had created great
uneasiness in Nova Scotia. When they were
told that every man should be armed they
felt that the proposition was a serious one.
“The whole people should be armed?”
“Armed against whom?” On ‘this continent
there was but one possible enemy—and with
that one we should be forever at peace. He
thought that the urging forward of this meas-
ure of Confederation as a menace to the
United States, was needlessly to irritate the
feelings of those who ought to be on good
terms with us. With respect to bankruptcy, he
was free to confess that the Nova Scotians
had never succeeded in framing a satisfactory
iaw on the subject, and if the Dominion
Legislature conferred such a law upon Nova
Scotia, so far it will be a good service. With
respect to the feelings of the mother country
towards this country, what had the London
99038—2
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Times said? It had advocated Confederation,
and hoped that it would quickly be followed
by independence, and Mr. Gladstone had said
that the £3,000,000 guarantee for the In-
tercolonial was a wedding gift. The Provinces
were going to be married, and he hoped the
troops would soon be recalled. In a word the
feeling of the British people was that if these
colonies assume the status, they should alsc
assume all the responsibilities of a nation.
After alluding to the remaining paragraphs of
the speech, Mr. Howe said in conclusion, the
mere parchment does not make a Union, the
Act of Parliament does not create harmony.
The Act might be acceptable to the Canadi-
ans, and why not? They obtain a vast sea-
board, they extend their limits, and had they
done it fairly and honourably no man with a
head on his shoulders would have com-
plained. But the people of his own Province
had been tricked into this scheme, and he
very much regretted that it had not been
approached in a manner which might have
led to the perfecting’ of a measure which
would have rendered unnecessary such a
speech as he had been compelled to make.
Though he did not expect to command a great
deal of support from the House, and had no
desire to waste the time in a needless debate,
he stated that he would move one brief
amendment, expressing regret that the meas-
ure had not been submitted to the people of
Nova Scotia before its adoption. With respect
to the measures of the Government while
holding a seat in that House he would, if he
believed them to be good, support them, or if
otherwise, oppose them, but he would seek no
factious course to delay the proceedings of
the House, or provoke acrimonious feelings
among the members. Mr. Howe spoke for
about an hour and forty minutes, and was
listened to with great attention. He made
many capital hits, and was warmly applauded
on resuming his seat.

Hon. Dr. Tupper: Mr. Speaker, no member
of this House can regret more sincerely than
myself that my honourable friend who has
just sat down, occupies a position which pre-
vents his great talent from being made avail-
able for the advancement of the common in-
terest of the British North American Prov-
inces now united under one Dominion. All who
have listened to the eloquent appeal just made
to this House must feel how valuable would be
the aid which the honourable member could
give in promoting the union and consolidation
of our common country at this important era
in its history. I, Sir, have from the first hour
of my public life been an ardent advocate of
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the Union of British North America under one
Government. Whether considered in relation
to the position and progress of the whole
Confederation or in reference to the Province
of Nova Scotia, to which I belong, I have
never doubted the advantage of Union.
Separated as these Provinces were with div-
ers currencies and hostile tariffs it was im-
possible that our commerce should ever at-
tain the position that union would open up.
The old Province of Canada notwithstanding
its immense territory and great natural re-
sources could never attain an important posi-
tion while for five months in the year it was
cut off from access to the ocean, and com-
pelled to communicate with the parent state
through a foreign country. The Maritime
Provinces below, comparatively small and in-
significant, could never hope to occupy a
position of influence or importance except in
connection with their larger sister Canada.
The past history of that Province has exhibit-
ed the most striking evidence on that point.
My honourable friend who has just ad-
dressed you denounced on the floor of our
own Parliament the Reciprocity Treaty be-
tween British America and the United States,
on the ground that while it disposed of our
most important commercial interests and ced-
ed away the invaluable fisheries of Neova
Scotia the Government of that Province had
not even the opportunity afforded them of
expressing an opinion on a matter so vitally
affecting their interests during the negotia-
tion of that treaty. We have seen the credit of
our bonds in the London market impaired by
a struggle for power in the Legislature of
Canada where we had neither voice or in-
fluence. If, therefore, we were in our state of
isolation powerless to protect our most mate-
rial interests which were disposed of without
our being able to offer an opinion thereon, I
ask my hounourable friend if he does not
think it was desirable that the views and
feelings of our country should be presented in
the Parliament of a United British America.
No man can look at the geographical posi-
tion of Nova Scotia without feeling that Pro-
vince intended that we should form the great
highway communication between not only the
sister colonies behind us, but also a large
portion of the Western States and the Euro-
pean world. Yet my honourable friend
knows that after he had Ilaboured with
great ability for a quarter of a century to
accomplish the construction of an Intercolonial
Railway; every effort had failed as it had
become perfectly apparent that that great
work could only be accomplished by the Union
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of the two Canadas, and Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick under one Government. Not
only has this great boon been secured for our
Province, but by the construction of the west-
ern extension from St. John to Bangor al-
ready in progress, Nova Scotia must soon
become the direct line of communication be-
tween London and New York. It is impossible
to examine the geological characteristics of
Nova Scotia without seeing that Province has
given us all the elements of a great manufac-
turing industry. To say nothing of our valua-
ble gold mines as a means of attracting
population a great portion of our Province is
enriched with vast deposits of iron, coal and
limestone, the minerals which have made Eng-
land the emporium of manufactures for the
world. Yet with all this mineral wealth it was
obvious that without that union which would
throw down the barriers of our manufacturing
industry, and open up commercial intercourse
with our fellow colonists, we must be content
largely to forego the great material advan-
tages which nature has bestowed. Union has
now given us a population of 4,000,000 in-
stead of 400,000. My honourable friend has
spoken eloquently of the great importance of
Immigration as the true source of advance-
ment for a country like ours, but it is appar-
ent to all that United British North America
will be in a position to attract population,
capital and skill to our country to a far
greater extent than would be possible whilst
we were separate and isolated communities.
He has also described in glowing but not
entravagant terms the immense value of the
Fisheries of Nova Scotia, yet I ask him if
United British North America is unequal to
the task of protecting that valuable public
domain, how isolation was likely to accom-
plish such an object? As regards the exten-
sion of our commerce it is well known that the
ablest writers in all these colonies exhausted
their best efforts in a vain effort to extend
commercial intercourse between the different
Provinces. They failed because free trade
involved the principle of Union with one
Government which alone could secure a com-
mon tariff. If we wish to estimate what free
trade with each other will do for us, we have
only to look at its effects in other countries.
‘When the thirteen American States obtained
their independence their territory was no
greater than ours—they had a smaller trade,
revenue, and population than British America
has today. Their first act was to strike down
the hostile tariffs which separated the Prov-
inces, and open their country to unrestricted
commercial intercourse from Maine to
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Mexico. The result was that their commerce
developed with the utmost rapidity, until
they soon became one of the most important
commercial countries in the world. Inter-
provincial Union is no untried experiment.
Contrast the condition of the two Canadas
before and after the Union. When separated
by hostile tariffs and legislating against each
other, the trade, revenue, and credit of both
Canadas were paralyzed; but from the date of
the Union all was changed and the country
expanded with the most remarkable rapidity,
until it obtained its present advanced position.
I have referred to the effect of Union upon the
progress and material interests of British
America, but I admit frankly that there was
one question that far transcended even them
in importance, and that was the question of
defence. The abrogation of the Reciprocity
Treaty notwithstanding the evidence which
existed to show that it had been more benefi-
cial to the United States than ourselves in-
dicated a desire to obstruct our trade with a
view to induce a desire in these Provinces for
a political connection with that country. The
Fenian raids upon the Provinces also led to
the belief that material aid might be found in
British America by those who desired to
change our allegiance to the Crown. To en-
sure the most advantageous commercial in-
tercourse with our American neighbours, and
protection from the harassing annoyance and
expenditure connected with the mad designs
of the Fenians, no better means could be
adopted than to show the world that these
hitherto isolated Provinces were determined
to stand shoulder to shoulder in the mainte-
nance of our connection with the Crown, and
those glorious and free British institutions,
which it has been our happiness to possess.
My honourable friend asks with a sneer
where are we to obtain an army and navy,
and endeavours to hold the Dominion of
Canada up to the world as utterly defence-
less, and at the mercy of any power who
may wish to bring us beneath their yoke. My
answer is that there is a moral strength in
our united attitude, which presents four mil-
lions of British freemen, devoted in their
allegiance to the Crown and country, and
prepared to sustain each other in upholding
the honour of their common country, which is
the best guarantee for peace that we can
have. But can my honourable friend be
ignorant of the fact that the Imperial Gov-
ernment of Great Britain have pledged them-
selves to maintain the - integrity of this Do-
minion with the whole power of the Empire
against any assault, come from whom it may.
99038—23
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Had we been unwise enough to set-at de-
fiance the earnest entreaty of the Mother
Country to unite our fortunes with each oth-
er, that we might be better prepared to assist
in maintaining our liberties, we might have
had good reason to expect that the aid of that
Government, under whose -fostering protec-
tion we have risen to our present position,
might be withdrawn. My honourable friend
forgets that as long ago as 1854 he declared
that these Provinces could put 500,000 in the
field, and unaided by British troops bid defi-
ance of any invader. Now he ridicules the
idea of arming the population, and thinks we
must fall a helpless prey to any enemy. I
have no reason to doubt the entire friendship
of the United States. I hope and believe that
they will be anxious to resume the most
reciprocal and friendly relations with these
United Provinces. But sir, I do not think that
under any circumstances that country, so
recently suffering from a calamitous war, and
oppressed by a gigantic debt, would attempt
the subjugation of united British America,
protected by the mightiest Empire in the
world. Having thus, sir, glanced at some of
the reasons which have induced me to advo-
cate a union of these Provinces, I will briefly
turn your attention to the position of Nova
Scotia. I admit frankly that the Union party
have been thoroughly and handsomely beaten
at the recent general election, but I am happy
to be able to relieve this House from the
apprehension that an overwhelming majority
of the people of that Province are determined
to obstruct and break down the Union which
has been formed. It is no new thing with us
to have sweeping changes on such occasions.
Only four years ago my honourable friend
notwithstanding his unrivalled popular tal-
ents, went to the polls with all the power of
the Government, of which he was the head,
in his hands, when he was himself beaten in
one of his strongholds by a majority of over
500, and 13 only of his supporters out of a
House of 55 members were elected. Now, Sir,
the Government of which I had the honour to
be the leader believed that they owed a
higher duty to the country than the mainte-
nance of themselves and their party in power.
The measure brought in to extend the rail-
way to Pictou on the St. Lawrence, cost us
the support of the Western members, known
as the Yarmouth School. The measure provid-
ing for the support of schools by direct and
compulsory taxation, so obnoxious to all
young countries, was sufficient of itself to
drive any party from power, and would have
swept us aside if the Union had never been
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heard of. The Government were charged by
their opponents with having sacrificed the
interest of the fishermen to a Canadian policy
to issue fishing licences and those who had
heard his honourable friend to-night, could
form some idea of the effect of his perambu-
lating the country with fierce denunciations of
that kind, and with having taxed the bread
of the poor man in the interests of Canada,
because we believed it impolitic to free their
flour from the duty imposed by the repeal of
the Reciprocity Treaty. The facts, however,
remained that the fishing grounds of Nova
Scotia were occupied by the fishermen of the
United States on payment of an insignificant
charge, and a duty existed on American flour.
This House could also imagine the consterna-
tion and dread excited in the back settlements
of the country by vivid and heartrending pic-
tures drawn by his honourable friend of the
youth and manhood of the country being drawn
from their homes to protect the interminable
line of the Canadian frontier. While the peo-
ple were told on the one hand that they must
resort to direct taxation to sustain the local
services of the country, Mr. Howe had every-
where asserted the statement made to-night
that the first effect of Confederation would be
to increase the indirect taxation of the coun-
try 50 per cent. It would no doubt be gratify-
ing to the House to know that the financial
position of Nova Scotia was so good, but the
Finance Minister, who had to find the money,
would show the House that, so far, the Do-
minion had not made much out of that
Province. The truth was, that to complete the
public works on her own responsibility she
would have been obliged to largely reduce the
expenditures for the leading services, or in-
crease her tariff to at least 15 per cent. Then
it must not be forgotten that the recent
election was run under a franchise created by
the Government of my honourable friend,
and which came into operation for the first
time at the last election. In addition to all
this, the Government was obliged just before
the dissolution to bring in a new representa-
tion bill in order to adapt the Local Consti-
tution to the new state of things under the
Union. We were thus compelled to reduce
largely the representation of several Counties,
an act in itself extremely repulsive to the
electors. The popular cry was raised that the
Union, irrespective of its merits, had been
forced on the people in an arbitrary and
unconstitutional manner. I need not in this
House, I am sure, defend the mode in which
the Union Act was carried by the Imperial
Parliament, based upon the action of large
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majorities in the Legislatures of all the
Provinces affected by that Act. Pitt and Peel,
and all the most eminent statesmen of Eng-
land, have in the most unmistakeable terms
asserted the right of Parliament to deal with
any question, constitutional or otherwise
which  in their judgment the good of the
country demanded. My honourable friend
himself and all the leading public men in
Nova Scotia, had from time to time recorded
their opinion in favour of the colonies being
united precisely in the mode adopted in this
instance. Yet Unionists and anti-Unionists
alike were called upon to denounce the mode
as an invasion of their rights, and punish
those who -carried the measure. Notwith~
standing all these advantages in going to the
polls, the House will be surprised to learn
that my honourable friend Mr. Howe and his
supporters, failed to induce one-half of the
electors of the Province, to go to the polls
and record their votes in their favour! I have
made the following calculation up with all
the care in my power, and will be glad to
submit my figures to the scrutiny of my
honourable friend. The Unionists contested
all- but three counties in the Province. In
those three I have given the Unionists one-
third and two-thirds to the other side. There
are about 47,000 voters .in the Province. Of
them about 10,000 did not go to the polls at
all, and of the remainder about 15,000 voted
for the Union candidates and 22,000 for their
opponents, giving them a majority of about
7,000 in all. But sir, I am not prepared to
admit that a majority of the electors have
pronounced against the Union or in favour of
its repeal. Nay more sir, I am prepared to
show the House that my hondurable friend
himself, and many of his leading supporters,
went to the country pledged to give this
Union a fair trial. My honourable friend (Mr.
H) at a large meeting at Mason Hall, at
Halifax, previous to the elections, said:

Let us hope that they (the Canadians) will act
justly. If they do, we should aid them to work the
new system fairly,

and subsequently referring to the pledge
then given the honourable gentleman in a
letter addressed to the people of Canada on
the 18th of June last, over his own signature
said:

I, having expressed my determination to bow to
the paramount authority of Parliament and try the

experiment, am not likely to be deterred by
necessary forms, ete.

Mr. Power, one of the members elected to
represent the metropolitan constituency of
Halifax in this Parliament, gave the following
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pledge to the electors in presence of his
leader and colleague Mr. Jones, who also
represents the county of Halifax:

I will not detain you longer, but will conclude by
saying that if you elect Mr. Jones and myself to
the Dominion Parliament the interests of Nova
Scotia will not suffer at our hands. We are charged
with intending to countenance factious opposition.
No such thing. We have certainly given the scheme
a conscientious and consistent opposition, but are
now disposed, if we should go to Ottawa and find it
to work even moderately well, to let it have a fair
trial.

The honourable member for Guysboro, who
led- the opposition to Union in the Nova
Scotia Legislature at the last session, on the
ground that it had not been submitted to the
electors, and who ably advocated those views,
too, on subsequent occasions to say on the
floor of the House that now that the Imperial
Act had become the law of the land, he was
prepared to bow to its authority, and give his
best aid to carry on the legislation of the
country under the new circumstances in
which we were placed. While Mr. Campbell
who made this statesmanlike and patriotic
declaration was returned by acclamation, Mr.
Annand who pledged himself to repeal was
defeated at the polls. I ask my honourable
friend who has blamed the Unionists so
severely for acting without the question hav-
ing been fairly submitted to the people, how
he can in the presence of facts like these, use
the power he obtained for the purpose of
endeavouring to destroy and break down this
Union before giving it that fair trial to which
he stands pledged before the people. Can my
honourable friend expect that the Imperial
Parliament who passed this act with a peti-
tion against it, signed according to Mr. An-
nand’s declaration by “about 40,000 petition-
ers,” break faith with this great Confedera-
tion at the instance of representatives who
only succeeded in polling about half that
number of electors, and upon the pledge that
they would give this measure a ‘“{fair trial”.
No man is in a worse position to urge objec-
tions to the mode in which this measure was
passed, than the honourable member who has
just addressed the House, as it is well known
that he spent years in advocating a system of
responsible government by which the affairs
of the country should be controlled, according
to the wishes of the majority of the people’s
representatives. What guarantee can my
honourable friend give the Imperial Gov-
ernment that the same reaction will not take
place in Nova Scotia that was witnessed in
New Brunswick, where one year an over-
whelming majority of the electors declared
against the Union, and the next a still larger
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majority polled their votes in favour of it. I
am not without hope, Mr. Speaker, that my
honourable friend will yet reconsider his po-
sition on this question, and assume the same
statesmanlike and patriotic position which
the former opponents of Union representing
New Brunswick have taken. I read with great
pleasure the manly declaration made by my
honourable friend, Mr. Anglin, at Montreal,
the other night, a declaration that did honour
to the head and the heart of that gentleman
—that although he had been conscientiously
opposed to the Union, he was now prepared
to give his best aid to work it out in the
manner best calculated to promote the good
of our common country. Sir, I would rejoice
to see my honourable friend from Nova
Scotia in the same way to assume a position
that would enable the country to avail itself
of the great ability he possesses. He says that
the Government could not give him, or those
who act with him, anything that he could
honourably accept. It would, of course, be
impossible for any Government to strengthen
the hand of those who declare their intention
to break down the Constitution of the country
whenever they obtain the power. But my
honourable friend must see that his position
renders it equally impossible for him to aid a
constitutional opposition in the responsible
and important Parliamentary functions that
they are called upon to discharge, as nothing
would necessarily paralyze an opposition so
completely as being associated with parties
hostile to the existence of the integrity of the
country, and anxious to disintegrate it. Under
these circumstances I put it seriously to my
honourable - friend whether the  obligations
which he has assumed by taking his seat in
this Parliament does not bind him at all
events to give that fair trial to the existing
institutions of the country, which the electors
of Nova Scotia had a right to expect from his
declarations previous to the elections. I make
these observations from no apprehension that
the Union of these Provinces can in the
slightest degree be endangered by any course
which the honourable member, or those who
sustain him, may take, but in order to avert
the evil to our common country, and especial-
ly to my own Province likely to result from
this mischievous agitation for repeal. My
honourable friend says that he has been
charged with disloyalty. Far be it from me to
assail the reputation of any man except upon
the clearest evidence, but when the delegates
were charged with being traitors to their
country, we felt it right to call attention to
the striking fact that while not a Fenian, or
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annexationist, or traitor could be found with-
in our ranks, every man of that class openly
proclaimed their sympathy with the oppo-
nents of Union. Although this Confederation
is entirely safe from the assaults of all I
cannot be indifferent to the injury that may
be inflicted upon us among those, who do not
understand the question by such speeches as
that delivered by the honourable member for
Hants to-night. The avowed hostility to the
Union will encourage those who are anxious
for our downfall, and the declaration by a
member of this House that we are weak and
defenceless will invite aggression. No state-
ment could be more unfounded or injurious
than the assertion that the Mother Country
wishes to get rid of us. It is true that neither
in the Lords or Commons of England, whose
action on this question has been so severely
criticised by my honourable friend, was any
attempt made to change the measure as ar-
ranged between the representatives of these
Provinces and the British Government, but it
is well known that no Colonial question ever
received more respectful attention at the
hands of the statesmen, of the Parliament
and the Press of England than was bestowed
upon this question of Confederation from the
time that it was first brought under their
notice until its final consummation. The effect
of a settled and permanent condition of pub-
lic affairs upon capital is well known, and
while I feel confident that this agitation will
be utterly bootless of any result; it will in the
meantime largely prevent the introduction,
especially in Nova Scotia, of the population,
capital and skill that would otherwise im-
mediately flow in to develop the resources
and enrich that section of the Union. I appeal
to my honourable friend whether it is patriot-
ic to inflict such injury upon his country.
Having made these explanations I feel it
would not be right at this late hour to tres-
pass on the indulgence of the House, or I
would read a few elegant extracts from the
vigorous pen and eloquent tongue of my
honourable friend, to show how much more
able and eloquent he was when advocating
the Union of these Provinces, than since
he adopted the unworthy policy of endeavour-
ing to belittle and depreciate his own coun-
try. (Loud cries of go on.) T will now briefly
notice a few of the criticisms which my
honourable friend offered this evening. He
complains that. the salary assigned to the
Governor-General is £10,000 sterling. I think
if we contrast the salary formerly given
to that high officer before the great step
which the Union of the Maritime Prov-
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inces has given to the former Colony of
Canada, the amount will not be found dis-
proportionate. It must be remembered that
this officer is the connecting link with
the Crown, and the representative of Majesty
in this important part of the Empire, and
that we could hardly expect to obtain the
services of the leading statesmen of England
at any smaller amount. My honourable friend
complains of the number of Departments in
the Government. It was no doubt necessary
in making provision for the proper represen-
tation of the different sections of the
Confederation to have the thirteen Depart-
ments, but T would suggest respectfully to the
Honourable Minister of Justice whether in
the present peculiar position of Nova Scotia,
the able and indefatigable Minister of State
for Canada might not be charged with the
additional duty of the Secretary of State for
the Provinces. The vacancy created by the
resignation of the Honourable Minister of
Finance might in the same way lead to the
consolidation of that Department with those
of the able and experienced Ministers of
Customs and Excise. I am well assured that
Her Majesty’s Government will give these
questions the most careful consideration, well
knowing that nothing will give greater confi-
dence to the country than a judicious econo-
my in the administration of public affairs. My
honourable friend now represents our posi-
tion as utterly defenceless, and treats with
ridicule the proposal to arm the militia, yet
he ought not to forget the following passage
of his speech in our Legislature, so long ago
as 1854: N

How often have we heard that our republican
neighbours were going to overrun the Provinces.
They have attempted it once or twice, but have
always been beaten out, and I do not hesitate to
say that the British Americans, over whom the flag
flies, are able to defend every inch of their

territory, even though Her Majesty’s troops were
withdrawn. .

Taking our population at two millions and a half
(it is now nearer four millions), every fifth person
should be able to draw a trigger, giving 500,000 men
capable of bearing arms. Such a force would be
powerless as an invading army, but in defence of
these Provinces invincible by any force that could
be sent from abroad.

The opinions of the honourable member
would also appear to have undergone mate-
rial change since 1863, when in moving a vote
of thanks at Halifax to the Hon. McGee for
his eloquent advocacy of a Union of the
Colonies, he thus urged its great importance
on the ground of defence:

He thought a Union should not be delayed till we
had drifted into difficulties. How shortsighted were
the English statesmen of old who lost them the
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thirteen States, when the difficulty could have heen
arranged in a month, the horrors of the revolution-
ary war prevented, and all our race living at peace
and harmony at present without the bickering and
animosity which prevail in their midst, Talk of the
tall of Quebec being a source of sorrow. to
the inhabitants of this Province. It would be more.
If the St. Lawrence were in the hands of our
enemies, we should be compelled to beg permission
to tear down the British flag. What he wished for
Nova Scotia was, that she may be the frontage of a
mighty Colony; upon which it may be truly said
the sun never set. No man can look upon Halifax
and its environs, its harbour, its citadel, and say it
was made for this Province alone.

The United States have drifted into a civil war;
and we may drift into a tight place, from which it
may be difficult to extricate ourselves. The States
may assail us; but if we had a railway by which
troops could be sent from Quebec or other military
stations to the threatened point, we would be
saved.

I trust, sir, that now that we have the
moral strength arising from the Union of
these Provinces, and the assurance of support
in any emergency from the Imperial Gov-
ernment it will not be found necessary to
burden our people with any oppressive taxa-
tion for defence; but my honourable friend
should remember that when he was opposing
this Union of the Colonies, he presented a
counter scheme for the defence of this coun-
try under which all British America would be
compelled to pay into the Imperial Treasury
for the support of army and navy of England.
This enormous taxation far exceeding any-
thing that we can be called upon here to
contribute, was to be disbursed under my
honourable friend’s scheme, by a Parliament
in which Nova Scotia was to have two rep-
resentatives, and Canada four or five. My
honourable friend, who has inspired such
dread in the back settlements of Nova Scotia,
that the young men would be drafted to
protect the helpless people of Ontario and
Quebec, proposed to the British Government
that in addition to this heavy taxation we
should contribute our quota of the army
required in any war in which Great Britain
might be engaged. By duly balancing the
route of the Intercolonial, my honourable
friend seems to think the Government may
retain power for the next ten years. If this be
the case as that question mainly affects the
Maritime Provinces, we must after all possess
some influence in this Parliament. In com-
plaining of the mode in which the Union
measure passed the House of Commons, it
was stated that the Commons was influenced
by an untruthful statement made by an
honourable member of that body. As this
refers to Mr. Watkin’s remark that Confed-
eration was made an issue at the polls at the
last election, I am glad to have the opportuni-
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ty to make an explanation. When Mr. Bright
asserted that this question of Union had not
been before the people in Nova Scotia, Mr.
Watkin left his seat, and came over to the
part of the House where I was sitting near
the Hon. Mr. Galt, who remembers well the
circumstances. Mr. Watkin said: “Dr. Tupper,
I wish to speak to you,” and I went with him
some distance.to the side of the room. He
then said: “What is your answer to Mr.
Bright’s statement, that this question has
never been before the people?” I said: “The
answer is this: In 1861 Mr. Howe, when
leader of the Government, moved: a resolution
in favour of the Union of the Provinces,
which passed the Assembly unanimously.
That previously to the last general election I
had publicly advocated such a Union as has
now been agreed upon, and that I was
brought into power, and this measure had
been carried by a large majority of the pres-
ent Parliament.” Mr. Watkin knowing that
this question was now one of controversy
supposed that it had been made an issue at
the polls as would undoubtedly have been the
case, only that we were all unanimous upon
the question at that time. I turned to Mr.
Galt during Mr. Watkin’s speech, and re-
marked how difficult it was to make parties
understand, when they were not familiar
with the history of a question. Had I wished
to mislead Mr. Watkin, I would not have
dared to do so, as I had placed in his hands a

‘published history of the whole guestion in

Nova Scotia, which showed that it had never
been made an issue at the polls. This House
will I am sure exonerate Mr. Watkin from
any intentional misrepresentation. My honour-
able friend takes particular exception to that
portion of the speech, which indicates a
desire for the Western extension. This is the
more remarkable in connection with the great
importance which he attaches, and justly to
immigration as the great means of rendering
the country strong and prosperous. With 11
millions of acres of public soil in the Red
River and Saskatchewan Country, to invite
the immigrant and increase our population,
this question of Western extension becomes
one of the greatest importance, but I will give
you the forcible and eloquent observations of
my honourable friend upon this. subjeect as
much more conclusive and instructing than
anything I can afford:

The Hudson Bay territory includes two hundred
and fifty thousand miles. Throwing aside the more
bleak and inhospitable regions, we have a magnifi-
cent country between Canada and the Pacific, out
of which five or six noble Provinces may be

formed, larger than any we have, and presenting to
the hand of industry, and to the eye of speculation,



20 COMMONS DEBATES

every variety of soil, climate, and resource. With
such a territory as this to overrun, organize, and
improve, think you that we shall stop even at the
western bounds of Canada? or even at the shore of
the Pacific? Vancouver’s Island, with its vast coal
measures, lies beyond. The beautiful islands of the
Pacific, and the growing commerce of the ocean,
are beyond. Populous China and the rich East are
beyond; and the sails of our children’s children
will reflect as familiarly the sunbeams of the South
as they now brave the angry tempest of the North.
The Maritime Provinces which I now address, are
but the Atlantic frontage of the boundless and
prolific region; the wharves upon which its bus-
iness will be transacted, and beside which its rich
argosies are to lie. Nova Scotia is one of these. Will
you, then, put your hands unitedly, with order,
intelligence, and energy, to this great work? Re-
fuse, and you are recreant to every principle which
lies at the base of your country’s prosperity and
advancement; refuse, and the Deity’s hand-writing
upon .land and sea is to you unintelligible lan-
guage; refuse, and Nova Scotia, instead of occupy-
ing the foreground as she now does, should have
been thrown back, at least behind the Rocky
Mountains. God has planted your country in the
front of his boundless region; see that you com-
prehend its destiny and resources—see that you
discharge, with energy and elevation of soul, the
duties which devolve upon you in virtue of your
position.

Allow me in conclusion Mr. Speaker to
thank the House for the kind and attentive
hearing given to the discursive observations I
have been enabled on the moment to offer in
reply to the speech of my honourable friend.

Mr. McKeagney defended the change of
opinion of the member for Hants on the
question of Union, holding that a change of
opinion, when a man found he was wrong,
was not discreditable, He (Mr. McKeagney)
was not committed to opposition to Confed-
eration; but he was opposed to the mode and
manner in which it had been accomplished.
He was here to seek concessions and changes,
but did not say that under every circum-
stance, Confederation would be objectionable
to Nova Scotia. (Hear, hear).

Mr. Hugh McDonald said, Mr. Speaker, my
honourable friend from Cumberland has ex-
pressed his sympathy for other gentlemen
from Nova Scotia occupying seats in the
House, inasmuch as they are not in a position
to claim support from the ministerial side,
but I feel that we need no such sympathy
and, speaking for myself, I feel that I occupy
a much prouder position in representing the
views and advocating the rights of those who
sent me here, than if I had occupied that
place which my honourable friend would as-
sign. I am quite well aware that, in the face
of what I know to be the Union feeling
shared in by a large majority of this House,
any observations that I can make are not

[Dr. Tupper (Cumberland)]
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likely to win much sympathy or carry convic-
tion, and, at this late hour of the night,
perhaps, it would not be just to the House or
to myself that I should occupy much time.
But I would be wanting in that public duty
which I owe to the country which sent me
here, if I failed to express my utter refusal to
join in the congratulations which we are
asked to tender to His Excellency, upon the
consurnmation of a policy which I believe to
be injurious to the best interests of my own
Province, and which I know to be repugnant
to the feelings and wishes of my constituents
and of the overwhelming majority of the
people of Nova Scotia. My honourable friend
says that we are not in a position to apply for
a repeal of the Union, because the unanimity
of the people of Nova Scotia upon the sub-
ject, according to his figures, is questionable.
He forgets that for the last three years he
and those with whom he was associated,
ignored the right of the people to a voice in
any Constitutional changes. Who that is con-
versant with his speeches and pamphlets can
forget how persistently he contended that the
representatives of the people—not the people
themselves—possessed the power and the
right to effect such changes? Then, according
to his own argument, what matters it that
there is not (even if there was not) a perfect
unanimity among our entire people? Have we
not the whole body of representatives of the
people of Nova Scotia—with two or three
exceptions—in favour of repeal, and can
there be any doubt as to our right to get it?
But my honourable friend says that the elec-
tions in Nova Scotia were decided upon other
issues, and that not a repeal of the Union, but
a reproof for the manner of carrying it was
the main issue. Now, I am in a position to
deny the entire accuracy of that statement.
Confederation or no Confederation was the
main question in my own constituency, and in
several others which I could name, but even
if it was a question of reproof, how can we
consistently rejoice, as this address asks us to
do, at the success of a line of conduct which
we invariably condemned and which received
such signal reproof at the hands of our con-
stituents. We are told that the Union was
carried in Nova Scotia precisely in the man-
ner indicated many years ago by Lord Dur-
ham and other eminent statesmen. Let me
remind the honourable gentleman that he
mistakes the views of Lord Durham; for that
nobleman unhesitatingly states, in his report,
that it would not be courteous or just to the
Lower Provinces to include them in the
Union, which he then advocated, without at
first obtaining the consent of the people of
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these Provinces. There may be gentlemen
here who remember what took place when
the Quebec scheme was brought before the
Parliament of Canada, and when some gen-
tleman asked that it should be submitted to
the people for their approval. The Hon. Mr.
Brown, who then occupied a prominent posi-
tion in the Government and Legislature of
this country, if I recollect aright, in his place
in Parliament, conceded the constitutional
right to have it so submitted, if any doubt
existed as to the opinions of the people, but,
because no doubt did exist that an over-
whelming majority would be returned in fa-
vour of it, he considered it impolitic to put
the country to the expense of a general
election to make a certainty more certain.
But in the Province of Nova Scotia my
honourable friend pursued a d'fferent course.
He knew that a large body of the people were
opposed to the Union. He himself declared it
impracticable in 1865, and yet he persisted,
contrary to the views of other statesmen, to
force it upon an unwilling people. The honour-
able member says that the statesmen and
people of England regarded this Union as a
necessary condition of their continuance to
defend this country. If so their speeches and
public press did not express their views.
What did Mr. Gladstone say in his speech
upon the Bill to guarantee the money neces-
sary for the construction of the Intercolonial
Railway? Speaking of the defence of the
Colonies he said that the liability of the
Imperial Government for that purpose was
very heavy indeed, and that it was the duty of
the British Parliament in every way to get
rid of it; and moreover that he regarded that
road and this Confederation as the surest way
to throw upon us the burden of our own
defence. In this view he was supported by
other statesmen, and several members of the
leading press of England. We are told that it
would be impossible for Nova Scotia to carry
on her public works without raising her
tariff, even if Confederation had not been
accomplished. On this issue, also, I differ with
my honourable friend. He knows well that
our revenue, with the low tariff of ten per
cent, has been steadily increasing for many
years. That since 1852 it increased four-fold,
and three-fold within the last ten years; and
that seldom was there such a remarkable
increase as during the last year. Assuming,
therefore, that in future our progress would
be proportionate to that of the past, what
ground is there to apprehend any necessity to
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raise our tariff? The honourable member as-
serts that the Parliament of Nova Scotia
sanctioned the Union Act, but how? After we
had intelligence that it had passed the second
reading in the House of Commons of Eng-
land, the honourable member from Guysboro
moved that it would be unjust to press it
upon us without the consent of the people at
the polls. That resolution was voted down by
a House whose action was subsequently con-
demned by nearly the whole constituencies,
and that was the negative assent to which my
friend refers. We are told that this Union is
such as to render an army unnecessary. If so,
where the necessity of the measure promised
in His Excellency’s speech to provide, by a
large expenditure of money, for military pur-
poses. The honourable gentleman’s statement
that the Fenians and Annexationists of the
Province were to be found in the ranks of the
Anti-Unionists challenges a remark or two. I
am not aware that there is one Fenian in
Nova Scotia. Four years ago there was
scarcely a disloyal person among our whole
people, but I am not sure that there are not,
now, thousands whose loyalty has been shak-
en by the arbitrary course pursued on the
part of the Government, of which my honour-
able friend was a member. We received no
assistance from Fenians, but it is now ac-
knowledged, on all sides, that the Fenians, in
their movements, contributed largely to the
success of the Union party. One word about
the Watkin story. My honourable friend un-
dertakes to explain the misstatement, but as
far as we are concerned it matters little what
the intention of Mr. Watkin was,—whether it
was a wilful perversion of the truth or not.
The fact is that the misstatement was made
and largely contributed to deceive the British
Parliament and people. At this late hour of
the night it would be trespassing upon the
patience of the House to say more than this,
and, when I came in, I did not intend to say
so much; but I would be doing very great
injustice to the people who sent me here, and
stultifying myself, if I should rejoice, as this
address asks me to do, at the success of a
course of procedure which I know to be as
repugnant to the wishes and feelings of the
vast majority of the people of Nova Scotia, as
I believe it to be injurious to their best
interests.

The House adjourned at half past eleven
o’clock, to meet again on Monday at three
p.m.
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Monday, November 11, 1867
The Speaker took the chair at three o’clock.

Archibald Woodbury McLellan, for Col-
chester, N.S., and Alfred Gilpin Jones, Esq.,
for Halifax, took oath and their seats.

Three petitions were brought up, and two
received and read.

DEBATE ON THE ADDRESS

On motion of Sir John A. Macdonald, the
House resumed the order of the day for the
consideration of the address in reply to His
Excellency’s Speech from the Throne. The
question being upon the first paragraph of
the address.

Hon. Mr. Howe stated that he thought it
right to explain, that as the House would
have a full opportunity of discussing the
various clauses of the address, and every
member who chose could state his views
upon them, he would not move an amend-
ment to the address as he intended to have
done.

Sir John A. Macdonald—The honourable
gentleman will have every opportunity of
discussing every paragraph of the address, so
that no amendment is necessary.

Mr. Blake resumed the debate. He quite
concurred with the opening remarks of the
member for Hants, in regard to the important
nature of the work which the Government
promised to lay before the House for its
performance. The programme was one of a
very extensive character, for several months
past, Ministers had been engaged preparing
these measures, and it was understood they
were now ready for submission to the House.
Ministers had asked the House and country to
be judged upon those measures, and therefore
he (Mr. Blake) presumed they were anxious
that the trial should take place with as little
delay as possible. He felt it doubly important
now that the House should not be delayed in
proceeding with those important measures
upon which not only were the Government to
be tried and judged, but the prosperity of the
country and the fortunes of the new Do-
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minion depended. But the circumstances un-
der which the House met, as well as the
circumstances connected with the recent elec-
tions, and with the great party to which he
had the honour to belong, called for some
remark before proceeding to those measures,
and although he did not propose to move an
amendment to the address, still it had been
thought fit not to allow those circumstances
to pass without some comment on the floor of
this House. The remarks he would have to
address to the House would be as short as the
subject would permit, and he was sure he
would receive that indulgence which British
deliberative assemblages always accorded to
a young member, and of which at that mo-
ment he felt seriously in need. (Hear, hear).
In order, then, to look at the circumstances
under which recent elections took place, it
was necessary to go back a short time in the
history of the country, and especially to the
period of the formation of the Coalition, prior
to the accomplishment of Confederation. In
consequence of the impossibility of continu-
ing the Government of the country by either
of the two parties—Conservative and Re-
form—which had always prevailed, and
which under whatever names disguised,
would always prevail in any country consti-
tutionally governed—in consequence of their
being unable to carry on the Government in
the ordinary way, an alliance was come to
between the parties of a temporary character
and for a certain definite purpose. Both par-
ties thus came together for a time, and
agreed upon a mode of solving the constitu-
tional difficulties under which the country
had laboured and which had brought the
Government almost to an end. It was under-
stood at that time, clearly and distinctly, that
the questions which might otherwise have
been agitated in the House—questions under
which party issues might have been raised
—questions likely to excite party {feelings
once more—questions which could only prop-
erly be debated and decided, as those on his
side of the house contended, by a house
properly organized and composed of the two
parties—that all such questions should be
placed in abeyance, and that the House
should devote itself to a settlement of the
constitutional . question. It was not sup-
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posed—it was not contemplated—it was not
suggested, at any rate publicly, whatever
were the views privately held by the parties
to that compact—that either of the two par-
ties should lose its distinctive character, or
that we would find ourselves upon the carry-
ing out of that measure in a position which
would require no reorganization of parties, as
questions might arise leading to a difference
of opinion in men’s minds. It was not, at any
rate, asserted at that time that the two par-
ties should be dissolved, and that parties
should arise afterwards only in consequence
of the diversity of opinion in men’s m'nds as
to questions that might come up for consider-
ation The best proof that the alliance was
‘not to dissolve parties was to be found in the
facts connected with two elections which took
place soon after its formation, and when
appeals on behalf of the two parties were
made to the constituents interested. The pres-
ent Commissioner of Public Works, on ap-
pealing to his constituents for re-election, was
opposed, and successfully opposed, by a
Conservative; and in North Wentworth, a
Conservative and Reformer went to the polls
as such. The election of the former was urged
by the Minister of Justice because he was
“his candidate”. These things showed that at
that period the idea had not been mooted that
there was an end of party by reason of the
temporary alliance; or that parties would not
revert to their original state as soon as the
object of the alliance should be accomplished.
When the object of that alliance was finally
accomplished, the Minister of Justice was
authorized to form a Cabinet for the Do-
minion, and he made proposals, the result of
which was, that the Government was formed,
composed partly of Conservatives and partly
of Reformers. As he (Mr. Blake) understood
it, the view in which that arrangement was
made was this—it was conceded that the
Reformers had a preponderance in Ontario,
and so they were given three out of five seats
to the Cabinet from that Province, and as to
the whole Dominion, it was held that parties
were tolerably evenly balanced; and so the
Cabinet was pretty evenly balanced in its
political character. They were balanced by
six Reformers being taken in as Ministers,
and six Conservatives, with one gentleman
who, having been Conservative at one time,
and at one time Reformer, was regarded as
being peculiarly fitted for the position of
umpire—(laughter)—to decide between the
rights and wrongs of the Cabinet so com-
posed. Hon. Senator Kenny fitted that very
high and distinguished  position. (Laughter).
[Mr. Blake (Durham West)]
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When they heard this in Ontario, the Reform
party was in a position to carry a majority in

“the Local House, and at any rate a very

strong delegation in this. They heard it from
those gentlemen in the Cabinet to whom it
was supposed the interests of the Reform
party was particularly committed. They were
told by the Commissioner of Public Works
that the Reform cause and Reform party had
passed away and was dead—that a new era

of peace and good feeling had arisen, and

that we were no longer to look back upon
dead issues of the past. And then the doctrine
was : announced . that parties were to be
formed, not with regard to past differences,
but as questions arose upon which men’s
minds would naturally differ, and that as
there was now no great question agitating the
country, there was no longer any necessity
for party. They were told by the honourable
gentlemen who had formerly represented
their party, that they were no longer to
regard the past, that party distractions were
to be buried in oblivion, and that with the
inauguration of the new Dominion, we would
all commence anew with clean slates. They
were told that this was the best course for
the interests of the Reform party itself; for
otherwise, it would be in a minority in the
Councils of the country, and the Minister of
Justice would form a Government of Con-
servatives exclusively, and have Reformers in
Opposition. They were also told that partyism
was a mistake, that the country was tired of
political contention, and had enough of it,
and that there should now be conciliation,
peace and harmony on both sides. The doc-
trine was laid down that the best men should
be selected irrespective of party, and that to
be a party man was something discreditable.
Everyone who professed to adhere to strong
party views was denounced as an exXtreme
man, but at the same time, a most strenuous
and unscrupulous fight was carried on by
those advocates of harmony, peace and con-
ciliation. Those who opposed the Coalition
were set down as most unreasonable men.
There was something in the Government, it
was said, to suit every taste—if it was a taste
that could be pleased by a composition of
that description. They were told moreover
that, if they went into Opposition, they must
necessarily ally themselves with the member
for Hants (Hon. Mr. Howe) and his followers;
that they would thereby ally themselves with
annexationists, disloyal men and rebels—men
who were coming here to plot against and
destroy the constitution. Those slanders
against his honourable friends from Nova
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Scotia, they had to meet as best they could;
and they stated further that they could only
act with those gentlemen if they found them
disposed, as he believed that they to dis-
charge their duty in working out the consti-
tution fairly on the floor of this House.
Further, they were met by the argument that
the administration should not be condemned
beforehand—that they ought to be judged by
their actions. He and his friends had met this
by saying they had known a good many of
them for a long time, that they had known a
good deal of their actions, and had for many
years groaned under the fruits of those ac-
tions. They were met by the Minister of
Public Works (Mr. McDougall) and they had
ventured to suggest to that gentleman that he
himself had educated the country to such a
point with reference to the misdeeds of those
gentlemen opposite, that he would find it
very difficult to unteach those lessons in the
course of one election. They pointed out that
by his whole course of action for a long series
of years he had condemned in a vigorous
manner the conduct of the men for whom he
now asked a fair trial; the honourable gentle-
man’s answer was that in those days party
spirit ran high, that he was anxious to show
that the Opposition party were wrong, but
that he had since found out that the devil
after all was not so black as he was painted,
and that in fact, if diabolical at all, he was
only a diabolical good fellow. (Laughter). He
for one was not convinced by the Minister of
Public Works; he could not see what guaran-
tee there was for his judgment being more
sound now than it was before. On the
contrary, it was just possible that his eyes
were somewhat blinded by the circumstances
in which he now found himself, and that his
former judgment was the one to be relied
upon. Then, in the western part of the Do-
minion, the Minister of Justice, Sir John A.
Macdonald, was perambulating the land, and
in those perambulations he was not alone. He
was accompanied by a shadow, tall and thin
—as a shadow ought to be—which followed
his every footstep, re-echoed his every word,
applauded his every sentiment. The two men
who for twenty years had sat on opposite
sides of the House—whose opposition had not
ceased even during the temporary truce while
Confederation was in progress—were now al-
lied. The long feud of the clan McDonald had
come to an end. The premier of Ontario had
submitted to his chief the premier of Canada,
and an alliance offensive and defensive had
been formed between the major and minor
potentates to sweep the elections in Ontario
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for the benefit of the big and the little
coalitions. One of the first fruits of that
alliance was the conversion of the Honou-
rable member for South Brant. Having com-
mented on the suddenness of that conversion
and on other curious combinations that oc-
curred during the election, such as the visit
of Mr. McDougall and Mr. M. C. Cameron to
Durham, to oppose himself (Mr. Blake), he
went on to say that the tactics to which he
had referred, the mode in which the elections
were conducted, the order in which they were
arranged, and the pressure and influence
brought to bear on them, had resulted no
doubt in triumph—mnot of the Minister of
Public Works ' and his friends, but—of the
Minister of Justice, because the men who sat
in the House as supporters of the Govern-
ment from the Province of Ontario, sat here
as supporters of the Minister of Justice, and
not by any means as supporters of the Min-
ister of Public Works, who he did not believe,
had one follower in this whole House. Gen-
tlemen opposite had achieved a triumph, but
not without inflicting a most serious blow on
the political morality of the country. As the
result of the strange proceedings witnessed
during the late elections, we saw a good
deal of confusion now in this House. It had
been customary to see the chief benches on
his side of the House reserved for the Op-
position; but, on this occasion, we found the
members for Cornwall and South Brant sit-
fing among those to whom they had been
opposed at the election. It was difficult under
these circumstances to know who was Min-
isterial and who Opposition. He hoped to
learn from the lips of these gentlemen them-
selves what was their position—that he and
his honourable friends near him might know
whether they were surrounded by friends or
foes. (Hear, hear). The Government met the
House in different circumstances from those
under which the elections took place. Two
members of it had resigned their offices. The
gentleman who had resigned the office of
Minister of Finance and held that position
almost continually for many years. The
honourable gentleman during that period had
led the country along a course which was
sometimes Protection and sometimes Free
Trade, and in which there appeared to be but
one element of consistency, namely, that it
involved an increase of our expenditure and
of our debt, until at last, like some will-of-
the-wisp which had led us into a quagmire,
the honourable gentleman left us in the very
worst spot of it to flounder out of it as best
we could. As regarded the immediate cause of
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the Finance Minister’s resignation, he would
not pretend to hold the Finance Minister
responsible for having conspired to bring
about the destruction of the Commercial
Bank, but what he did say was this, that that
honourable gentleman was unquestionably re-
sponsible for the passage of the Act which
rendered it not only possible but probable
that such an event might happen, giving one
banking institution an interest at wvariance
with the interests of other banking institu-
tions and the power more or less to effect
their rule, this had inevitably led to the view
that there was no longer that security which
we formerly had in the fact of all being to a
considerable extent involved in the fate of
each, so that there would necessarily be con-
certed action, and forbearance, and assist-
ance on the part of all the other institutions
towards the one which happened to be tem-
porarily embarrassed. The late minister of
finance was directly responsible for the pas-
sage of the Act which changed that state of
things, but not he alone. It was one of the
fruits of the late Coalition, but for that
Coalition the Government would not have
felt itself so strong as to venture to force
through the Act without allowing that time
for debate which would have allowed the
feeling of the country to have been elicited.
The Government hoped that by giving up the
minister of finance as an expiatory sacrifice
they would propitiate the country, but every
man of them was as résponsible for it as the
minister of finance himself.

Hon. Mr. Cartier, Hear, hear.

Mr, Blake said the Minister of Militia was
not afraid of the responsibility, as the feeling
was not so strong in that portion of the
Dominion from which he came; but when
members of the Government, representing
Ontario, did not contradict, but acquiesce in
the statement of the Minister of Finance, that
he had lost confidence of the people of that
portion of the Dominion because of late
events it necessarily followed that the people
of Ontario had lost confidence in more than
him—they had lost all confidence in the
Ministers who are responsible for that meas-
ure. Mr. Blake went on to show the injuri-
ous nature of the bank of issue scheme of
last session, and the inexpediency of such
legislation when it would necessarily be one
of the first duties of the Confederated Par-
liament to have a uniform currency system
for the whole Dominion, He hoped that very

[Mr. Blake (Durham West)]
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soon the Act of last session would be set
aside, and the best scheme for the whole
Dominion be introduced and acted upon with-
out delay. He proceeded to point out that
the Government had a good opportunity of
showing the people that they were not to
continue a system of prodigality and extrava-
gance, by reducing the number of Cabinet
officers from 13 to 11. He then referred to the
promise of a measure as to elections. He
trusted it would contain a provision that the
elections should be held on one day, and
the same day throughout the Dominion.
Under the present system the greatest
facilities were given for corrupting the
constituencies., Unfortunately, election cor-
ruption was increasing at every election
and it appeared as if the time would soon
come when it would be almost impossible to
obtain a seat in this House without spending
large sums of money in debauching the elec-
tors. The militia scheme, he hoped, would be
well considered. The House should not vote
large sums of money, for a system of defence
without seeing where to it tended and where
to it would grow. An exhaustive investigation
of the whole subject should precede legisla-
tion, so that we might adopt as complete a
system of defence as the circumstances of the
country would admit. He then referred to the
position of Nova Scotia. He did not think that
the Imperial Government would consent to
release Nova Scotia from the Union—at all
events until they had given it a fair trial, and
he hoped his friends from that section would
make the best of the situation and join in
working the constitution faithfully. So long as
it existed for the good of the whole Domin-
ion, he hoped nothing would occur which
would lead us to seek a change in our consti-
tution. There could be no greater evil in a
country than having an unstable, unsettled
system of government. Stability was to be
hoped for and prayed for. And, though he
had been accused at the election of being
disloyal, of being a disunion candidate, be-
cause of the ground he then assumed, he
believed there was on the floor of the House
no truer, though no more humble, friend of
the constitution than himself. (Cheers).

Mr. Cartwright said he had listened with
satisfaction to his honourable friend, whom
they would always find, so long as he con-
tinued a member of the House, a worthy
friend or worthy foe. This Union, in its pres-
ent state, can only be spoken of as an
experiment, and much the largest part of the
work remains yet to be done. We in Ontario
and Quebec have been much better acquaint-
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ed with the inhabitants and constitution of
neighbouring States than with our kindred
subjects in the Maritime Provinces. Until the
Intercolonial Railway is constructed, we must
pass through a foreign and possibly hostile
country, to reach a seaport during a portion
of the year. Therefore the task before us is
great, and it will require all the energy and
skill that Canada can produce to overcome
their difficulties and bring this great project
to a successful issue. Our whole position is
changed, having emerged from dependent
Provinces into the semi-independent position
of a new Dominion. In future we will have to
take a wider view of the position we hold in
relation to the British Empire, than we have
done. A great majority of leading men will
stand by us provided we do our duty by
them. This country presents a very vulnera-
ble point of attack, and the British Govern-
ment have been put to considerable expense
in providing our own defence. We therefore
have double to do for we have to discharge
our duties as citizens of Canada, and as
citizens of the British Empire. It is utterly
impossible for us to stand alone without the
protection of the Mother country, and on the
other hand the British Empire could not
maintain the sovereignty of the seas if this
country was severed from: the British Crown
and entered into an alliance with the United
States. Privateers could then run from the
harbour of Halifax to the British Isles in a
week, and destroy their commerce. The com-
merce is a matter of necessity, and the people
of England, for without it, one-half of the
present people could not be supported, nei-
ther could they retain one-tenth part of their
wealth and influence in the Councils of the
world. Therefore, wh'le it is our duty as
subjects of the British Empire to do all we
can to maintain our connection with this
Empire, we do not come before Great Britain
as supplicants, but as fully adequate to ren-
der a recompense for all we ask of them. He
then referred to the Territory of the Hudson’s
Bay Co. and said it would afford a great deal
of satisfaction to the people of Ontario, that
the territory was thrown open to immigra-
tion. The next question the Government
would have to take up, was Reciprocity with
the United States. It was fortunate that the
abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty took
place at the time it did, for the blow aimed at
us by the people of the United States recoiled
upon their own heads; but now that the
American war was over, they should take
advantage of the present opportunity to
renew that Treaty, because it might be more
difficult to do so at some future time. There is
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an allusion made in the address to protection
for native industry. In a young country like
ours, maintenance of a certain amount of
duty, without violating any principles of free
trade, is best. Where any taxes have been
imposed to encourage native manufactures,
the abrogation of these taxes should not be
made suddenly, but they should be made
after a term of years, or reduced gradually.
He referred to the Commercial Bank and said
it was impossible to see how the Currency
Act of last session could affect the Com-
mercial Bank or the Bank of Upper Canada
in the way its provisions were to go into
operations. In regard to the act of Union, he
could say to his friends from Nova Scotia
that it was utterly impossible to abrogate it.
Therefore, they should devote their talents to
amend any of its provisions which they con-
sidered unjust. There should be no disunion
at this time, when they required a strong and
powerful government to carry out great ends.

Mr, Morris spoke of the superior advantage
we could now have in negotiating a Reci-
procity Treaty with the United States, com-
pared with the advantages we possessed
when separate provinces; and said we would
inevitably obtain better terms than we other-
wise could have done. Hereafter, the British
Government instead of having to deal with
separate Provinces, would deal with one cen-
tral power. They could now have one tariff
framed to meet the wants of every section of
the Dominion. He could not enumerate the ad-
vantages to be derived from the union better
than to quote from a speech delivered by his
honourable friend from Hants, Mr. Howe, in
1849. Mr. Morris then read portions of that
speech which detailed the advantages to be
derived from union, and said he was sorry to
hear his honourable friend the other night
speak of there being a packed majority in
this House. He would ask who packed the
majority? They came here as free representa-
tives of a free people anxiously desiring to do
their best for the interest of the whole union.
There was plenty of work for them to do—
they must consolidate and bind the Provinces
of the Dominion into one harmonious whole
and make this union an institution that will
secure for their children’s children the bless-
ing of a free government.

The first paragraph of the Address was
then adopted, and second read, when—

Mr. Albert Smith, regretted that Govern-
ment had not prepared a speech  that would
not have been distasteful or insulting to
those who entertained views different from
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them. However, having fought the battle he
was now willing to lay down arms, accept the
situation, and lend his assistance to make the
new constitution successful. (Cheers). He
came here unpledged, but was willing to give
it a fair trial, and would judge the Ministry
on their merits, irrespective of party. He was
happy to see a disposition in the House to
treat the Lower Provinces with fairness. All
they asked was fair play. He thought it pre-
mature to join in congratulations on this meas-
ure, and exceedingly unbecoming for Gov-
ernment to ask them to join in congratula-
tions who had been so opposed to it. But now
it was passed, all should unite to consolidate
the constitution and make it work successful-
ly. He objected to the manner in which
Confederation had been carried. No organic
change should take place in the constitution
of any country without the approbation of
the people. He regretted very much the
retirement of Mr. Galt, of whose financial
abilities he had a high opinion, and was happy
to find he Mr. Galt) would give the Gov-
ernment his support. The Government ought
to take advantage of his retirement to reduce
the number of departments, and thus reduce
the expenditure. In conclusion, he was highly
gratified at the courteous  manner in which
the members from the Lower Provinces had
been received. Any measures the Government
might bring up, which are for the best inter-
ests of the Dominion, he would support.

Mr. Stewart Campbell, said he never
rose to speak under greater embarrassment.
Though a member of the Bar and the Leg-
islature of his own Province, yet he stood
overpowered with an amount of awe, mingled
with respect, not because he feared to give
utterance to his views, but because appearing
as the representative of a constituency which
had honoured him with confidence unsur-
passed for unanimity, he came here to vindi-
cate their interests. After further prefatory
remarks the speaker proceeded to refer to his
own position in relation to Confederation. In
the Legislature of Nova Scotia he had main-
tained an attitude of hostility to Confedera-
tion, and in justice to himself he would
explain the grounds of opposition. It was well
known to his own Province, and to some
extent here, that his hostility was mainly
based upon the manner in which the scheme
was pressed upon the people. He had not
canvassed—his constituency was aware of his
acts; he was elected by acclamation. He told
them from the hustings that as the power in
which he owed obedience had decreed the
new Constitution, it would be his duty to go
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to Parliament and endeavour to extract the
benefit and attack the evils of the change. He
must declare his hostility to any attempt at
repeal. He had accepted the situation. He
believed that success in the attempt to secure
repeal would be fraught with much greater
danger than its failure (hear, hear). He re-
gretted that his honourable friend beside him
(Hon. Mr. Howe) had taken an opposite
course. He would rejoice if his (Howe’s) pow-
erful voice had been with him in making the
best of the existing situation. He (C.) should
take the course which his own judgment had
dictated, however much he regretted differing
from his friends. He should look favourably
and hopefully to the future under a wise and
economical administration. He should there-
fore refrain from any hostile criticism on the
subjects embraced in the address, and in
taking this course, he felt that he was jus-
tified by his sense of what was right, and was
prepared to stand by his decision (prolonged
applause.)

It being six o’clock, the Speaker left the
Chair.

AFTER RECESS

Mr. A. W. Savary, said this was the first
time he had appeared in a Legislative Assem-
bly, and came here unwillingly, because the
people of that Province had been forced into
Union. He and his friends did not come here
to discuss Confederation, that must be fought,
and had been fought elsewhere. Because ele~-
ments of discord existed in Canada, weaken-
ing the old Constitution was no reason the
Constitution of Nova Scotia, which had work-
ed well, should be subverted. He argued that
the present Constitution, while pretending to
be of a Federal nature, was open to all the
objections of a Legislative Union, and com-
plained of the extended powers of the Do-
minion Legislature. In the Province of Nova
Scotia they had a banking system, and none
of their banks had failed. Here it was differ-
ent, and was admitted on all hands that the
measure of last Session had caused failure,
and his Province would be subjected to the
same disaster. The tendency of this Consti-
tution was to absorb all the power. He would
not so much have objected to interferences
in national affairs, but most of their domestic
matters were invaded. Nova Scotia was pre-
pared to all its duties of defence, and every
other, but he felt the interests of that Prov-
ince would weigh but little in this Assembly,
because of its small representation. They
could not congratulate His Excellency, be-
cause of the adoption of a Constitution con-
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taining elements of discord which they felt
would ‘be disastrous. The majority in favour
of the scheme in some of the Provinces was
because the ‘people felt that opposition was
hopeless against the Imperial Act. A discus-
sion had commenced which would never end
" until it was repealed or amended. Canada and
the Home Government had been grossly de-
ceived as to- the sentiment of the people of
Nova Scotia, and he was astonished that any
man should endeavour to keep up the delu-
sion in the face-of eighteen representatives
against it. He showed that Nova Scotia had
not been in the habit of sweeping changes,
but on this question it was sweepirng.” Public
meetings had been held in Nova- Scotia in
which Union with Canada was condemned.
Had the question been mooted in the Lieu-
tenant Governor’s speech, as-large a petition
as that sent to ‘the Imperial Government
would have been-presented to the Parliament
of Nova Scotia. That petition' contained the
nanmes of 40,000 of the adult population of
that Province. It had not been pretended that
there were that number of voters. He was
elected to this House because he and his
friends were averse to this union, and he
would do all in his power to place Nova
Scotia in that position. What right had the
Member for Cumberland to speak of the sen-
timents of the people of Nova Scotia. He
would not compare him to the last rose of
summer, but as one whom the lightning of
popular indignation had left standing there a
blasted trunk alone—(laughter)—one who had
betrayed his countrymen, He appreciated the
kindness of the Canadians in giving advice.
In order to avert a Ministerial difficulty. he
would advise the Ministry to appoint the
honourable member for Guysborough (Mr.
Campbell) as Secretary for State. He (Sava-
ry) and his friends would protect the inter-
ests of their constituents as far as they were
able, and that was in opposition to the
scheme.

‘Mr. W. H. Chipman said the people of Nova
Scotia were in: astate. of mourning and sor-
row in' consequence of the passage of the
scheme. The first time the people of Nova
Scotia had a chance they- condemned the
measure, and how could His Excellency ask
her representatives for their. congratulations.
The resolution passed in the Nova Scotia
Legislature embraced all - the  Maritime
Provinces, and when Newfoundland and
Prince Edward Island were left out those
resolutions were of no effect. The Imperial
Government had been deceived by the
honourable member for Cumberland, and Mr.
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Watkin. He then read a sort of proclamation
denouncing the Antis as Annexationists and
Fenians, which created considerable amuse-
ment. He would do all he could to secure
repeal.

Hon. J, H. Gray said, it was to be expected
that the . honourable members from Nova
Scotia would - take the earliest opportunity of
placing before the House their views, their
position and the wrongs they fancied their
Province had.sustained, and it was equally to
be expected that their statements would re-
ceive. from the members: of this House the
utmost attention and consideration, and so it
has been, but as it was now apparent that it
was hot intended on their part to submit any
substantive proposition for. the solution of
their difficulties; nay even as it was apparent
from the statement made by several of those
gentlemen, that they were now seeking
redress by. an -appeal to the Imperial Gov-
ernment,; it might, perhaps, be as well for the
House to go from the consideration of mere
sectional matters to those important questions
affecting  the interest and welfare of the
whole people, submitted in the Speech from
the Throne~—questions which ought to be
approached - with a calmness. which rises
above all personal considerations, and with a
breadth of view which goes beyond all sec-
tional interests. Within his limited knowledge
of history no instance had ever occurred
where the Execuiive Head of a Government
had ever placed before the representatives of
a free Parliament assembled, questions so
varied and so ‘important, and under circum-
stances so peculiar. But before going into the
consideration of these questions he wished to
be permitted to express his full concurrence
in the regret of the honourable member from
Cumberland by his side that the honourable
member from Hants (Mr. Howe) was not in a
position to give his services to his whole
country, instead of to a part of it. That he
who had been one of the first and ablest
advocates of Union should now be the oppo-
nent of that great measure. That the position
of those two honourable gentlemen, the mem-
ber for Cumberland and the member for
Hants, had  brought before his mind two
graphic pictures with a vividness and a force
he had never before realized. When he had
heard the honourable member from Hants
describing with his well-known power anad
eloquence, ‘the  wrongs and insults he con-
ceived “his Province had sustained in ‘the
mode by which this Union had been there
brought about. ‘When he pointed to the fact
that the late elections throughout that



Province, had conclusively proved the indig-
nant sense of injury which his people felt.
When he charged all this upon the honoura-
ble member from Cumberland, and when he
(Mr. Gray) turned and looked at his honoura-
ble friend by his side, and saw him there the
sole 'survivor of his shattered ‘band, not a
single man from his own Province with him,
and when he rose and answered the honoura-
ble ‘member from Hants with words of de-
fiance, he (Mr. G.) could not help recalling
that splendid passage in the second Aeneid,
where the Prince of Troy, himself the sole
survivor of his shattered band-—his comrades
slain—his hopes destroyed, the city of his
pride in flames, in the last madness of despair
exclaims:

Arma viri ferte Arma

Vocat lux ultima victos

Reddite. me Danais...

Nunguam omnes hodie moriemur inulti

And his honourable friend, on: his left, was
not unavenged. As he heard him answering
the honourable member from Hants—charge
by charge—reading from that. honourable
gentleman’s. own speeches passages of glow-
ing power and beauty; in which he had him-
self described the advantages of Union. When
he saw the honourable member from Hants
shrinking under the infliction, and -shading
his brow with his hand as if to screen the
vision. of the past from the vision of the
present, he could not help thinking there was

another picture before. them. Where a great

man. who had been the victor of a hundred
fishts—had at length succumbed to a power
he c¢ould not control—there sat

The desolater desolate,

The victor overthrown,

The arbiter of others:fate,

A supplicant for his own...
And it was with deep regret he saw it. The
honourable gentleman residing on these in-
land waters did not understand the feeling
with which the men who came from the
Maritime Provinces, where the wild sea
waves beat an everlasting requiem on their
shores, regarded the honourable gentleman
from Hants. They looked back to the struggle
. of his early life, when almost unaided and
alone he contended in his' own Province
against fearful odds, for the rights and liber-
ties we now enjoy, when the hand of power
was laid with iron grasp upon the peo-
ple—when the very debates of the public
assemblies were held with- closed doors—
when exclusiveness and favoritism governed
the country—and justice to the masses was
unknown. Sir, they believe that to him-—more
than to any other now living man—they owe
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the constitutional liberties of British America.
But on the questions now  before them, he
differed  with ' the honourable member. The
honourable member had objected to that pas-
sage .inh the speech which referred to our
“new nationality,” but if there was one pas-
sage in it more than another with which he
fully and cordially concurred, it was that
passage. Here was the representative of the
Sovereign pointing out to us, the path .of
greatness, of power; that we were no longer
Colonists; that we must prepare ourselves to
take our place amid the nations of the earth;
to be the masters of our own destinies; to
control and guide our own footsteps; not torn
from the Motherland like the thirteen Colo-
nies of old, with bleeding trunk and severed
limb, but going forth in the full power and
strength of a vigorous manhood with a par-
ent’s blessing on our head. But there was one
thing that we wanted, which the people
would demand, which this Parliament ought
to foster and create. If the recollections of his
school-boy days were right, there was a myth
amid the classic legends of the past, that on
one occasion a statyary formed a figure of
such faultless mould that he fell in love with
the work of his own hands, and poured forth
his soul in adoration of his own creation, but
when in the impassioned frenzy of the mo-
ment he clasped the figure to his arms, the
cold marble gave back naught but an icy
chill. There was no blood, there was no life,
there was no heart there. And so it was with
us, we had a noble constitution. Its founda-
tions were laid broad and deep upon the
common law of England—upon the broad
basis of equal, civil, and religious rights. No
privileged class; no wronged and trampled
race marred the symmetry of its fair propor-
tions. Every man from the highest to the
lowest could stand forth in the presence of
the majesty of the law upright and- self
respected. Its superstructure had been reared
with a due regard to all those precedents
which the history of the Mother Country
proved were the best guarantees for stability
and freedom in the Government of a coun-
try, but still there was something wanted. We
wanted a national spirit; a national pride; a
national heart. We wanted that every man
who belonged to  this country—never mind
whence he came or where his birth place,
should feel that his interests, his hopes, his
all, were identified with this country. That he
must. share in its adversities and trials as well
as in its prosperity. That it was not a place to
come and make a few pounds, and then go off
to other lands, but that it was the first and
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last place to which his affection, his devotion,
his attachments should be turned,

“That go where'er he may, where’er his footsteps

roam,
This spot’s his country, and this land his home.”

That to be a Canadian, not in its former
limited sense, but in the sense of the new
Dominion, was to belong to a country of
which any man might be proud. This national
sentiment must be fostered, must be en-
couraged. He was an Englishman in every
fibre of his frame, and every pulsation of his
heart. He loved England still, but he loved
Canada more. (Hear, hear.) And this must be
so with all, who wish to be true to this
country. Such were the sentiments he gath-
ered from the expression in the speech from
the Throne, and with it he most cordially
concurred. But arising out of this position,
and springing from it were new duties and
new responsibilities. We cannot expect to
have all the advantages of freedom, without
assuming its burdens, and prominent among
them was the question of our defence. It
would not perhaps be correct to enter fully
into the discussion of this question, until the
Government had submitted the plans they
proposed to the House, but as it had been
talked of a great deal, and discussed very
generally in the papers, it might not be out of
the way to make a few observations. It had
been said that very large sums of money
were to be expended on permanent fortifica-
tions on the subject of such defences; public
opinion, during the last ten or twelve years
had undergone some changes. The real de-
fences of Sebastopol on the land side which
kept the whole French and English armies
before them for some fifteen months, were in
a good measure improvised by the genius of
Todleben in a few short weeks. In 1814, the
defence of New Orleans was made by hastily
throwing together a number of bales of cot-
ton, and yet the most splendid fellows of the
Peninsula, men who have sealed the ramparts
of San Sebastian and stormed the walls of
Badajos, who from Talavera to Toulouse had
carried the colours of their regiments in tri-
umph on every field, went down before those
cotton bales like grass before the mower’s
scythe. The defences of Richmond which kept
Grant with his 300,000 men before them for
months, and would perhaps have remained
untaken to this day, but for Sherman’s march
across the country were nothing but tempo-
rary ramparts hastily thrown up, and which
probably ere this have again been levelled by
the farmer’s plough. It may be that in some
positions permanent defences to some extent
may be necessary, but in this respect he fully
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concurred with the opinions expressed by the
member from Durham, that such expenses
ought only to be incurred after the most
thorough consideration. The Minister who un-
dertook to spend a million or a million and a
half of pounds, raised out of the revenues and
taxes of the people of this country, at such a
time as this, when we had no reason to dread
anything, assumed a fearful responsibility. He
himself believed that the best defences of any
country would be found in the attachment of
the people to its institutions—in the confi-
dence, they had in the administration of its
laws, and in the judicious management of its
finances. Beyond these, its best defences con-
sisted in moveable fortifications. Arm and
drill, and organize the young men of the
country—pay them well, and he believed
when the necessity arose, willing hearts and
hands, ably led, would constitute a ‘more
available defence than permanent fortifica-
tions  which might entail enormous cost upon
the country (hear, hear). But he found it
discussed as if it was only -contemplated to
defend Montreal and that portion of the
country above. All of the Dominion below
seemed entirely ignored. He fancied from
what he had heard and read since being here
that many people in Ontario conceived that
New Brunswick was composed solely of Mr.
Tilley and a few oysters, and that Nova
Scotia was occupied by Mr. Howe and a
codfish. (Laughter.) He hoped before the
Parliament rose they would be of a different
opinion. Another question to come before the
House was the Intercolonial Railroad. He had
heard a good deal about the route which
should be chosen, but that great work must
be placed where the interests of the country
most required it, and not where it would
simply serve the purpose of a section. (Hear,
hear.) The fifteen millions of dollars to be
expended on that great work for which the
whole country would become responsible, and
which the whole country would have to pay,
should be expended on that route, which
would best serve the general interests of the
whole Dominion, as they could not have the
Intercolonial Railway running to every man’s
door, or make its construction subservient to
petty local claims. He then referred to the
subject of retrenchment, which had been al-
luded to by honourable members. He believed
no word in the English language had been
put to more unworthy uses than the word
“economy.” Economy had been made the
packhorse of every politician, and had rarely
indeed been rigidly practiced. The gentlemen
on the Treasury benches used it to keep
themselves in office, and the Opposition used
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it for the sake of getting there (laughter). His
honourable colleague from New Brunswick,
the Minister of Customs, and himself, had
been in Parliament together some seventeen
years, and until the question of Confederation
came up had been opposed to each other. He
had often heard that honourable gentleman
eulogise this splendid animal—see he would
say—his small and well pointed ears—look at
his full clear eyes, and see what withers
—what broad loins for strength—and then
look at his hocks and his pasterns, why
Fanny Elster couldn’t show such heels
—hasn’t he a slashing trot—and what a lope
in his canter—isn’t he a splendid animal?
And when he says to his honourable friend,
“Well then, why don’t you mount and ride?”
What was his answer? “So I would but he
kicks.”—(aughter)—and so it always was. He
would like to ask the honourable gentleman,
the Member for Cornwall, who was sitting
over in what might be called the Temple of
Janus, but which in this Augustan age of
Canadian politics was shut for the first time,
whose occupant generally had one eye look-
ing at the opposition behind, and the other
peering over into the Government pasture,
whether he had ever known a Canadian
politician use this animal except as a hack.
The fact was, the public had lost all confi-
dence in the word. What the people did want
was justice to public servants—a fair day’s
pay for a fair day’s work—pay your public
men what their abilities, their integrity, and
their industry would command in the other
pursuits of life. You want the first men for
that public service, let your compensation be
such as would secure them, but get rid of the
drones that hang around the public depart-
ments. Burke had laid it down somewhere—

that the statesman who based the foundation of
his country’s greatness on the possession of ex-

traordinary virtues, would find its superstructure
raised in extravagance and corruption.

We must legislate for men as we find them,
liable to temptation, to folly—with faults and
vices. We can’t expect them to be angels. The
honourable member from Hants referred to
the Governor-General’s salary as being far
larger than that of the President of the
United States, but was it now well known
that while the salary was only $24,000 a year
nominally, it was actually $100,000. What was
the picture presented in the United States at
this very moment? The wife of the late
President offering for sale the most costly
articles, and stating over her own handwrit-
ing in the public prints, that those presents
had been given by the supporters of the
Administration, and others, to obtain places
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of emolument, and profit and contracts for
themselves or the members of their families,
or friends. Better give the Governor-General
twice the salary than see the public offices of
the ' country bartered and sold by his
household or his ministers in such shameless
corruption. Such a system demoralises the
whole country. Far better to pay your public
men well—exact a rigid discharge of their
duties, discountenance corruption, and pre-
serve the character of the country. He trusted
that in the consideration of all these ques-
tions, they would be regarded in the light of
a broad, ample and generous patriotism, that
they would approach them with such a spirit.
A lofty patriotism rising above all sectional
interests and all personal considerations,
would be like the serpent raised by the
Jewish lawgiver in the wilderness, not only
the emblem of your country’s wisdom, but
the emblem of your country’s salvation. Look
upon that and live, act upon this, and be
saved. He trusted, moreover, the Government
would bring down those measures with the
least possible delay in order that those people
at a distance, who were represented by the
honourable members from the Maritime
Provinces, might have the opportunity of
considering them. They had no fear of the
result: no apprehension that injustice would
be done them by their fellow-countrymen of
Canada. They had come here in the fullest
confidence that their interests were safe, and
he trusted and believed that in their delibera-
tions in this House they would receive at the
hands of the representatives in the Canadian
Provinces liberal, generous, and hearty assist-
ance. (Applause.) And we believe that the
honourable member for Hants (Mr. Howe)
after having discharged his duty in protesting
against the manner in which the Union had
been accomplished, would be found one. of
the firmest pillars of the Dominion. (Cheers.)

Mr. A. G. Jones said if there had not
been a statement that there would be no
amendments, he would have simply recorded
his vote. He came here in obedience to an
Imperial statute, and would support good
measures and oppose bad, without regard to
either party in the House. He was not aware
that there was an American or Fenian sym-
pathiser in Nova Scotia, and yet because his
party had endeavoured in a constitutional
manner to oppose the Union, they had been
charged with disloyalty by the honourable
member for Cumberland. He remembered the
time when the whole revenue has been
placed at the disposal of the Commander-
in-Chief for the defence of Canada if needed.
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He complained that only one man in the
Senate represented the feeling of the people
of Nova Scotia. The old loyalists were sat-
isfied to remain a part of the British Empire,
and now they were told that they would form
part of a new Kingdom. His Province would
not shrink from its duty in a military point
of view, but he warned the House and Gov-
ernment not to adopt any ill-advised meas-
ures which might cripple our finances for all
time. They would show the Imperial Gov-
ernment that the views of the Antis were the
views of the people of Nova Scotia, and they
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had a right to demand a reconsideration of
the Union scheme.

Miz. Croke., coincided with his honourable
friend from Hants, and the other Antis
from Nova Scotia. He complained of the
high tariff of Canada, and annual deficits,
for which there was little to show, while the
debt of Nova Scotia was for valuable public
works. He thought, however, the act might
be so changed as to meet the approval of
Nova Scotia. In any steps towards that end
he would lend his assistance.

The House adjourned at 11.25.
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Tuesday., November 12, 1867
The Speaker took the chair at 3 o’clock.

Mr. Mackenzie resumed the debate on the
Address. He said that on rising to address the
House on this occasfon, he felt fully sensible
of the responsibility resting upon him as a
member of this great assemblage, as one
belonging to the principal Province of the
Dominion—superior in numbers and wealth,
and possessing the Capital of the Confeder-
ation. He felt that it devolved particularly on
the people of Ontario to act the part of hosts
towards their Lower Province brethren, and
to extend to them all a hearty welcome, and
that candid and just consideration which was
most likely to cement their future relations,
and to produce that spirit of harmony which
must prevail amongst them, if they were to
live together and prosper as a nation. Look-
ing upon the Confederation measure as the
trinmph of those principles for which, as a
humble member of the Reform party, he had
long contended, he could not but join in the
congratulations on its achievement, and it
was with emotions of deep regret that he was
compelled to witness a cloud still hanging
over the measure, as regarded the eastern
portion of our Dominion. He trusted, howev-
er, that by their joint efforts they might yet
be able to remove the causes of discontent
and dissatisfaction in that Province. Mr.
Mackenzie then referred to Mr. Howe’s state-
ment last night, that he had felt it to be
particularly unkind, that his Reform {friends
in the West should have been found arrayed
in an attitude of oppression towards Nova
Scotia. On their behalf, he repudiated both
the intention and the act, and said that if
there was blame anywhere, it rested with the
legislature of that Province which had given
a direct sanction to the course pursued in
England by the delegates. He proceeded to
advert to the present position of parties in
the legislature. He contended that the conflict
of parties was necessary to the success of
representative institutions, and that there
could be no more reasonable division of par-
ties than that which divided them into Re-
formers and Conservatives. They were told
now by gentlemen opposite, that there was
no longer any need of party, that party

ties ought to be obliterated and that all
should be ready to take good measures from
any Government, and support any Govern-
ment that might happen for the time to be in
power. If this arrangement were followed out
to its legitimate conclusion, it would amount
to this;—that the Government of the day
should retain power in perpetuity. A Gov-
ernment would only have to yield occasional-
ly, as the necessity arose, and retain its large
majority indefinitely. He for one could not
give his assent to a policy of this kind, the
effect of which would not be to build up the
national interests, but merely to hold a cer-
tain class of men in office for ever. During
the election, it was assumed that all patriot-
ism was on the side of the gentlemen who
composed and supported the Government. He
had thought that he had acted a patriot’s part
in doing all that lay in his power to support
the Government in carrying the Confedera-
tion measure; but when the elections came
on, the Minister of Public Works and other
Ministers crowded into his county so thick
and fast that he could scarcely count them,
branding him as a disunionist and as disloyal
to the British crown, which, in their estima-
tion, was the equivalent of being in opposi-
tion to the Minister of Justice, and his new
follower, the Minister of Public Works. A
charge of disloyalty against him was also
founded on the assumption that he was to
form an alliance with the member for Hants
(Mr. Howe), who to the people of the West
was painted as black as a demon. They were
told that the member for Hants had declared
he was ready to march to the frontier at the
head of an army of Bluenoses, with bayonets
fixed, to drive off the Canadians, and that he
had openly avowed his preference for annex-
ation. Fortunately, he had some familiarity
with the speeches of the member for Hants,
and had been able to repel the charge,
brought against him by the Minister of Jus-
tice, and the Minister of Public Works.
Similar charges were made with equal un-
truthfulness against his Liberal friends in the
Province of Quebec. In this connection, he
quoted a speech made some years ago by the

‘Minister of Public Works on the loyalty ery

raised against the Reformers of that day, and
said the remarks of Mr. McDougall as to the
course of the Tories then were singularly
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applicable to his own course during the late
election. As that gentleman then remarked,
the cry of disloyalty against an Opposition
simply meant the sweets of patronage and the
beauty of place. He regretted to find the
member for Cumberland (Dr. Tupper), bring-
ing a charge of Fenianism and Annexation
against those who had opposed him and his
friends. The only attempt which had been
made to prove the existence of a body of
Fenians in any part of the Dominion was by
the member for West Montreal (Mr. McGee),
but the attempt of that honourable gentleman
to cast an imputation on the laoyalty of the
people of Montreal had ‘most signally failed.
Mr. Mackenz'e then referred to the appear-
ance of the Premier of Ontario in his (Mr.
Mackenzie’s) constituency. It was somewhat
remarkable that his honourable friend should
have considered it consistent with his party
proclivities and past ‘associations to have
made such efforts to secure his (Mr. Mac-
kenzie’s) defeat, and it was ‘all the more
remarkable, because, during this crusade, he
still claimed to be a Reformer. Indeed, he
told the people of Lambton that he had taken
the member for London (Mr. Carling) and
the member for East Toronto in the Local
Legislature (Mr. M. C. Cameron), into his
Cabinet, not as Tories, but as apprentices to
learn the Reform business, and declared that
if they did not learn it very quickly he would
kick them out of his Cabinet. Mr. Mackenzie
went on to express his fears that the existing
Administrators were disposed to curtail, “if
they could, the powers of the Local Gov-
ernment, the maintenance of which he
thought was essential to the success of the
political experiment on which we had en-
tered. He went on to express his dissent from
the tone assumed by the member for Hants
with reference to the ability of 'Canada to
defend herself. In the war of 1812 we were
able not only to maintain our own ground but
to carry offensive operations into the enemy’s
country. The population of the United States
at that time was something under eight mil-
lions, while that of Canada was under four
hundred thousand. Now the population of the
U.S. was thirty millions, while that of the
British Provinces was four millions, so that
relatively we were stronger now as a people
than we were in 1812. He (Mr. Mackenzie)
would not consent to form part of a people
that lived by sufferance. He preferred belong-
ing to a people that could assert its own
power and nationality—(Cheers)-—and what-
ever may be our future position, in the
meantime we had the power of the British
empire at our back. And though it might be

[Mr. Mackenzie (Lambton)]
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true that the maintenance of these Colonies
was, in one sense, a source of weakness to the
Imperial authority, it was also a source of
power in another sense. Every student of
history knew that the fall of the Roman
empire dated from the time at which it
withdrew its arms from its distant posses-
sions and left its Colonies to shift for them-
selves. He believed we had territory enough
to build up a great nationality in connection
with the British Empire. At the same time, he
deeply regretted that there had been so much
in the tone of a certain, class of our public
journals and our public men to give rise to
an ill-feeling towards us in the United States.
He was surprised to find no reference in the
Speech to any attempt to obtain reciprocity
of trade with the United States. He could
scarcely have thought it possible that an
Administration could have been in power
four or five months without taking some steps
to secure a free exchange of our products
with the neighbouring country. He regretted
also the omission of any reference to the
necessity of taking steps for the protection of
our shipping. He alluded to the hardships to
which our shipping on the Western lakes was
subjected under existing American regula-
tions, and said it was a matter which de-
served the very serious attention of the
Minister of Marine. He proceeded to refer to
the resignation of the Minister of Finance. He
believed that gentleman had resigned because
he knew that the deep feeling of dissatisfac-
tion which prevailed through the Western
Province, would soon find expression in this
House, even from gentlemen on his own side.
The member for Lennox (Mr. Cartwright),
had stated that he had been unable to trace
any connection between the policy of the late
Finance Minister, and the failure of the
Commercial Bank. Perhaps the directors of a
bank were not the best parties to appeal to in
order to assert the reasons of failure on their
part, but he knew this, that when the honou-
rable gentleman was passing the bank act of
last session, he was warned of its conse-
quences, and the member for Lennox himself
pointed out that by giving so much power to
one Bank (Montreal) its effect would be to
weaken all the others. Very soon after the
passage of the act, the Bank of Upper Canada
succumbed under the blow, causing a loss to
the people who held its bills, in his own
constituency of as much as seventy or eighty
thousand dollars. Then came the recent fail-
ure of the Commercial Bank. The honourable
gentleman’s bank of issue scheme would be
judged in the light of these events, and not of
the fine spun theories with which it was
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introduced to the House, and which had
failed to be realized. The member for Lennox
congratulated the House the other night that
the speech indicated that ministers contem-
plated giving some protection to native indus-
try. He (Mr. Mackenzie) had not observed in
the speech any such reference, and he be-
lieved that at this stage in our history it
would be an exceedingly imprudent and
wrong thing to introduce a protective tariff.
It was true that last session we had taken
ground against the removal of certain duties,
but he did so simply because of the un-
fairness of such a course towards certain
branches of trade which had been built up
under the protective tariff of a few years
before. He went on to say he would judge of
the measures which emanated from the ad-
ministration on their merits, although he
must confess the mere introduction into the
cabinet of the gentleman who had formerly
acted with him, gave him no guarantee that
these measures would be such as would com-
mand his confidence. He then contended that
the list of measures promised in the speech
did not bear out the argument made use of
during the election that a Coalition was
necessary to provide the machinery for fairly
working Confederation. He considered there
was no measure alluded to in the speech
which required the existence of a Coalition
to frame or carry. Having referred to some
other points which had arisen in the course
of the debate, Mr. Mackenzie concluded with
an expression of the hope that the delibera-
tions of this- Legislature, whatever their
effects on party politics, would result in
building up this nationality, and that they
might be able to adopt such measures as
would promote the interests of the people of
all portions of the Dominion. (Cheers).

Hon. Mr. Galt, in reply to the remark of
Mr. Mackenzie, said the people of Ontario
had shown in their vote at the last election
that they did not agree with the sentiments
of that gentleman and they approved of the
policy of the Government of which he (Mr.
Galt) was a member. The failure of the Bank
of Upper Canada could not be attributed to
the passing of the currency act, as that Bank
failed before  the currency act came into
effect. (Hear, hear). With regard to the
Commercial Bank they had the statement of
the President of that Bank, to the effect that
its circulation was greater at the time of its
failure than when the currency act was
passed. He could not accuse him of effecting
in any degree the faijlure of the Commercial
Bank, and had no doubt when the facts
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became known, it would be seen that he who
had been represented as opposed to Upper
Canada interests, and as sustaining Montreal
interests, was as true to Upper Canada as any
other member of the Government. He trusted
the people of Nova Scotia would be treated in
a conciliatory spirit and they would find
nothing to complain of in the treatment re-
ceived from the Government. He felt satisfied
that means could be adopted to develop the
resources of that portion of the Dominion as
well as other portions, and trusted that the
able men representing Nova Scotia, in this
Parliament, would give their assistance in
making the Union successful.

Dr. Tupper, in reply to Mr. Howe’s speech,
while admitting that the Union party in his
Province had been handsomely beaten, said
that the Union question, pure and simple,
was not the issue at the election; but that a
number of local questions had been mixed
up in the contest. Before the election; a new
representation and franchise bill had passed
the Legislature. Had. it not been for these
acts, his friend, the Provincial Secretary,
would have been elected, as he had a major-
ity of those who had voted on previous oc-
casions. At the election before the last, he
was in a majority. At the last election, if
the franchise had remained the same,
he would have received a majority of
between 200 and 300. He had received the
support of men who had formerly been
among his most influential opponents, simply
because he supported Confederation. In
Halifax, the commercial and political met-
ropolis of the Province, a majority were in
favour of Union. In Pictou, also, as it existed
prior to the passage of the Representation
Bill, a majority voted for the Union. In other
places, too, the defeat of his friends was
caused solely on account of the unpopularity
of the Government on local questions. He had
no reason to apprehend that there would be
any Dbitter hostile sentiments prevailing
among any large mass of the people with
reference to union. The honourable gentle-
man then referred to Mr. Howe’s former
advocacy of union, and quoted passages at
length from that gentleman’s speeches. No
man, he declared, had done more to educate
people in the Lower Provinces in union prin-
ciples than Mr. Howe.

Hon. Mr. Galt rose to reply to the state-
ment that he had at last given way before the
widespread discontent on account of the
financial policy of the Government. The peo-
ple of Ontario had given proof of their confi-
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dence in the policy of both the late and
present Governments, of which he had been a
member, by giving them their support, and so
far as the Banks are concerned the last
election had given conclusive proof that there
was no feeling then against the Government
on their account. With respect to the Bank
failure, it was a fact that the Bank of Upper
Canada had gone down before the Currency
Act came in question. With regard to the
Commercial Bank we had the statement of its
President that its currency, the only thing
affected by the Government policy was ac-
tually larger when it failed than when the
Act came into force. We had &lso evidence no
less positive that the Bank had locked up
nearly half its capital in one speculation; that
other investments of a character not immedi-
ately convertible had reduced its means, but
these transactions had nothing at all to do
with the policy of the Government. It might
also be acknowledged that the suspension of a
large commercial house in Hamilton, the head
of which was known and respected by all
(hear, hear), who, as a politician, and a mer-
chant, was one of the landmarks of his coun-
try, and for whose misfortune they all felt a
great deal of sympathy (hear, hear), had
contributed to shake the confidence of deposi-
tors in the Commercial Bank, because it was
generally understood that the house in ques-
tion had had large transactions with the
Bank. With respect to the establishment of an
agency of the Bank of Montreal in the Lower
Provinces, it was perfectly true that this had
been done, but to say that this had interfered
in any way with the currency of the Province
was utter nonsense. The Bank of Montreal
did the Government business in the greater
part of the Dominion, and it was natural that
they should extend an agency of that institu-
tion, to do the public business in the Mari-
time Provinces. The Government made its
disbursements in these provinces with drafts
on the agency of the Bank of Montreal,
payable in gold, or the equivalent of gold,
and the money paid out had exceeded the
amount received. The policy of the Govern-
ment had been equally just to all parts of the
Dominion; it had not operated to the injury
of Ontario, nor would it prove injurious to
the interests of the Maritime Provinces (hear,
hear).

A conversation here took place between the
late Finance Minister and the member for
Hamilton in reference to the opinion of On-
tario.

Hon. Dr. Tupper said it would not be
respectful to his friends opposite if he did not
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say a few words in reference to the position
which they assumed, that Nova Scotia was
really opposed to Confederation. He had stat-
ed that his opponents had not polled half the
votes of the Province, and that remained
uncontradicted. He (Dr. T.) had stated that
his honourable friend had done more to edu-
cate the people of B.N.A. up to Union than
any other. His honourable friend knew that
the sentiment of Union had always been
favoured by the public sentiment of Nova
Scotia. The Union party had been thoroughly
beaten, but they would have been beaten had
that question had no existence. His honoura-
ble friend had not come forward to oppose
the measure at its inception, but only when
his position as an officer of the British Gov-
ernment was lost. The attitude of Halifax, the
metropolitan city, containing the wealth and
influence, was used to send broadcast the
warning that if Confederation was carried,
the usury laws would be swept away, and
every borrower would suffer. His friend op-
posite had held up Canada and Canadians to
the execration of Nova Scotians. He was
sorry to find that the spectacle of 100,000 men
in arms in the United States had completely
changed the patriotic sentiments of his
honourable friend. The movement in Nova
Scotia, against Union was not spontaneous,
but was manufactured in Halifax. He (Dr. T.)
was prepared to prove that the late change of
the franchise disfranchised 1,000 voters, two-
thirds of whom were his own, and still he
was returned; many of his political opponents
coming to his aid for the purpose of carrying
Union. He deprecated the manner in which
local affairs had been introduced into this
House by the honourable member of Hants.
The learned gentleman instanced the manner
in which the uniformity of a postal system
would be a great benefit to Nova Scotians, as
well as Canadians. He regretted the absence
of the Secretary for the Provinces, and went
on to describe the manner in which constitu-
encies were carried against Union by small
majorities, and showed  that a reaction had
already been begun. His honourable friend
had stated last night that he had never ad-
vocated a political move with Canada, but he
Or. T.) would read extracts from the honou-
rable gentleman’s own paper, edited by him-
self, which thoroughly disproved the position
taken by the honourable gentleman. If the
sentiments he had read were not those of his
honourable friend, he had certainly been
most remiss in repudiating them. They were
the outline of the present Constitution, and
from 1838 until very recently the member for
Hants had not disclaimed his responsibility
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for recommending it. The honourable gentle-
man in 1849 had again made recommenda-
tions that did great credit to his sagacity,
seeing that they had been taken up and now
formed the Constitution of the Dominion. His
speech then would remain when the honoura-
ble gentleman was gone. He did not object to
a statesman changing his opinions, but he
should give a clear and concise reason for
such change, which his honourable friend had
utterly failed to do. When that gentleman had
said that next to representation in the Im-
perial Parliament a Federal Union was best,
and nothing had been done towards securing
the former, we were fairly entitled to ask the
honourable gentleman to come forward, and
assist in working out the system which he
had himself recommended. Had the honoura-
ble gentleman merely advised the change,
and a disturbance of the old Constitution,
from a whim? A number of further extracts
from speeches and letters were quoted, show-
ing the inconsistency of the honourable mem-
ber for Hants, and the speaker said that it
was a poor compliment to the intelligence of
the House, to suppose that they could not see
insincerity in his former position, and that
which he now occupied. The speaker paid a
high compliment to the Hon., Mr. McGee for
his efforts in promoting Confederation, and at
one time in moving thanks to that honourable
gentleman. The member for Hants said he
was in favour of the Intercolonial railroad
first, which would bring Union and make
Nova Scotia the frontage of a mighty nation,
and yet he now endeavoured to show that the
strength of Nova Scotia was in isolation.
When he (Dr. T.) advocated a union of the
Maritime Provinces, he at the same time
advocated the wunion of British North
America, A resolution was passed in the
Legislature of Nova Scotia in favour of the
smaller union, which would have been even a
greater change of the constitution of that
Province than the present; and yet it was
never proposed that that question should be
submitted to the people, but should become
law as soon as it passed the Provincial Leg-
islatures and received the Royal sanction.

It being six o’clock the learned gentleman
said he would like to finish his reply while
the honourable member for Hants was pres-
ent, as he understood he would not be in the
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House in the evening, but he would not
infringe upon a rule of the House.

The Speaker then left the Chair.
After recess,

Dr. Parker suggested the propriety of an
adjournment to enable members to attend the
concert of the Protestant Benevolent Society.

Agreed to.

NOTICES OF MOTION

Mr. Bodwell—That an humble address be
presented to His Excellency the Governor-
General, praying him to cause to be laid
before this House all papers and correspond-
ence relating to the claims of the Hudson’s
Bay Company over the Northwest territory
by the late Province of Canada or the Do-
minion.

Mr. Oliver—Address to His Excellency, the
Governor-General, for a return of the quanti-
ty of beer manufactured, and the quantity of
grain used in- such manufacture in each
brewery in the Province of Ontario since the
Ist of July, 1867.

Mr. Blake—That he will on Thursday next
move the House for an address to His Ex-
cellency, the Governor-General, praying that
he will be pleased to cause to be laid before
this House, with all convenient speed, copies
of all warrants, orders, records, documents
and other legal proceedings, had or taken in
relation to the extradition of Lamirande, and
also copies of all the despatches and corre-
spondence between the Governments, as well
of Canada, as of the Dominion and the Im-
perial Government, and also copies of all
official correspondence and memoranda of the
legal advisers of either of the said Govern-
ments, and of all communications by them to
His Excellency, and of all other papers on the
subject.

Mr. Benson—Whether it is the intention of
the Government to complete before the open-
ing of navigation in the ensuing Spring the
excavation for several years in progress on
the Welland Canal, and also such other work
as may be necessary to admit the waters of
Lake Erie through the said canal.







HOUSE OF COMMONS

Wednesday, November 13, 1867

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Messrs. Webb and Pope took the oath and
their seats.

Three petitions were presented and two
read.

Hon. Dr. Tupper resumed the debate on the
address. He said some honourable gentlemen
might take objection to bringing before the
House after-dinner utterances on public ques-
tions, but these were the occasions taken
advantage of in England by statesmen to
make their sentiments known, and of that
nature was the honourable member for
Hants’ drill shed speech. In that speech he
had thanked God he was not only a Nova
Scotian but a Canadian as well; and the
speaker went on to read extracts from that
speech amidst cries of “hear, hear”. In rela-
tion to the project advocated by some in
Canada of dissolution, pure and simple, the
honourable gentleman had said that such men
ought to be crucified. That speech had been
published in his own organ, and he believed,
revised with his own hand, on a day which of
all others he ought to have been able to give
a clear expression to his ideas. After having
heard his (the speaker’s) views in favour of
Union, the honourable member had promised
his assistance—it was true for a union of the
Maritime Provinces, but it was with the full
knowledge that it was his (the speaker’s) and
his friend’s intention, if possible, to extend
the Union to all British North America. He
referred to the change which had taken place
in Nova Scotia, because the sober second
thought of New Brunswick had been in fa-
vour of Union with the great Provinces of
Ontario and Quebee, and that Province might
become the frontier of a great power, while
Nova Scotia would be left in a state of
isolation and weakness. This Union of British
North America would remain an evidence of
the prophetic spirit of Lord Durham. He
would read an extract from that nobleman’s
report showing that to carry Union he (Lord
D.) only looked to the Legislatures of the
Provinces. He said not a word about the

un-British idea of a constitutional - change
being referred to the people, rather than to
their representatives. He (the speaker) con-
tended that at one time under the unfavoura-
ble circumstance of New Brunswick having
decided against Union, it was wise not to
push the scheme immediately in the Legis-
lature of Nova Scotia, but when the change
took place in New Brunswick, the situation
was changed. He had felt that if we rejected
the advice of the Imperial Government, it
would tend to a severance of British connec-
tion. It being incumbent upon the Mother
country to defend us, she had a right to ask
us to combine to make that defence effective.
He showed that if Nova Scotia had not gone
into Confederation, it could not have met the
changes on the revenue without revising the
tariff. He said a more loyal people than the
Nova Scotians did not exist, but he did say
Fenians and annexationists had everywhere,
and in every instance, given their sympathies
and assistance to the Anti-Unionists. The
honourabler member for Antigonish had
thrown out the insinuation, that a large num-
ber of Nova Scotians were disloyal, and read
an extract from his speech in which that
honourable member had said that a few years
ago, there were none disloyal, but he was not
sure he could say as much now. He would
show that the member for Digby had pledged
himself in a speech on the hustings to give
his assistance in securing peace and prosperi-
ty for every part of the whole Dominion. He
appealed to his friends around him from
Nova Scotia, having had their revenge
—having driven from public life one of the
best men in the Dominion, and left him (the
speaker) alone a blasted trunk. He would
appeal to them now to look upon this ques-
tion in a broad, generous, patriotic and
statesmanlike manner. Many of them, par-
ticularly the member for Cape Breton, had
promised to give the Constitution a fair trial,
now that it was the law of the land, and he
hoped to hear a generous response to the call
of patriotism from all. They were in a posi-
tion to take a course that would redound to
their lasting credit, and the best interests of
their own Province and the Dominion. It was
fortunate that the Provinces held their power
from an imperial source, and if any injustice
were attempted they could appeal fo an



42

independent and just arbitrator—to the Im-
perial Government. If Nova Scotia took the
ground of repeal, they would -injure their
advocacy of a re-adjustment of commercial
relations and of the Intercolonial Railway. For
these reasons alone, they should accept the
situation and not take up the role of the Ish-
maelite, with their hand against every man,
and every man’s hand against them. Should
they adhere to repeal, they would weaken any
party they attached themselves to, either
Ministry or Opposition. (Applause.)

Mr. Bellerose, after enthusiastic congratula-
tions on the benefits of Confederation, and
insisting on the importance of the currency
and the militia questions, said that the Lower
Canadian opposition had tried to raise up
prejudices against Confederation, but had ut-
terly failed after full explanations were
given,

Mr. McLellan said Mr, Speaker, I have
listened to the appeal to the representatives
from Nova Scotia by the honourable member
from Cumberland, to accept the situation
and aid in perpetuating this Union. Earn-
est and energetic as the honourable member
was in his appeal, there is one of much
more power and effect coming up to us
from the people we left behind—whose
wishes we must obey; whose interest we must
never forget. He asks us to follow the exam-
ple of the member from Westmorland, N.B.
who gives his adhesion to the Act, but he
forgets the difference in our positions. The
member for Westmorland is here from a
Province, the large majority of whose people
approve of his course, whilst we are sent here
by a people who strongly disapprove of the
Act in all its main features, and desire to
have restored to them the power to control
the affairs of their own Province, in conform-
ity to the principles of the British Constitu-
tion. He reminded us that we have been
treated by the House with courtesy. True, we
have no cause for complaint on this point, but
if we follow his advice—if we disregard the
wishes of our constituents; if in a word, we
betray them, then will we forfeit our claim to
the civilities and courtesies of every honoura-
ble man in this House. He thinks we should
rest satisfied with having had our revenge at
the polls. He mistakes the people of Nova
Scotia, if he supposes they are to be satisfied
with this. They have been insulted and have
had some measure of revenge, but the wrong
done them has not been redressed, and
without that they will not be content. The
honourable member would have this House
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believe that this feeling is not general
throughout Nova Scotia, because the Un-
ionists polled about 13,000 votes at the recent
election out of 47,000, but the House will bear
in mind that this number was only obtained
by the utmost possible pressure of both
Governments under the favourable circum-
stances of having the measure passed induc-
ing very many thereby to believe that as the
act was done, there was no remedy, and the
men who framed the measure of Union
should be elected to put it in operation. He
refers particularly to the county of Annapolis,
and states that in 1864 that county gave a

- majority of 250 in favour of the gentleman

who now represents it in this Parliament,
whilst at the last election, run on this ques-
tion, his majority was only one hundred and
fifty. He should have informed the House,
that in addition to the change in the fran-
chise reducing the number of voters, that the
Union candidate had sustaining him all the
influence connected with the building of
eighty miles of railway for the benefit of that
county. He tells you that in the county of
Colchester, the gentleman appointed to the
office of Home Secretary, polled a majority of
the votes in one Riding. It is true that in that
Riding of the county, where all the officials
reside, and through which the railways to
Pictou and Halifax pass, my opponent had a
majority of forty-two votes, but the whole
county gave me a majority of 372. If the
honourable member from Cumberland means
to have the House infer from this that I only
represent a portion of Colchester county, I
might retort upon him, and by the same
mode of argument, prove to the House that

‘the honourable member himself does not

represent the county of Cumberland, or in fact
anything belonging to Nova Scotia. I could
inform the House that taking the county of
Cumberland on its original boundaries, the
vote was against the honourable gentleman,
but in a polling section recently added to the
county he had a majority sufficient to return
him for the county. I might explain to the
House that in that Parrsboro polling section,
there is a public wharf known all over Nova
Scotia as the Parrsboro Snag. Ever since its
construction this Snag has been a continual
drain upon the public treasury, so much so
that the one gleam of comfort we have in
Nova Scotia is that Confederation relieves us
of the whole cost of its maintenance. The
House will already understand that this con-
tinual expenditure made under the authority
of the honourable member renders him very
popular in that polling section, giving him its
vote and thereby his election. Now, applying
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the honourable gentleman’s mode of argu-
ment to his own case, he becomes the rep-
resentative - of the Parrboro Snag, and as
that now belongs to the Dominion it follows
that he does not represent any Nova Scotian
interest which gives him leisure to undertake
the task of representing the honourable mem-
ber for Hants (Mr. Howe), which he does in a
manner, which that honourable member calls
misrepresentation. The honourable gentleman
from Cumberland has spent a part of two
days in attempting to prove the member for
Hants inconsistent on the guestion of Union.
Suppose he should succeed it would only
destroy the assertion he made in the outset
that the result of the Nova Scotia elections
was due to the eloquence of that honourable
member, Suppose it to be true as asserted
that he did in former years indoctrinate the
public mind in favour of Union, then his
subsequent labours would not more than
frustrate his earlier efforts, and, therefore, he
proves his own first assertion incorrect. Great
as is the personal influence of the member for
Harnts, the House must not suppose that any
individual influence can create so deep and
strong a feeling as exists in Nova Scotia on
this question, mainly because it is regarded
by the great body of the people as calculated
to prove highly injurious to their interests. I
admit that the feeling is somewhat intensified
by the total disregard of the people’s wishes
manifested by the Government. The Member
for Cumberland says his action in advocating
Union in the Provinces was never questioned,
and if there had been a difference of opinion
it would have been tested at the election in
1863. In 1862 the question of Union was
considered set at rest under the resolution of
this House, which was passed with a special
view to that object, and public attention in
Nova Scotia was turned away from the ques-
tion of a Union with Canada to the considera-
tion of a Union of the Maritime Provinces.
In proof of this I will give the words of
the honourable member for Cumberland him-
self in moving a resolution of a Union of the
Maritime Provinces ‘in 1864. He says, speak-
ing of the Union of all British America;—
“Difficulties have been found—I may say
insuperable difficulties—in grappling with
that which so many of the ablest minds in
this country have advocated  in connection
with this subject. The Union of the Maritime
Provinces with Canada has hitherto presented
insurmountable obstacles. I had the pleasure
during the past year of visiting Canada, and
conferring frequently and at considerable
length” upon the question with public men
from all parts of the Province, and gathered
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to a large extent views not only of its public
men but of its people. I may state to the
House that the result of these conversations
and of the information which I was enabled
to obtain has convinced me that for many
years it would be quite impracticable to ob-
tain the larger Union.” Again he says, “I am
convinced that whilst the financial condition
of affairs has been such as it has been for
years in Canada, the deficit now between
expenditure and revenue being more than a
million dollars, these Maritime Provinces
would look very doubtfully upon a proposal
which was to unite them with a eountry that
is placed in -a position of such financial em-
barrassment.” In the same speech, further on,
he uses this expression, “The House will see
that if such a Union were even in contempla-
tion,” and then he makes this declaration,
“That public attention has been turned away
from the greater or a Union of British North
America to a Union of the Maritime Prov-
inces.” From these extracts from the honour-
able member’s own speech in 1864, it will be
evident that the question of a Union with
Canada could not have been a question at the
polls in the election shortly preceding that
speech, and when a few months later the
honourable member assisted in framing the
Quebec resolutions, and announced to the
people of Nova Scotia his determination to
carry them into effect, if possible, without
consulting them, it was regarded as a sur-
prise, and apart from the merits of the
scheme, excited the strongest indignation. But
the member for Cumberland asserts that in
all the resolutions passed by the Nova Scotia
Legislature at various times, it was not con-
templated to have the question decided at the
hustings. I am sure, sir. the people of Nova
Scotia never for a moment supposed that so
great a change would be made in the Con-
stitution of their country, without ascertain-
ing clearly that they desired it. The member
for Cumberland denies that Lord Durham
proposed to have the question submitted to
the people. Let me set that matter at rest by
reading to the House his exact words: “The
state of the Lower Provinces, though it jus-
tifies the proposal of a Union, would not, I
think, render it gracious, or even just, on the
part of Parliament to carry it into effect
without first referring it for the ample delib-
eration and consent of the people of those
Colonies.” This report read by the people of
Nova Scotia in the light of Earl Grey’s dis-
patch of the 2nd of March, 1847, which
declares that differences of public opinion
“should be settled at the hustings,” gave them
an assurance that their wishes would be
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ascertained and respected on this question. Is
it any wonder then that the people of Nova
Scotia feel indignant at the conduct of their
Government in forcing them to accept this
Union without consulting their wishes, more
especially when they see grave objections in
the terms of this Union, and serious ground
to apprehend that their interests will suffer.
In Nova Scotia we have had but little per-
sonal intercourse with the people of Canada,
but as fellow-colonists, subjects of the same
sovereign and living beneath the same flag,
we felt an interest in their welfare, but
believed that each Province could best pro-
mote its individual interests by preserving its
own identity. Looking at the Provinces in-
cluded in this Act of Confederation we find
interests so distinct and separate that there
will be a tendency to sectional legislation,
which too often produces a conflict of inter-
ests and a sacrifice of the weaker. You have
included an extent of country that cannot be
moved by any one interést or influence any
more than the agitation of one pool can be
made to move the waters of separate and
distinct pools. Sometimes you have storm and
shipwreck upon your lakes here, whilst we
have calm and sunshine down in the Lower
Provinces, and so do we feel that you will
have political storms and tempests in which
the interests of our little Province will be
shipwrecked. We also object to Confederation
on the ground that it will greatly increase the
expense of Legislation and Government to the
whole Provinces. Five Governments have
been organized to do the work performed
hitherto by three. Besides our people felt that
the promotors of this scheme had become so
excited over the idea of a new nationality—a
new Dominion—that they would incur expen-
ditures which would largely increase the bur-
dens of the people. In this respect, so far as
we have the evidence, their fears are to be
realised. The salary of the Governor-General
has been increased about $19,000. The honour-
able member for Cumberland asserts that it
was necessary to have this increase to secure
the best talent of England to work out the
new system. How does the honourable mem-
ber reconcile this assertion with the fact that
we have the same man, and are now paying
to him fifty thousand dollars, while formerly
he received but thirty-one thousand? Does he
mean to say that the noble Lord did not
hitherto give to the administration of public
affairs the full powers of his intellect? Does
he wish us to compare him to a machine in
which there are wheels and powers never
before used—to liken him to an engine that
has only been working hitherto at half power,
[Mr. McLellan (Colchester)]
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and that this iricrease of salary is to cause the
engine to work at its full capacity? Sir; I
mistake it you have not had questions arising
in the Government of Canada during the past
years which required the exercise of the
whole powers of mind of those at the head of
affairs. The honourable member for St. John
would have us infer from his remarks that it
is necessary to prevent corruptions, and re-
minds us that the widow of the late President
is accused of having accepted presents as
bribes for place and office.. If the honourable
member looking down the roll of names of
the illustrious men who have filled the Pres-
idential chair from the days of George
Washington to the present time could find no
other case to suit his argument, he might
have had gallantry enough to have spared a
woman whose lawful husband was so occupied
with the momentous events of the time as to
prevent him giving that attention to his
domestic affairs which we see it required. But
turning to the list of distinguished men from
Durham to Elgin who have governed these
Provinces on the smaller salary, or to the
lists of Lieutenant-Governors, including some
of the best minds in England, with half
that salary, you cannot point to one charged
with official corruption. Again, see the ex-
pense which the unnecessary creation, as
many believe, of so many Heads of Depart-
ments, will involve. The honourable member
for Lennox spoke of the great sacrifice,
which he says, the public men of the Prov-
inces made for Union. Looking along the
Treasury benches at the smiling faces of the
occupants, one feels that it must be a pleas-
ant sacrifice, a happy and profitable kind of
martyrdom, for which I have no doubt there
Has been a considerable rivalry. There are
two of the offices now -vacant—two altars
without an offering, but we must not suppose
it is because statesmen cannot be found for
the sacrifice, when it is the country only that
bleeds. And let us see to what extent.
Turning to your official returns I take a
number of the Heads of Departments coming
first on the list, and find the average cost to
be nearly forty thousand dollars, this multi-
plied by thirteen will show that in the sac-
rifice spoken of by the honourable member,
the country will be bled to the extent of half
a million dollars. The honourable member for
Cumberland, however, advises retrenchment,
and that the two vacant offices be abolished.
He should have spared his friend who held
the office of Home Secretary. He would have
the House believe that the people of Col-
chester were unkind to that honourable gen-
tleman in refusing to elect him, but the
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member for Cumberland is much more un-
kind in charging him with accepting and
holding so long as possible an office which he
thinks the public necessities do not require.
Nay, more, the honourable member is unkind
to himself, as he came here from Nova Scotia
to assist in thé formation of the Cabinet, and
aided in creating these two offices. But the
people of Nova Scotia believe that while an
increased expenditure will be made in the
general administration, that it will bear es-
pecially hard upon them under the lowest
tariff of the Confederated Provinces. We
raised a larger revenue per head of the
population than any of the others, and we see
that when our tariff is made equal to the
others, we shall be taxed out of all proportion
for the maintenance of the General Gov-
ernment. Taking the importations of Nova
Scotia for a year, and applying to them the
tariff of Canada, we found it gave an increase
of about fifty percent. or $633,000, for which
the people see no just return. Not only was it
evident that there would be this increase of
taxation for general purposes, but the allow-
ance for local purposes fell short of what the
people had all along been accustomed to.
Our revenue, even with the low tariff was
sufficient to provide for the necessary Public
Works, and maintain all those local services
of the country which here are provided for
by the counties, and in consequence our di-
rect taxation was a mere irifle. Last year our
Legislature gave for the maintenance of roads
and bridges nearly double the sum that you
here in this great country were able to pro-
vide, but under this arrangement our local
expenditure will have to be reduced from two
dollars a head to about one dollar twelve
cents. Our grants for roads and for education
last year, were within two thousand dollars
of what our whole local revenue would have
been under Confederation. To these and other
points, on which we feel the injustice of the
terms to which we are compelled, at least for
a time, to submit, may be attributed the
result of the election in Nova Scotia. The
honourable member for Cumberland tells the
House that there are advantages which Nova
Scotia will reap in this Confederation; I
have only to say that he entirely failed to
convince the people of Nova Scotia of any
real and substantial benefits. He speaks of the
development of our mining, and the promo-
tion of our commercial interests. Turning to
the official returns from our mines, we find
the argument against him. In 1863 we raised
429,351 tons of coal, and in 1865, 651,220 tons,
an increase of 221,869 tons, and in that year,
1865, only sent to Canada 21,000 tons, and the
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trade in coal as free, as it can be under Con-
federation; in the first year of which there has
been a falling off of 300,000 tons. I do
not, however, mean to attribute this to
Confederation, I only wish to show that the
development of our coal interest is affected
by influences entirely outside of Canada. And
then how is Confederation to benefit our
commercial interests? How is it to promote
our greatest interest, our shipping? It has
been stated in this debate that proportionate
to our population we are the greatest ship-
owning people on the globe; but does this
country tend very largely to furnish them
employment? We have probably more ships
in the Port of Calcutta, in any day of the
year, than we have in all the ports of Canada.
‘We do not deny to your people a fair share of
commiercial energy and enterprise, but it has
its own peculiar channels, and is occupied
about the interests found within the country;
interests which differ materially from ours,
and when the proposition is made to place
our commercial interests under your control,
for the purpose, as the honourable member
says, of developing it, an idea of the ridicu-
lous presents itself to the mind such as one
feels in seeing a hen appointed stepmother to
a flock of ducks. The natural instincts of the
one are inland, that of the others out upon
the waters. True, you have abundances of
waters for the transit of the products of your
country, and could you only exchange your
magnificent lakes, your great rolling rivers
and lay like Nova Scotia in the warm em-
brace of the great Atlantic; could you feel all
through the year the ceaseless throb of the
mighty ocean quickening and strengthening
in all your arteries, the pulsations of trade
and commerce, then might we believe that an
alliance with you would tend to stimulate and
foster our commercial interests. But five
months out of twelve your rivers and lakes
are frozen and impassable, while Nova Seotia
has ever round about her, is ever clasped in
the arms of the sea, and, therefore, if she is to
have a nursing mother for her tradé and
commerce it must be “a Kingdom down by
the sea,” .

—the open and the free,
The ever, ever sounding sea.

Free trade among the Provinces has been
spoken of as one of the advantages to follow
Confederation. If it were desirable to have
the free trade enlarged it could have been
easily arranged by the several Governments.
The honourable member for Cumberland has
reminded the House that we are to receive
great benefits from the Intercolonial Railway.
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I admit, sir, that we do anticipate advantages
from the building of at least a portion of this
road, and in all the negotiations respecting its
construction, we in Nova Scotia, have always
been willing to contribute our fair share.
Taking the work as originally contemplated
and as now proposed in the Act of Union to
connect the St. Lawrence with the City of
Halifax, it will be seen that we have already
built sixty miles, which is more than our
share, and not only have we built sixty
miles, but we had actually contracted for the
building of about twenty miles more than our
share of the balance from Truro to Riviere
du Loup. So that, if you here in Canada,
desired the Intercolonial Railway, either for
your own or general purposes, all that was
required of you was to build your share
according to population. That the road has
not been built is your fault, not ours. But,
Mr. Speaker, this railway has been a power-
ful argument with the Union Candidates of
Cumberland and Colchester. Surveyors and
engineers were continually moving about the
various villages on the pretence of seeking
the best location, and almost every man had
the promise of the road at his door. I do not,
however, detain the House with the recital of
the various influences used by our opponents
to carry the election. That they all failed
should prove conclusively by that the people
of Nova Scotia have a deep feeling of aver-
sion to Confederation. So deep and strong is
this feeling, that they are determined to seek
by all constitutional means to be relieved
from its operation. They do not expect it
from this Parliament, and therefore, we have
not presented our case in the manner we
should, had we hoped for redress here. QOur
hopes are on the other side of the water. It
may be, that we shall be disappointed. If so, I
shall not venture to speculate the effect upon
the minds of the people. One thing, however,
is certain, that in case of failure very much
will depend upon the line of policy pursued
by the Confederate Government towards the
people of Nova Scotia, whether their feelings
of hostility shall be strengthened and inten-
sified, or calmed into passive submission. Qur
loyalty has been spoken of in this debate, and
no man now seems to question it, although
during the canvass, we were on all occasions
charged with disloyalty, because we did not
quietly submit to what we believe to be a
sacrifice of our interests and rights. Even the
honourable member for Cumberland, in the
speech just delivered, withdraws the charge,
but reasserts that we had the sympathy and
support of all who seek the overihrow of
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British institutions. We do not know upon
what authority the honourable gentleman
speaks. When I saw the statement reported in
his first address to this House, it occurred to
me that probably the honourable member
spoke from a personal knowledge, and a more
intimate acquaintance with the sympathies of
that class of persons to whom he refers than
any Anti-Confederate cares to cultivate. No,
Mr. Speaker, it is not in a spirit of disloyalty
that we seek to relieve Nova Scotia from the
operations of this Act, but because we believe
that the interests of our Province will be best
served by allowing her to manage her own
affairs and control her own revenues. So long
as our connection with the Mother Country
exists, and God grant that it may long contin-
ue, we see no necessity for a connection such
as this, which must inevitably result in a
conflict of interests. Our people desire to live
in peace with you, and to cultivate only those
feelings of friendship which should exist be-
tween Provinces of the same Empire. We
have a Province, small it may be, but with
resources which if properly developed, as
they only can be by having control of our
own means, would soon place us in a position
which it should be your pride to see a sister
Province occupy. You, too, have a country
containing many of the elements of prosperi-
ty and greatness, which ohly requires wise
management and an economical disposal of
your means to attain. We who come up from
the Lower Provinces, cannot but be surprised
at the extent of your country, and the
progress you have made. You have public
works highly creditable to you. I do not so
much mean these expensive buildings in
which we are assembled, as those more useful
works which tend to facilitate internal com-
munication and traffic. That wonderful bridge
stretching across the St. Lawrence at Mon-
treal is a work of which any country might
well be proud. The eye never wearies with it,
but the mind finds it difficult to realize that it
is the result of human skill and enterprise. I
remember on first passing beneath it that I
felt almost like bowing, the head uncovered,
as if in the presence of something so grand
and sublime that the finger of God himself
must have touched and formed it. What we
desire is to be unfettered and free, to develop
our own resources, and at the same time to
see you building up a country worthy of the
noble foundations which have been laid. We
do not want to see in you the cold statue,
void of blood described by the honourable
member for Saint John, nor yet a ghastly
skeleton, but a brother with the bounding
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blood of vigorous growing life. One who will
return our kindliest greeting and never forget
the command that a man shall not marry his
sister, not do her violence.

Mr. Young went on to refer to the state-
ment of the Minister of Public Works, that
the $15,000,000 for the Intercolonial Railway
would be used to strengthen the position of
the Ministry, and to the strong bids for
support made by the Premier of Ontario at
Hamilton, and elsewhere. Mr. Young referred
also to the cry of disloyalty which had been
raised against the opposition in order to influ-
ence the elections, and expressed his as-
tonishment—nay, disgust, that the individual
who harped most upon this cry, was no other
than the gentleman who only a few short
years ago, was daily attacked by Conserva-
tive members, and by the whole Conservative
press for his Washington proclivities. By such
means as these that Government had carried
the elections in Ontario; but he believed the
detailed returns of the elections would show
that, though Ministers had got a majority of
the representatives, the gentlemen on his side
represented a majority still of the people of
the: Province. Referring to the promise of a
measure relating to the currency, Mr. Young
brought under review the results of the
Banking Act of last session. They had been
asked by gentlemen opposite to point out how
that Act had operated injuriously with refer-
ence to the Commercial Bank. He would
endeavour to show one way in which it had
done so. Formerly, the balances between diff-
erent Banks' had been adjusted at certain
central points. At those points alone it was
necessary to keep specie for that purpose; but
when the Bank of Montreal obtained the
power given them by that Act, they intro-
duced a change, and made it necessary for
the other Banks to settle their balances at all
the species through the country. The conse-
quence was that the Commercial Bank had
to send large amounts of specie to its differ-
ent offices to meet these balances, creating a
weakness which, he believed, had much to do
with the overthrow of that institution. Mr.
Young then urged the importance of the
economical administration of public affairs in
working out our new constitution, and wound
up with a glowing picture of the future
destiny of this Confederation, if .its course
was directed by wise counsels and a patriotic
policy.

Mr. Fortier spoke on the importance of the
Gulf of St. Lawrence, of improvements, to
attract western and colonial commerce, and

99038—43

DEBATES 47
of the protection to be given to the fisheries.
Answering Mr. Howe, Mr. Fortier said that
Canadian fishermen never went to Nova
Scotia waters, and there were more Nova
Scotian than Canadian fishermen in Canada
waters, and consequently Nova Scotia did not
lose her fisheries by Confederation.

Mr. Harrison said—Mr. Speaker, in rising
to address this House, I must claim the indul-
gence usually granted to new members. When
the debate on the Address was commenced 1
had no intention whatever of addressing the
House, but seeing the favour with which the
remarks of new members have been received,
I feel encouraged to make some remarks. The
assembly now before me is the most impor-
tant that I have ever addressed. I see before
me the first talent of Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick, Quebec and Ontario, assembled
from all parts of our great Dominion. We are
here not as Nova Scotians, New Brunswick-
ers, but as representatives of the whole Do-
minion of Canada, and as such must rise to
the importance of the character we bear. This
assembly is the most important ever held in
any part of British America. In its hands it
holds the destinies of half a continent. 1
observe on the opposite side of the House a
desire at once to draw strict party lines on
the floor of the House. T am not here to
undervalue the worth of party. But Reform,
as a principle, is not the exclusive property of
Reformers, any more than conservatism is the
exclusive property of Conservatives. (Hear,
hear.) History proves that at times Reformers
have been more Conservative than Conser-
vatives, and Conservatives more Reform than
Reformers. We have now an instance in Nova
Scotia. It is asserted by the honourable mem-
ber for Cumberland, and has not been denied,
that the Union Party, or party of progress, in
that Province, are the Conservatives, led by
himself, and the opposing or non-progressive
party, the so-called Liberals, led by the mem-
ber for Hants. (Hear; hear.) The formation of
parties in this House must depend upon
measures and not upon personal predilec-
tions. For the present we have placed the
interests of our common country above the
claims of party. The Act of Confederation
was gained by the united exertions of Con-
servatives .and Reformers, but all must feel
that the Union is not perfected until we have
uniformity of the laws regulating trade, navi-
gation, customs, excise, postage and Militia
defence. When the Government was formed it
appeared to me entitled to a fair trial before
condemnation, because composed of the best
men of all political parties in all the Prov-
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inces—the men who by their energy, talent
and sacrifices had brought us as far as we
have gone in the path of national manhood.
(Hear, hear.) But others were in Ontario of a
different opinion. There was in the first in-
stance strong opposition to the Government.
There was the opposition of those who said
down with the Government, because it is a
Coalition, and every Coalition is a curse. But
this cry was devoid of sense or reason. I
would like to know how all the great ques-
tions that have agitated Canada to its very
core have been settled except by Coalitions.
(Hear, hear.) It was a Coalition that settled
the Clergy Reserves Question. It was a
Coalition that settled the Seignorial Ques-
tion. It was a Coalition that brought about
the Act of Confederation, and the present
Coalition Government in order that it may
have a chance of perfecting the details of this
measure, has been thoroughly sustained in
the Province of Ontario. The Coalition party
has swept everything before them in that
Province at the polls. But let us rise superior
to sectional disputes or local politics. We have
now a Union of the Provinces of Ontario,
Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.
This Union is not a thought of yesterday. It is
the realization of the aspirations of the leading
men of each of the Provinces for the last half
century. In each there was a growth of public
opinion in favour of it, and all converged at
the right time in the great measure now the
law of the land. The member for Hants says
he again and again killed it off in his own
Province, but still it appears to have grown. It
appears to have had many lives, for the more
it was killed the longer and stronger it grew
(laughter.) But I was amused at the way in
which that honourable gentleman killed it off.
He killed it off by speaking in favour of it
(laughter.) This showed the growth of public
sentiment which he could not resist, and was
obliged to lead (hear.) We have nothing to do
with the inconsistencies of that honourable
gentleman, except as affecting his sincerity
on the floor of this House. I agree with him,
that even if he were inconsistent, that is no
ceason why the people of this Province
should be deprived of their rights in an
improper manner. And my regret is that that
honourable gentleman has descended from
his high position as one of the leading states-
men of the Dominion, to fight the battle
of mere sectionalism on the floor of this
House. But what have we to do with the
manner in which Confederation was carried
as regards Nova Scotia? With us Confeder-
ation is a fixed fact. The question is not
whether the member for Hants was consist-
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ent or inconsistent; not whether the mode
adopted towards Nova Scotia was the best
mode; and whether the Union is not an
advantage to the whole Dominion, including
Nova Scotia as an integral part of it. If so, it
is a subject of congratulation; if not, the
reverse. I affirm that it is a subject of con-
gratulation, and hope that all present will
lend a willing assistance in order to make it
perfect. I affirm that it is a subject of
congratulation, because by it several small
Colonies are made a great and powerful
people. (Hear, hear.) Strength is power, and
wealth is power, and where we have a dis-
creet people, with strength and wealth, we
have a great people. Let us take stock of our
new partnership. Let us see how we stand at
the start of our new commercial and political
career. We have a country whose area is
377,045 square miles, with one exception larg-
er than any of the States of Europe. Mere
area perhaps, without population is a source
of weakness. But we have a population of
about 4,000,000—a population greater than
that of 38 out of the 48 states of Europe—and
greater than that of the United States of
America when they first became an in-
dependent power. Canada before Confeder-
ation had not more than 534,575 men between
the ages of 20 and 60, but since Confederation
we have not less than 653,567 fighting men.
We have added not less than 1,000,000 of
consumers to our whole population, and not
less than 100,000 fighting men to our military
strength. Besides we have acquired great
strength on the sea, where we were in most
need of strength. Before the Union we had
only 5,958 sailors, and most of these on our
inland waters. Now we can boast of 28,360
sailors, and when we shall have Newfound-
land as a member of our national partnership
we shall have no less than 66,938 sailors, and
so become one of the great maritime powers
of the world. Before the Union our shipping
was represented by a tonnage of 287,187 tons,
but now we can boast of 708,421 tons, nearly
as much as that of France with a population
of 35,000,000. (Minister of Justice—our ton-
nage is as large as that of France). Mr.
Harrison—if we could now count New-
foundland and Prince Edward Island as parts
of our Dominion, I believe it would be as
large, but without those Provinces I think our
tonnage is a little less than that of France.) A
great impetus must be given to shipbuilding,
a most important branch of native industry.
The number of ships built in Canada, Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick in 1863, repre-
sented 199,821 tons—nearly as much as the
shipbuilding interest of the whole Unifed
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States of America before the war broke out.
The shipbuilding of the United States in the
year 1861 was 233,193 tons. Now our tonnage
of say 200,000 tons represents an export value
of not less than $8,000,000. (Hear, hear.) The
tonnage of Canada in and out before the
Union was only 2,133,000 tons, and this was
chiefly in our inland lakes, but now we have
an increased tonnage on the seas in and out
of 5,597,236 tons, making not less than 7,-
730,236 tons on inland waters and the
sea. This reminds me of that great mine of
wealth, the products of the sea. Before
Confederation, taking the year 1866 as our
guide, the value of the fish caught in Canada
was not more than $1,918,000. But during the
same year, the produce of the Fisheries of
Nova Scotia was $3,478,000, and of New
Brunswick $867,000, making a total of $6,-
263,000; if to this we could add Newifound-
land and Prince Edward Island, we should
have not less than $10,837,000 as the value of
our Fisheries, (hear, hear.) This, however,
though enormous, only represents a small
portion of our trade and industry. Before
Confederation our export trade was $11,841,-
000, and our imports $45,964,000. But adding
the export and import trade of Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick, we have an aggregate
export and import trade of not less than
$133,185,687. This immense trade will, we
hope, come and go through the ports of Saint
John and Halifax, and cannot fail to enrich
every city through which it passes, and make
those cities the New York and Boston of our
new Dominion (hear, hear.) Indeed, T cannot
understand why the people of Halifax oppose
Confederation. If they were out of the Union
the vast trade to which I have referred would
be diverted exclusively to Saint John, and
build up that city at the expense of Halifax.
The policy which would ignore that trade is
not a good policy. It is said that the banking
and mercantile interests of Halifax control
Nova Scotia, and that last election they swept
the Union party out of existence, How is this?
Is it possible that their interests dread oppo-
sition? (Hear, hear.) Is it possible that the
bankers and merchants of Halifax are pre-
pared to sacrifice the interests of their
Province for their own selfish ends? (Hear,
hear.) They have done well and want to let
well enough alone. They have made money
and don’t care to allow others to have a
chance. They dread opposition. They are sat-
isfied to remain as they are, rather than
encounter the opposition and the expansion
which this great scheme must necessarily
produce. (Hear, hear.) But the world cannot
stand still in order that the merchants and
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bankers of Halifax may remain rich. They
cannot and they will not long resist the
destiny of our Confederation. The people of
that Province must ere long have their eyes
opened, and burst the bonds with which they
are enslaved by the selfish Halifax interests.
(Hear, hear.) I believe firmly that if there is
one Province to gain more than another by
Confederation, it is Nova Scotia, and if one
city more than another, it is Halifax, (Hear,
hear.) It, with Saint John, will hold the key
of our immense western trade, which year by
year must increase and enrich the cities of
the Maritime Provinces. (Hear, hear.) In re-
turn we hope to avail ourselves extensively,
not only of the fisheries, but of the coal of the
Maritime Provinces. Our western vessels, that
will carry down our breadstuffs, will have
return cargoes of coal and fish, and this must
reduce freights and so establish a trade that
will be a source of profit alike to all parts of
the Dominion, We are not, however, depend-
ent on fisheries, coal or manufacturing for
our support. It is true that we have the
attraction of the fisheries and coal of the
Maritime Provinces, and the timber trade and
great manufacturing interests of the Province
of Quebec. But we have more, we have an
immense agricultural interest, especially in
the West. There are 44,217,552 acres of land
in the hands of private parties, and therefore
I assume in great part fit for cultivation. Of
this there are not more than 12,718,754 acres
under cultivation, leaving 31,498,798 fit for
cultivation, yet to be cultivated. Besides, we
have the boundless territory of the North-
west, capable of supporting millions yet un-
born. Now, if with 12,000,000 acres of land
under cultivation, we have a population of
4,000,000, we shall not have less than a popu-
lation of 10,000,000 with 30,000,000 acres un-
der cultivation, and this population will be in
the time of many now on the floor of this
House. (Hear, hear.) I ask Mr. Speaker if the
contemplation of these facts and of this fu-
ture, should not of itself raise us far above
local politics or sectional jealousies. Let us
endeavour to become a great nation, and we
shall be a great nation. Let us endeavour to
encourage a national sentiment, and learn to
feel our own importance and our own
greatness among the great nations of the
earth. (Hear, hear.) There are advantages
arising out of the Union to which as yet I
have made no reference. I cannot overlook
the effect of an extended market for our
produce—the breaking down of hostile tariffs,
of hostile interests. Had the United States
remained as at one time they were, colonies
independent of each other, walled against



each other with different tariffs and hostile
interests in relation to trade, they never could
have become the people they are now. But
there are advantages for us as well abroad as
at home. Our Canadian five per cents at one
time stood as low as 71 in the London mar-
ket. When the resolutions in favour of
Confederation were first published in the
London press our securities rose from 71 to
92, and on the day that the Confederation Bill
became law they rose to par. (Hear, hear.)
Now what are the objections urged by our
friends from Nova Scotia against Confeder-
ation? They tell us that we have taken their
revenue, and pay them back only 80 cents per
head of their population. But this is not the
whole truth. If we have taken a portion of
their revenues we have assumed their debt to
the extent of $25 per head, and have assumed
to a certain extent the responsibility of their
defence. They complain of our debt and fear
taxation. It is true that our debt at the time
of the Union was $67,263,995, and assuming
as we do the debts of Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, we have a debt of $77,825,533, but
this debt represents value in great national
public works, our railways, canals, and ship~-
ping. Tt has been incurred to assist us in the
development of our natural resources. The
effect of the expenditure has been in all the
Provinces to increase the value of real estate
far more than the expenditure itself. It has
brought the producer and the consumer more
nearly face to face, and so lessened the price
of transport; it has not been incurred as in
many of the older countries of Europe, for the
support of an expensive aristocracy or court.
It represents material value. And even with
this great advantage in our favour, as com-
pared with the older States of Europe, our
taxation is less than in 42 out of the 48 of the
European States. (Hear, hear.) The member
for Hants tells us that our long frontier is a
great source of weakness. Granted; but is it
only a source of weakness to us? Is it not as
much a source of weakness to our neigh-
bours? If our cities are exposed to their
attack, their cities are exposed to our attack.
And when our population in the war of 1812
was not one-twentieth of that of the United
States, we were not content to be merely
defensive. (Hear, hear.) What we did then we
can do again, if necessary. What man. did,
that man can do. But the large debt of the
United States is a hostage to us for. peace,
and I believe there never was less danger of
war with the United States than at the pres-
ent time, (hear, hear.) But says the member
for Hants, you have no army, no navy—you
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are powerless. My reply is that we have the
finest army and navy in the world—the army
and navy of England. The English army is
our army. The English navy is our navy, and
war with us is war with England, (hear,
hear.) The power of the British Empire is at
our back, and the moral defence which that
affords defies computation. With increased
advantages no doubt we shall have increased
responsibilities, but we shall never unless at
our own request be deserted by England,
(applause.) Have we not reason to look hope-
fully to our future? Why should we not
become a great and powerful nation? We
have a country, with one exception larger
than any in Europe; we have a population
greater than 38 out of the 48 States of Eur-
ope; we have a population larger than the
United States at the time they became an
independent power; we have every variety
for nation industry, agriculture, manufactures
and commerce; we have unbounded natural
resources; we have an export and import
trade one-third greater than the United
States when they became an independent pow-
er; we are even now the fourth, if not the
third, Maritime Power of the world; we have
a hardy, honest and enterprising population;
we have room for millions added to our
population; we have great national public
works; we have every means of expansion
and extension; we have as great facilities for
progress as the United States had in their
infancy as a Nation, indeed we have greater
facilities, for we start in peace, they started
in war, we with our mother’s blessing, they
without it, and in addition to all we have
what they had not, the modern appliances of
steam and electricity—the great motive pow-
ers of civilization, If we rise to the dignity of
our position, remain true to ourselves, en-
courage national manhood, foster national
sentiment, and exert ourselves in the future
as we have done in the past, we shall make
as much progress in the first five years of our
existence as the United States did in the first
ten of theirs, and gain among the nations of
the earth which will be a pride to ourselves,
and I trust the admiration of the civilized
world. (Great applause.)

Mr. Parker thought it better if this house
were to follow the example of the English
House of Commons and pass the Address
without such a lengthy debate as had oc-
curred on this occasion, and proceeded to
speak of the benefits of Confederation, but at
the expiration of a few moments becoming
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confused he apologized to the House saying
he found his thoughts not under his control,
and would beg permission fo continue on
some other occasion.

Mr. Hayley expressed his full approbation
of Confederation and the resolutions, and
hoped the Colonial Union will bring prosperi-
ty, union and harmony between all creeds
and nationalities.

Mr. M. C. Cameron, would make a few
observations.. His honourable friend from
Hants did not present the appearance he had
been led t{o expect from the description of the
Minister of Public Works. From that descrip-
tion he expected to see horns and a tail. He
had listened to the member for Hants with
pleasure, and felt that Nova Scotia had cause
of complaint, and when he had heard the
leader of the Government supporters from
Nova Scotia (Dr. Tupper) he was convinced
that Nova Scotia had a grievance. He argued
that any constitution to gain any hold upon
the heart of the people must have the assent
of the people at the polls. He thought that
appeal was not necessary in Ontario when
Confederation had few opponents, and where
side issues would have taken the place of
that great question. But ungenerous as the
conduct of the Government had been, he
appealed to his friends from Nova Scotia to
ask themselves whether it would not be bet-
ter to accept the Union and join those who
would endeavour to do them justice in the
future. He ‘attacked the financial policy of the
Government, saying that when the Ministry
brought down their financial measures if jus-
tice were not done the honourable member
for Hants would have another name to his
demand for repeal. He next proceeded to
advert to- the influences arrayed against him
at his election by the Government and Grand
Trunk Railway, and replied to some points in
the speech of the member for West Toronto,
particularly to his claim that the country was
indebted to the Conservatives for Clergy
Reserves and Seignorial measures, and Rep-
resentation by Population. In putting in
such a claim he thought the honourable mem-
ber for Toronto showed that he had not paid
that attention to the policies of the country
which might have been expected of a man of
his large attainments. The two measures first
named had long been battled for by Re-
formers, and were only conceded at last by
the Conservatives along with the white-wash-
ing of the Hincks’ ministry as the price of
office. As regarded Representation by Popu-
lation, it had been long and strenuously relat-
ed by the Minister of Justice and his friends,
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and in the end had been only extorted from
them by the force of public opinion.

Mr. E. M. McDonald said Mr. Speaker, an
honourable gentleman in the course of debate
to-day, told us that the House had listened
with great forbearance to the complaints and
the history of the local strifes of Nova Scotia.
On behalf of that Province I thank this House
for the patience it has exhibited; but at the
same time I cannot accept the position of in-
feriority implied in the remark. The patron-
izing idea which intimates that the represent-
atives of the Provinces of Quebec and Ontario
exhibit a gracious condescension in consent-
ing to listen to this debate, can be very well
dispensed with. The position of Nova Scotia in
the Dominion is not that of an inferior; and
her representatives in this House demand for
her the same consideration that is claimed by
the more populous Canadian Provinces. And,
sir, it was a mistake to speak of the topics
treated of in this debate as mere local griev-
ances—a  history of local electioneering
strife. The subject has an importance far
beyond mere party considerations, or sec-
tional interests. The story of Nova Scotia’s
wrongs, of her lost liberties, and the compul-
sion under which she was forced into the
Union, is one affecting not Nova Scotia alone,
but affecting also the honour and interests of
the whole Dominion, and of the British
Empire; and therefore, it becomes the duty of
this House, not as a matter of condescension
or courtesy, but as a matter of right and
justice, to listen to the protest of Nova Scotia’
through her representatives here, that her
present position may be understood, and her
future policy and determination prepared
for. I regret, sir, that the Government
should have thought it necessary to ask the
House to adopt an Address to His Excellency
the Governor-General, couched in language
which is little short of an insult to the
Province, one of whose counties I have the
honour to represent. Sir, the representatives
of Nova Scotia must be excused if they
decline to join in congratulating His Excel-
lency on the success of the Confederation
scheme. Congratulations and rejoicings are
for the victors and not for the wvanquished.
Canada may rejoice at the success of her
strategy; but it is too much to expect of Nova
Scotia that she will rejoice at the loss of her
political institutions and her political liber-
ties. When the gallant Lee, surrounded and
overpowered by superior numbers, and de-
prived of all hope of being able to successful-
ly prolong the struggle, at last surrendered to
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the victorious legions of Grant, the victors
indulged, as was natural, in national demon-
strations of rejoicing at the event; but they
did not insult the brave old general and his
shattered battalions by compelling them to
join in any jubilant expressions of gladness
over the discomfiture of their hopes and the
downfall of their country. (Hear, hear.) Nova
Scotia is in this Dominion as a conquered
country, deprived by most foul and unfair
means of her long enjoyed privilege of self-
government; and the men whom her people
have sent to represent them in this House, to
protest against the injustice and wrong that
has been done her, to claim for her equal
rights with the other Provinces while in the
Dominion, and a speedy release from bond-
age, have not yet learned to kiss their fetters
and smile at their country’s dishonour. The
honourable member who last addressed you,
in common with all the representatives from
Ontario and Quebec who have taken part in
the debate, assumed that Nova Scotia’s com-
plaint was only against the mode in which
Confederation was carried, and not against
the thing itself. Let me disabuse the minds of
honourable gentlemen in the House of that
fallacy. Nova Scotia’s hostility to the measure
lies deeper than any mere punctilious views
of political etiquette as to the mode of its
accomplishment. True, her people do com-
plain, and justly, of the trickery and corrup-
tion by which Confederation was carried; but
their main ground of complaint is against the
thing itself, which they believe, even if it had
been brought about by fair and constitutional
means, must always prove injurious to the
chief industrial interests of their Province.
‘When the outlines of the scheme were first
made public after the Quebec Conference, the
people of Nova Scotia instinctively shrank
from it as a dangerous thing. They felt that
for a people situated as they were, living by
the seashore, and largely interested in mari-
time pursuits, to surrender their self-govern-
ment, and unite with an inland country of
larger population, with diverse interests, and
with different, and it may be a hostile com-
mercial policy, was a very unwise experi-
ment. For over eighty years they had had a
Legislature of their own, under whose foster-
ing care they were rapidly acquiring a large
degree of material prosperity. Under the wise
and. liberal legislation of their own Parlia-
ment, not only were the local trade of the
country, its fisheries and other home indus-
tries promoted, but the largest facilities were
given for the development of the shipbuild-
ing capabilities of the Province, and a com-
[Mr. McDonald (Lunenburg)]
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mercial navy was created, which gave to
Nova Scotia a large share of the foreign
carrying trade, and placed her in the proud
position of being, in proportion to population,
the foremost maritime country on the face of
the globe. Sir, Nova Scotia might well be
proud of her ships, and her sailors, for in
every sea, in every harbour, in all the great
commercial centres of the world, wherever
the free trading system of the mother country
has carried the British flag, there could be
found a Nova Scotia ship and a Nova Scotia
crew, bearing abroad the name and fame of
their country, successfully competing in for-
reign marts with the most favoured and pow-
erful maritime rivals, and winning wealth
and renown to enrich and elevate their native
land. The people of that Province felt, sir,
that to change the system that had produced
these grand results, to enter into any new
political connections that would deprive them
of the control of their own commercial sys-
tem—to surrender into the hands of an inland
people with whom they had hitherto had but
few interests in commeon, the power to control
their commercial system, to say under what
tariff they should itrade, with what countries
they should buy and sell, was an exceedingly
hazardous step, and one that could scarcely
result otherwise than disastrously to the
country that made the experiment. While
entertaining these views, however, the people
felt no dread of such a measure being thrust
upon them. True, they saw the leaders of the
two great political parties in that Province,
with ‘a most sudden and suspicious forget-
fulness of past antipathies, combine for its
accomplishment, but they knew that the hon-
est convictions of the large majority of their
representatives were hostile to the measure,
and they rested confident and trustful behind
the double line of defences they thought they
possessed in their own legislature, and in the
British Parliament, neither of which, they felt
convinced, would ever consent to make such
a sweeping change, a change that was in
effect no less than a total subversion of the
political institutions of the country, without
the consent of the people. But they did not
content themselves merely with this passive
confidence in their members; they took the
proper and constitutional mode of bringing
their views before the legislature of the
Province, and from every county petitions
with thousands of signatures were poured
into both Houses, asking that a measure in-
volving such radical changes, and calculated
to affect so seriously the interests of the
country should not be passed without the
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consent of the people. A very brief glance at
a few salient features of the policy pursued
with respect to the question from that time
down to the date of its final accomplishment,
will show how much reason Nova Scotians
have to complain of the trickery, corruption
and coercion by which the autonomy of their
Province was destroyed, and their political
status changed. In the session of 1865, the
honourable member from Cumberland, then
Provincial Secretary, and leader of the Gov-
ernment of Nova Scotia, stated in his place in
the House, that Confederation was at that
time impracticable, and would not be at-
tempted. Lulled into a false security by this
statement, and by the favourable reception
accorded to their petitions, the people as-
sumed that the movement, as far as that
Province was concerned, was practically  at
an end, and made no further effort to pre-
serve the constitution from encroachment.
But by-and-by a change came. A second
election was held in New Brunswick. It is not
my place to enter into particulars as to the
secret and extraordinary influence by which
the dissolution of the New Brunswick House
was accomplished. Enough to say it was ac-
complished; and by means that even the wid-
est range of courtesy will scarcely enable us
to suppose were as honourable as. they were
successful, a majority in favour of Confed-
eration was secured at the polls in that
Province. Then commenced in Nova Scotia
the system of petty intrigues that at last
culminated in the corruption of the legisla-
ture and the passing of a resolution in the
House of Assembly, authorizing a new con-
vention to assemble in London. All sorts of
influences, fair and unfair, were used to in-
duce members of the House to abandon their
principles, and violate the instructions they
had received from their constituents. Even
the Lieutenant-Governor of the Province for-
got his dignity and dishonoured his position
by playing the part of a petty canvasser. All
those official and social influences within the
control of his high station, were freely used,
and he did not hesitate even to misuse the
‘name of the sovereign whom he represented,
to influence those whose principles he sought
to subvert. Senatorships and seats in the
Legislative Council of the Province, were
among the prices paid to some of the pure
minded patriots, whose sudden conversion
was so fatal to the liberties of their country.
Thus by the treachery of the Executive, that
first lulled the people into a false sense of
security in order that their representatives
might be more easily seduced, was the first
99038—5
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barrier on which the people depended for the
safety of their constitution, broken down.
Even then, the country although alarmed was
not disheartened. It was believed that any
measure framed by the Convention would
have to be approved, not only by the British
Parliament, but also by the Provincial Leg-
islature, when the people would still have an
opportunity to be heard, and could cause
their influence to be felt. The mother country
having conceded to Nova Scotia the right of
self-government—having given that Province
a Legislature, clothed with power to make all
the laws necessary for the management of its
affairs, no one could believe that the Par-
liament of Great Britain would supercede the
functions and override the authority of that
Colonial - Legislature, or that the Home
Government, forgetting the traditions, the
very first principles of political freedom and
constitutional rights, should compel the peo-
ple of the Province to be governed by a law
which their own Legislature had never enact-
ed, for which they had never asked, and
against which they had protested in the
strongest terms. Relying confidently on the
manliness and love of fair play supposed to
be inherent in the race of British statesmen, -
the people of Nova Scotia confidently ap-
pealed by petition to the Parliament at
Westminster, asking to be permitted to decide
for themselves, this question so deeply affect-
ing their present and future welfare. In this
last hope they were disappointed—this last
and strongest barrier for the defence of their
rights was broken down by the action of foes
within and without—the pleading prayers of
a suppliant people were spurned aside, even
from the very altar of the temple of liberty,
and British subjects in Nova Scotia were
denied the rights which the highest tribunal
on earth would not dare to deny to the
British subject in FEngland. I do not, Mr.
Speaker, deny the power of Parliament, to
dispose of this question in the manner adopt-
ed. But even admitting the correctness of the
theory which says there is no limit to the
power of Parliament, I deny the right of the
Legislature to destroy the Constitution under
which it exists without the popular consent
or contrary to the popular will. Admitting the
power, was it right, or was it decent even for
a people, trained for over half a century to
cherish their political institutions, thus by an
arbitrary exercise of that power, and for no
fault of which they were guilty, by one fell
stroke to be swung out of their Constitutional
orbit, and thrown into a new system and
amidst new alliances, where distrusts, and
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suspicions, and heartburnings, springing out
of a sense of injustice and wrong, must long
prevent the harmonious working of the new
state of things, if it does not cause it speedily
to end in disruption and disaster. But Mr.
Speaker, the House has been told, I think, by
the honourable member from West Toronto,
that Nova Scotia has no right to bring this
~story of her admitted grievances here, be-
cause in all this, it is assumed that she can
have no complaint against Canada. The
wrongs she has suffered, we are told, were
wrongs inflicted by her own people or by the
Parliament of England, and that Canada is
not to blame for them, and ought not to be
bored with their rehearsal in this place. Sir, I
cannot consent to allow this view of the case
to be accepted by the House without contra-
diction. I hold, sir, that for all this story of
wrong and oppression the statesmen of
Canada are chiefly, if not wholly to blame;
for who that knows the circumstances, but
must admit that but for the patronage of the
Dominion about to be established, that was
placed by the statesmen of Canada at the
disposal of their co-workers in Nova Scotia,
the Confederation scheme never could have
been carried in that Province. Sir, there are
at this moment occupying seats in the Senate
of the Dominion, three gentlemen, formerly
members of the House of Assembly of Nova
Scotia, whose sudden conversion and subse-
quent promotion to that post of honour, jus-
tifies the strongest suspicion as to the means
used to procure their change of opinion.
Another gentleman, who formerly was a
member of the Legislative Council of Nova
Scotia, and apparently an earnest Anti-
Confederate, also suddenly changed his base
and gave in his adhesion to the cause he
formerly opposed, and to-day he not only is a
member of the Senate, but he also holds a
departmental place in the Privy Council with
large endowments. Now, I do not say that
these individuals were all bought like so
many sheep in the shambles; or that they
sold their votes for places and distinctions
that ought to belong to honourable men. It
would be wrong to say this, because that
might be a breach of Parliamentary privi-
lege. But I do say, that from being apparently
earnest Anti-Confederates, they, without the
occurrence of any new phase of the political
position to warrant the change, suddenly
became the zealous promoters of that scheme.
It would be wrong to say that these in-
dividuals, who are “all honourable men,”
were bribed like so many venal voters at a
hustings booth; I only say, that the cause of
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Confederation got their votes and they got
the Senatorships; and the members of this
House, learning these facts, can draw their
own inferences. It may be, Mr. Speaker, that
in all this these parties were actuated by a
spirit of the purest patriotism; but the House
will at least perceive, that it is a patriotism
that pays remarkably well. So much for
Canadian influence in the Nova Scotian Leg-
islature. And for what took place at the
other side of the water, the complaint of
Nova Scotia’s people does not lie against her
own politicians and the British Government,
solely; for the Government and Parliament of
England never would have acted so precipi-
tately as they did, had not three Colonial
Cabinets conspired, by misrepresentations, to
trick and deceive them; and only one of the
three was the Cabinet of Nova Scotia. Is it to
be wondered at, Mr. Speaker, after this brief
review of a few of the facts, that the people
of Nova Scotia should feel indignant at the
manner in which they have been treated, and
that they should be determined to punish at
the hustings, these men among themselves
who so deeply wronged and insulted them.
The honourable member from Lambton has
hinted that it is in vain for us to enter on the
discussion of this question now, because the
Act of which we complain is a thing of the
past and cannot be recalled; and that this
being the case, we should rather set ourselves
to the consideration of the new duties, that
the new condition of things impose on us.
The same argument was used in Nova Scotia
previous to the elections, by Confederates
who tried to persuade the people, that as the
Act was completed and past recall, there was
no object but revenge to be gained by voting
against the men who enacted it. What would
be thought of a homicide in the eriminal’s
dock, pleading in mitigation of punishment
that the life of his victim was past recall, and
that it would be only gratifying an unchris-
tian spirit of revenge to punish him for his
crime. Fancy such an one addressing the
judge, and saying: “May it please your lord-
ship, it is true, I committed this offence
against the laws of God and man, but the life
I destroyed is now a thing of the past, and
cannot be recalled; you may punish me, but
that cannot reanimate again with life the
moldering clay, or bring back to the circle
of friendship and duty that cold clod that
yesterday was my fellow creature.” Sir, it
may be only too true that the political in-
dependence, the political life, of Nova Scotia,
is a thing of the past; but even if this were
so, the first duty of every Nova Scotian
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should be to see that the demands of justice
were satisfied by the punishment of the men
who laid ruthless hands upon the life of their
country’s constitution. This duty has been
discharged, although not perhaps to the ex-
tent that the complete vindication of our
country’s honour required; and now the rep-
resentatives of Nova Scotia here, and her
representatives in the local Parliament as
well, have to set themselves to the considera-
tion of the next duty that devolves upon
them. I have said, Mr. Speaker, that Nova
Scotia’s hostility . to Confederation, - was
caused not merely from dislike of the way in
which it was carried, but from a deep seated
conviction that the thing itself is dangerous
and wrong. The honourable member from
Cumberland tells you a different story, and
would have the House believe, in spite of the
record of the elections, that there is a strong
Union feeling in Nova Scotia. If he believes
that a majority of the people of that Province
are for Union, he must at least admit that
they took a somewhat singular mode of ex-
pressing their opinions. He professes to be-
lieve this, however, and attributes the fact of
the people voting against it, to any other
cause rather than that of hostility to the
measure. The influence of Halifax and
Halifax merchants, he says, was so powerful,
as to sway public opinion throughout most of
the constituencies; and yet he boasted to the
House five minutes afterwards that the
Confederates polled a large majority of votes
in the city of Halifax. The honourable gentle-
man should try to be consistent in his inven-
tions. But the influence of the bankers, he
tells us, was against him. If this were so, no
stronger proof of their disinterestedness could
be given. The laws of Nova Scotia prevented
these gentlemen from taking more than six
per cent for their money, while we read in
the commercial columns of the Montreal pa-
pers that for the last month discounts have
ranged in that city at from nine to fourteen
per cent; and under these circumstances the
fact that a number of the bankers did oppose
the measure that was calculated to allow
them to charge so much as they pleased for
their money, was creditable in the highest
degree to their patriotism. But the statement
that all the bankers were on that side is not
consistent with the fact. Among the gentle-
men selected by the honourable member him-
self for seats in the Senate, on account of
their Confederation leanings, three were
Halifax bankers; and two of the Candidates
for that country, on the same side, at the last
election, were also bank directors. Then he
99038—5%
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tells us, that the honourable member for
Hants agitated the country, and prevented a
fair expression of opinion. But was there no
agitation on'the other side? The honourable
member from Cumberland himself, tried his
hand at it pretty extensively, and so did the
honourable Secretary of State for the Home
Department, the Hon. W. A. Henry, Attorney
General of Nova Scotia during the last four
years, as well as the Hon. Mr. McCully—all
men of marked ability; and does he intend us
to believe that the combined efforts of all
these gentlemen had less influence with the
people than the single handed labours of the
honourable member for Hants? If he does, he
has placed for once an estimate on his own
abilities that he would not be too well
pleased to have pronounced by any member
on this side of the House. Another excuse for
his defeat is the assertion that the Govern-
ment were unpopular because of the new law
establishing taxation for the support of
schools. A brief statement of facts will show
how unfounded is this position. The County
of Yarmouth is warmly in favour of the new
law. In the town of Yarmouth magnificent
buildings for academies and schoolhouses,
such as would be creditable to any city in the
Dominion, have been errected; and the schools
have been equipped, and are being conducted
on a scale of generous expenditure that only
a complete faith in the system, and desire for
its success, could inspire. Yet in the County
of Yarmouth no man could be found to offer
as a candidate in the Confederate interest for
the House of Commons, while of six candi-
dates for the Local House, only one was a
Confederate, and he polled less than an hun-
dred votes out of the 2,744 electors of that
fine county. After all those lame excuses, it
was only necessary that the honourable gen-
tleman should go one step farther, and admit
that the people would not vote for Confed-
eration, because he and his colleagues were
so unpopular, they had so mismanaged the
public business, and outraged public senti-
ment during their four years of office, that
the people would not vote for them or accept
their services, no matter on what plea they
asked to be re-elected. The honourable gen-
tleman presents a not very dignified specta-
cle, when he comes down to this House with
such a bundle of inventions and excuses to
account for the defeat of his party. How
changed his position to-day from that he
occupied two years ago, when with high-
handed arrogance he treated his fellow-coun-
trymen as serfs, without rights to be ac-
knowledged, or feelings to be respected. Four
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years ago he had it in his power to confer
lasting benefits upon his native Province, and
in honouring her to have honoured himself. He
did not choose to pursue such a course; and
as the result of his policy, he stands here
to-day shorn of his followers and his influ-
ence, having won in his own constituency a
nominal victory that was worse than a defeat.
Had he been just to his native Province, he
might, like the eagle, have soared upwards to
honour and dignity; but he resembles rather
the sloth, that, fastening itself upon some tall
sapling, devours the bark, and the green
leaves, and the tender twigs, until the top-
most bough is reached, and the last leaf
disappears, when, starving amid the bar-
renness its own greed created, it falls to the
ground a helpless, useless thing. When speak-
ing of the outside influences affecting the
Nova Scotian elections, the honourable mem-
ber from Cumberland did not choose to men-
tion certain influences of a very potent kind
that were used in favour of Confederation.
Every official in the Province was brought
into line to vote for that party. Then the
patronage of both the Dominion and Local
Governments was most unserupulously used,
and promises of office were freely made as
the price of political support. A lighthouse
was in course of erection in the county I have
the honour to represent, and the post of
keeper was promised to no less than fifteen
electors, to induce them to vote for the
Confederate candidate; while since the elec-
tion, the Gazette has groaned beneath the
lists of magistrates and other officials, who
have received places as the reward of their
political venality. Last, but not least, there
was the expenditure of the road grant for the
year, the whole of which amounting to
$210,000, scattered in small sums over every
settlement of every county in the Province,
formed an immense corruption fund in aid of
Confederation. If under all these circum-
stances, Mr. Speaker, if with all these advan-
tages in their favour, the Unionists were
unable to secure votes of one-third of the
electors of the Province, it does seem a waste
of words for the honourable member from
Cumberland to attempt now to detract from
the force of the Anti-Confederate victory, or
to claim for the Confederates a preponder-
ance of the intelligent and unbiased senti-
ment of the Province. I do not wish, Mr.
Speaker, to occupy too much of the time of
the House at this late hour, but I must
respectfully ask the attention of members
while I briefly refer to a few of the features
of the Confederation scheme that cause the
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people of Nova Scotia to dislike and distrust
it. The honourable member from West To-
ronto has spoken of the scheme as a partner-
ship, in which the party holding the smallest
capital was to be enriched by participating in
all the wealth of his more prosperous neigh-
bour. But, sir, in such partnerships, the ad-
vantage is not always on the side of the small
trader. A case of this kind may sometimes
occur:—a man of vast means, but of vaster
speculative ideas, while carrying on an im-
mense business, may be yearly plunging
deeper in debt and difficulties, while his
neighbour, living prudently and trading care-
fully on a limited capital, gradually, but
surely, increases his wealth, and is enabled to
greatly extend his operations. It might be
natural, perhaps, for the larger trader in such
a case, to seek a business connection with his
unpretending neighbour; but such a partner-
ship could not possibly be productive of good
to the latter, and would be pretty certain,
sooner of later, to involve him in his part-
ner’s ruin and financial destruction. This is
nearly the case as regards Nova Scotia and
Canada. Compared with the latter, in area,
population, and commercial operations, the
former is a small country; but though small,
her financial condition is sound, she has pros-
pered as few other countries have prospered,
and she has not had a deficit in her treasury
but once in twelve years. Canada, on the
contrary, has never had a surplus but once in
the same period of time. A partnership under
such circumstances, may, perhaps, be ad-
vantageous to the larger and more extrava-
gant Province; but Nova Scotians, as prudent
business men, feel that the connection is one
in which they cannot have much to gain, and
may have much to lose. In looking at the
British North America Act, which creates
these Provinces a Dominion, I find that the
first clause of Section 19, gives to the Do~
minion Government the power to control the
public debt and the public property of all the
Provinces. The Provinces all had debt
enough, but Nova Scotia feels that in this
respect she is not fairly dealt with beside her
larger neighbour. Canada has very little in
the shape of available assets to show for her
debt, while that of Nova Scotia is represented
by a valuable railroad property that in 1866
paid all its working expenses, and left a
margin to go towards the interest on the cost
of its construction. While the debt of Canada
is represented by little else than a long series
of annual deficits and a large bundle of
useless railway bonds, almost every dollar of
that of Nova Scotia is represented by a rail-
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road which was her own, a railroad that
when the Intercolonial is built will pay every
cent of its working expenses and interest on
the cost of construction—a railroad that is
to-day the property of the Dominion, and can
be sold at any day, and the proceeds put in
the Treasury for the benefit of the Canadian
Provinces, who never contributed a dollar to
the cost of its construction. It is true, Mr.
Speaker, that under the provisions of the Act
before me, the Dominion assumes a large part
of the liabilities formerly borne on the reve-
nues of Nova Scotia. She pays the interest on
$8,000,000 of our debt—she also pays the
salaries of our Lieutenant-Governor, our
judges, customs officers, postmasters and
lighthouse keepers; but, sir, she takes our
money to do it with, and she takes from us a
great deal more than she returns to us again.
The honourable Minister of Customs has told
the House that since the first of July, the
Dominion Government has paid out on ac-
count of Nova Scotia a great deal more than
was received from that Province. He ought to
have been candid enough when making this
statement, to have explained how this excess
of expenditure arose, for everyone knows
that it cannot be accounted for by the
disbursements for the ordinary services of the
counfry. It will be in the recollection of the
House that a general election has taken place
since the first of July. I may also explain that
in that Province several very important pub-
lic works are in process of construction. The
Pictou Railway is nearly completed; the
Windsor and Annapolis road is being built
under a large Government subsidy—a new
and very costly building for a post office and
custom house is being finished, and there is
also some expenditure on St. Peter’s Canal in
Cape Breton. It was never intended that the
cost of all these works was to be borne upon
the ordinary revenues of the Province. The
money for their construction was to be bor-
rowed on the Provincial ecredit, by the issue
of debentures, and would have been obtained
in that way, had the Province remained in
her former position; but the Dominion Act
having taken from her the power to borrow
money for such purposes, it had to be provid-
ed out of the Dominion Treasury, and will
constitute a debt against that Province, on
which she will have to pay the Dominion
interest at the rate of five per cent per
annum. This is the probable explanation of
the cause of the excessive disbursement on
Nova Scotia account, spoken of by the honour-
able Minister of Customs, and I have no
doubt that when the public accounts are
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brought down, it will be found to be very
nearly, if not quite correct: The second clause
of this section gives to the Dominion Par-
liament the power to regulate the trade and
commerce of all the Provinces. I have al-
ready, sir, adverted to the commercial aspect
of this question. The honourable member
from West Toronto has entertained the House
with a long array of figures, showing how
greatly Canada has gained by the Un-
ion—how many more ships, how many more
millions of dollars of imports and exports,
how many more thousands of sailors she has
now than she had last year; but sir, if this
proves anything, it proves that the gain is
more on the part of the Canadian than of the
Maritime Provinces, and that the latter have
been dragged into this union to enrich and
aggrandize their larger and more powerful
neighbour. He speaks about the great advan-
tage that must accrue to Saint John and
Halifax from the building of the Intercolonial
Railway, and gives a glowing description ot
the brilliant future in store for those cities
when the hundred and twenty million dollars
of imports and exports of which he speaks,
shall pass through them on its way to and
from the ocean. I trust, sir, that all his bright
dreams of the future greatness and splendor
of those cities by the sea will be more than
realized. They might have been, sir, and they
would have been had the Provinces of which
Halifax and Saint John are respectively the
capitals, maintained their independence, and
been permitted to control in the future, as
they have done in the past, their own com-
mercial laws, disbursing their own revenues,
and enlarging and extending that generous
free trading system that has already brought
them to their present advanced state of
wealth and commercial distinction. Had this
been the case, sir, we might have reasonably
expected then, looking forward to coming
years, to see these cities, grafting on their
now existing commercial prosperity, a manu-
facturing enferprise that would cause them to
take rank with the greatest cities on the
continent; while throughout those Provinces
blest as they are with the ocean in front ot
them, and untold wealth of minerals beneath
their soil, the day would soon come when in
every green valley, and on every sloping hill
side, would spring up villages, towns and
hamlets, replete with the busy industry of a
free people, when besides the sound of the
ship carpenter’s  adze in every seaport, in
every town would be heard the unending
hum of thousands of spindles, the panting of
ponderous engines, the whirr of swift revolv-
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ing and untiring machinery, while tall smok-
ing chimnies offering up a ceaseless incense
to mammon, all would proclaim a happy,
peaceful and prosperous people. But the sys-
tem that might have produced all this has
been changed-—those Provinces no longer
possess the power to regulate their own com-
mercial affairs, and while I do not say that
the boon Canada has promised us in the
Intercolonial Railway is wholly valueless, I
think that it will be very far indeed from
proving anything like a compensation to
those Provinces for the great commercial ad-
vantages they formerly possessed, and which
they - have lost under Confederation. Sir, I
hope to see that railway built, and I have no
doubt it will be of great importance to the
Dominion. It will give the people from the
eastern and the western extremes, the means
of access to each other; and, passing as it will
for a large portion of its length through a
country only partially settled, or entirely
unoccupied, population will soon be scattered
along its route, and towns, and villages will
spring up beside it, all contributing to its
local traffic, and in time enriching the trade
of the maritime cities. But, sir, I do not see
any reason to endorse the bright hopes enter-
tained by the honourable gentlemen to whom
I have referred, as to the great through traffic
it is to bring from the cities of Canada to
those of the Maritime Provinces. Montreal
has the St. Lawrence open to her six months
of the year, and the Grand Trunk Railway,
292 miles to Portland, always. Under these
circumstances it is hardly reasonable to ex-
pect that she would either in summer or
winter send a very large quantity of mer-
chandise by the Intercolonial, 700 miles to
Halifax Harbour for shipment, and it is hard-
ly probable that in the ordinary course of
trade, there would be sent over that line from
Montreal to Halifax, a thousand barrels of
flour in a thousand years, - while the St.
Lawrence remains where it is, 'and the
Portland road lasts, unless that war or famine
or some other causes producing an abnormal
state of the market, render it possible. The
people of Nova Scotia, whether correctly or
not, believe that they have already suffered
serious injury in their commercial relations,
in consequence of Confederation. It is be-
lieved, that but for the very earnest desire
felt in Canada to carry Confederation, but for
the anxiety to have Nova Scotia in a position
where her commercial necessities would com- -
pel her to come into Confederacy, the states-
men of Canada would have made a little
stronger effort, either to obtain a renewal of
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the Reciprocity Treaty, or at least to have
established with the United States an under-
standing for an exchange of products under a
tariff that would not have proved so utterly
destructive as does that now in existence, to
the commerce of Nova Scotia with the neigh-
bouring Republic. Some countenance was giv-
en to this view by the honourable Minister of
Finance, who stated at a political banquet
some three or four months ago, that but for
the repeal of the Reciprocity Treaty, he
might not have been permitted that night to
“toast the Dominion of Canada.” It may be
very gratifying to honourable gentlemen to
be able to toast the Dominion of Canada, but
if the luxury has been obtained at the cost of
the Reciprocity Treaty, it will prove a very
expensive luxury to Nova Scotia. By the
repeal of that Treaty, not only has the trade
in wood, gypsum, potatoes, and other prod-
ucts of the field and the forest, between that
Province and the States, been virtually de-
stroyed, but the trade in the great staples of
coal and fish has been crippled and rendered
almost valueless. Qur coal is now met by a
duty of a dollar and a quarter a ton in the
United States, and wunder this restrictive
tariff, the export of that article from Nova
Scotia this year has fallen off about 300,000
tons, causing a loss to the local revenue of
the Province of $30,000, and when our fisher-
men take their mackerel to Boston or New
York, they are met by a hostile tariff of two
dollars per barrel. I know the theory is, that
the consumer pays the duties, and if that
theory was correct under all circumstances,
our fishermen ought not to suffer from this
adverse tariff, But sir, the Nova Scotia ship-
per does not trouble himself to reason over
abstract commercial theories. He only knows
that when he takes five hundred barrels of
fish to the Boston market, he receives no
larger price per barrel than he did two years
ago—scarcely so large indeed—while he is
compelled to pay into the United States
Treasury the large sum of one thousand dol-
lars in gold, a tax so enormous, as in most
cases to sweep the entire profits of a whole
summer’s fishing venture, rendering the trade
almost valueless. If, sir, the inference from
the after dinner speech of the honourable
Minister of Finance is correct, and Nova
Scotia is thus injured in her largest commer-
cial interests by Canada’s commercial policy,
while she still had a Legislature of her own
to contend for her rights, is it surprising that
they should entertain some doubt and distrust
of the Confederation Scheme, that gives to
the larger inland Provinces the entire control
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of her commercial policy and affairs. Another
clause of this Act gives to the Dominion
Parliament the power to tax all the Provinces
by any mode or system of taxation. This
power it will be observed, is also. possessed
by the Local Parliaments of the respective
Provinces; so that in every Province of the
Dominion, we are to have hereafter a double
taxing machine for grinding the taxes out of
the pockets of the poor, and there is only too
much reason to fear that the machine, both
general and local, will be worked to its ut-
most capacity. With five Parliaments now ex-
isting where formerly there were but three,
five Governors, five executives, five sets of
Governmental machinery, instead of three, it
is not possible, but that the cost of governing
these Provinces must be very largely in-
creased. Then as regards Nova Scotia, we find
that the whole of the local revenue left at her
disposal, if the returns from Mines continue
as large as they were last year, which 1
regret to state is not the case in the present
year, will be about $200,000 less than is
required for the expenses of the Local Leg-
islature, the humane institutions, the road
and bridge service, the schools and other
expenses to be borne by the local revenue, if
all these services are maintained in the fu-
ture at the same rate as in 1866. It may be
said that that was an exceptional year, the
expenditure having been larger for these serv-
ices than ever before. This is quite true, but
the fact remains, that the money was in the
Treasury or it could not have been paid, and
had Nova Scotia retained the control of her
own revenues, it might have been there
again, and being there, would have been
expended for the benefit of her own people,
instead of being, as must be the case here-
after, while the Dominion stands, expended
for the general purposes of the new nation
—purposes in which, it may be, Nova Scotia
has little or no interest. The local revenue of
that Province being thus inadequate to the
demands upon it, the road and bridge service,
and the schools must be deprived of a large
amount of the assistance they have hitherto
received from the Treasury, and thus a large
increase of direct taxation will inevitably be
forced upon the people. And sir, I would
warn our friends from the Provinces of On-
tario and Quebec that this Confederation
scheme may not prove to be “all their fancy
painted it.” Their taxation in the shape of
customs and excise duties can scarcely be
less, and are likely to be more, for the
general purposes of the Dominion than they
were for Canada alone under the old Colonial
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system; and then there will be the expense of
the Local Parliament in addition, which can
hardly be met by the local revenues now
existing, and which almost inevitably will
have to be supplemented by an increase of
direct taxation. These are a few, and but a
few, of the reasons urged why Nova Scotians
were averse to entering this Confederation.
They are reasons based on the principles of
the scheme itself, and will last as long as the
Dominion lasts. I shall only refer to one other
reason, and it is one suggested by a remark
of the honourable member for Lambton. That
honourable gentleman says he would not like
to belong to a country that lived by suffer-
ance. Sir, Nova Scotia, in this Dominion must
always live by sufferance. She can claim no
right, enjoy no privileges, reap no advan-
tages, but by sufferance. If she ever obtains
even-handed justice, it is because the
Canadian majority permits it, not because she
has the power to achieve it for herself. Nova
Scotia’s nineteen representatives must always
be powerless to protect the rights of their
constituents in any matter in which their
interests come in collision with those of
Canada. Brought here under compulsion, they
remain here under sufferance, and cannot
hope to achieve any good for their country,
or to make for themselves any more honoura-
ble position than that of captives to grace the
chariot wheels. of one or the other of the
great parties into which the public men of
Canada have for many years been divided. I
trust, Mr. Speaker, I have said enough to con-
vince the House that Nova Scotia’s hostility
to Confederation is founded on a deeper prin-
ciple than any mere passing. ebullition of
spleen, or offence taken at the mode of its
accomplishment. Nova Scotia is determined to
ask for repeal. I believe I am not violating
any confidence when I say that a petition to
the British Parliament, asking for the repeal
of so much of this Act, as related to Nova
Scotia, has already been signed by all the
members of this House from that Province,
who have not spoken against repeal, and also
by all the members of the House of Assembly
at Halifax but two. That petition will be sent
to England at an early day, and will be
followed when the Local Assembly meets, by
an address to the Crown from that body,
urging that the prayer of the petition be
granted. This is the position that the people
of Nova Scotia have asked their representa-
tives to take, and they will act conmsistently
with that position, until the result of the
appeal to Great Britain is known. Should the
prayer of the petition be denied, it will then
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become the duty of the men whom the people
have chosen to represent them, to consider
what is next to be done. But I assure this
House that the popular feeling in which this
petition for repeal originated, has in it noth-
ing of disloyalty to England, neither is it a
mere evanescent sentiment of wounded pride
at the treatment the people have received,
that will be satisfied with having punished
the authors of the insult. That feeling has a
deeper and more enduring foundation. In the
Spring of 1866, when the Maritime Provinces
were thrown into excitement by the appear-
ance of a horde of Fenians on the New
Brunswick frontier, just at the moment when
their presence could be of so much service to
the honourable Minister of Customs and his
colleagues in that Province, by assisting them
to carry the elections through the aroused
fears of the loyal population, the several
regiments of militia in Halifax county were
called out, and arms were placed in their
hands, for purposes of defence. Each man as
he received his rifle was asked to take the
oath of allegiance to the Queen. Whole com-
panies and regiments at first refused to do so,
from a belief that the sudden movement was
a part of that policy which they feared was
going to separate that province from the
Mother Country. A company of the 9th regi-
ment, which I have the honour to command
as Captain, seeing the sudden arming, just at
the juncture when they had witnessed so
much treachery in the Legislature, and fear-
ing that it was a political dodge, a Confed-
eration trick, refused to be sworn, and only
consented to take the oath when they found
that they were required to swear allegiance
to England, and not to Canada. In the present
year, also, since the first of July, whole
regiments in Halifax, Pictou, and other coun-
ties, have positively refused to perform their
annual drill, because they believed it was no
longer a Nova Scotian, but a Canadian law
that imposed the duty—they refused to serve
their country, because; as the men of one fine
regiment in Guysborough county informed
their Colonel, they thought they had no long-
er a country to serve. So fervent and deter-
mined is that feeling in many parts of Nova
Scotia, that I believe, if the prayer of their
petition for repeal is denied, it will require
the most conciliatory policy and the exercise
of the utmost prudence on the part of the
Legislature and Government, to prevent trou-
ble, and perhaps outbreaks and violence in
some sections of that Province. But Mr.
Speaker, in closing let me again assure the
House that in all this strong feeling there is
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no sentiment or taint of disloyalty to the
British Crown. On the contrary, it originates
in the excess of love and veneration in which
the authority and the flag of the Mother
Country are held. If any one feature of the
scheme more than another contributed to the
development of that sentiment of hostility
among the people, it was the fear amounting
almost to conviction, that under this new
system these Provinces might one day be
severed from the Mother Country, and this
fear will be quickened and intensified when
the people find that the House is asked to
congratulate His Excellency the Governor-~
General on the successful organization of a
“new nationality,” a new Dominion.

Mr. Alonzo Wright said if the House was
all of his mind they would give Nova Scotia
every assistance to get out of the Union.
Some gentlemen had addressed this House in
a most lugubrious tone, one gentleman having
ushered in the Dominion in a tone more fit
for a funeral, than that auspicious event. He
agreed with the Address, and if the Gov-
ernment carried out what was there fore-
shadowed, they would deserve and receive
the support of the country. After an amusing
speech the member for Ottawa County sat
down amid great applause.

Mr. Forbes, Mr. Speaker, in rising, if I am
not too late to speak to this question, which

has already occupied the attention of this

House for some considerable time, I do so,
feeling that I would be recreant to the trust
imposed upon me by my constituents, and also
to the interest of my ecountry, and the Province
I have the honour to represent—if I did not
state to this House in clear and decided tones
our united views upon this all important sub-
jeet. In my first consideration of the subject of
Confederation, I am free to acknowledge, that
I was strongly drawn towards it, and I think
had the Quebec delegates submitted the ques-
tion to the people in the abstract, or rather
only on the simple question of Confederation
or a Union of the colonies, I should have
given it my support, but coming down to us
with the Quebec Scheme as a basis of the
Union, it immediately challenged discussion,
which resulted in raising a very strong and
decided opposition to the measure, which I
think has since continued to increase, and
which fact is evidenced by the large majority
of members returned to this House, in opposi-
tion to it, from the Province of Nova Scotia.
One of the principal reasons of our opposition
to this measure was, the people were not
asked to accept the scheme at the polls, the
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only constitutional mode, as we considered,
under responsible Government, by which this
question should have been decided, more par-
ticularly as the Province of New Brunswick
had been appealed to on the question, and the
voice of the people respected, and on their
refusing to -accept the Quebec plan of
Confederation the further consideration of
the subject was deferred until after a second
election, when it received the people’s sanc-
tion and acceptance; this was the manner in
which the leader of the Government of that
Province respected the rights of the people of
New Brunswick. I did not question the legal
right of our representatives to carry through
this measure, for I know that they were the
legal guardians of those rights, and that we
had placed them in their keeping with every
confidence in their integrity to preserve the
same, but at the same time, although they
had the legal right, I did not for a moment
think, they would assert that right, and force
it through without an appeal to the people of
Nova Scotia, but, Mr. Speaker, they did so,
and until the Act received the Imperial sanc-
tion, I felt that it would be passed upon by
the people before it became the law, and that
the people of Nova Scotia would receive the
same consideration and justice that the colo-
nies of Newfoundland and Prince Edward
Island had, and that their views and opinions
would be respected in this matter. I ask why
Nova Scotia should not have the privilege to
accept or reject this Confederation as the
people chose, as well as those other colonies.
Are her people not intelligent enough to pass
upon a question of such importance to their
happiness and welfare? I know men have
been hanged who have been innocent of the
crime for which they suffered, and the law
authorized the act, but still no one would say
it was right, and so in this case the law
upheld the act, but is it right, to a free people
under a responsible government to be forced
into a TUnion so entirely distasteful and
repugnant to their sympathies and feelings. I
will not detain the House at this late hour

with going over the subjects which have been

brought again and again under their notice,
but will consider a few points which have not
received much consideration, but which are
and will be an interference with rights and
privileges which have been enjoyed for a
century by our people, or particularly by the
people in the County I have the honour to
represent. I allude to the leasing of our river
fisheries, which must take place under the
Union Act. When the laws are consolidated
the poor people under this Act will have to
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pay for setting a net and catching a salmon,
and I can assure you it will be a severe tax
to make the poor net-fisher pay the bounty,
to the man who owns a vessel and fishes in
the deep seas. And another objection is, we
do not consider the amount we are to receive
for our local wants at all sufficient to supply
the necessary means to carry out the require-
ments of those services and keep them up to
their present efficiency. Mr. Speaker, we are
told we are a new nationality; for my own
part I am satisfied with the old flag and our
old institutions, and do not think we in Nova
Scotia care to change and come into this new
nation, more particularly in the manner of
our admission, and also knowing, as we do,
some of the many difficulties, both physical
and political, under which you were suffer-
ing, and that this was the plan adopted to
remove those troubles, and use us as a make-
weight to relieve some of them. In your
physical relations, shut out from the sea
(except through an enemy’s country) for five
months in the year and dependent upon suf-
ferance for access to the coast to that country,
rendered your position perilous in the ex-
treme, and then with equal representation
from the two great Canadian families, your
political troubles were of no slight character.
Mr. Speaker, we have heard a great deal
about loyalty, and we in Nova Scotia are
proud of ours and also are proud of our
patriotism, and feel that we are loyal to our
Queen and country, and in this we will not
yield to any one. We have the names of Nova
Scotians to which we can point with the
finger of pride, and who have earned for
themselves a place amongst the heroes of the
age, and placed their names upon the scroll
of fame. We may speak of an Inglis, a Cu-
nard, a Ritchie, and a number of others; but
the cry of disloyalty and Fenians comes with
a very bad grace from a people whose antece-
dents have not always been marked by the
greatest respect for the representative of
royalty, (and now, Mr. Speaker, I would say
that if this subject had not been alluded to
before, I would be very sorry to bring it
here), it can never be said to us that we pelted
our Governor-General through the streets, or
burned our Parliament Buildings, or what I
believe to be ‘true, never left unpaid losses
incurred by loyal men in defence of their
country. A great deal of ingenuity has been
used to prove to us that the Confederate
minority at the last elections in Nova Scotia
was but very slight. We will not stop to
dispute that, but when we look around this
House and see eighteen members out of nine-
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teen returned as Anti-Confederates, it is quite
sufficient to prove what the opinion of the
people . of that Province is on this ques-
tion. Indeed, I do not know how to
exemplify to you the Confederate party
in Nova Scotia better than by an illustra-
tion from natural history; there is fish,
a long, slim, slimy, slippery, wriggling thing
of the eel tribe, it can move about in the
grass and over the stones when slightly damp
with dew, it will thus get into ponds and
streams where it is not wanted, and where its
presence is a source of trouble. Now, this fish
when it finds that it is about to leave the
world as instinct teaches it, will fasten itself
by its lips to a rock, a stump, or it may be to
a maple limb in some running stream and it
dies; gradually a paleness comes over its
body, its tail and fins macerate and soften,
and soon it disintegrates, and is washed away
down the stream and is swallowed up in the
great ocean of eternity, and the last thing left
of that animal are the jaws, and thus stands
the Confederate party of Nova Scotia. Mr.
Speaker, in conclusion I will ask the indul-
gence of the House for a few minutes longer,
and in doing so it is my desire to draw the
attention of the House to a speech delivered
by the honourable Knight opposite. The
Minister of Justice, to a meeting of electors in
the city of Hamilton, in the Province of
Ontario in July last, that honourable gentle-
man in that speech told the electors that,
when the Confederation Act passed its first
reading in the House of Commons that
Canadian securities rose 2 per cent in the
English market, and when it passed its sec-
ond reading, and it was known it would
certainly pass its third they rose 6 per cent
more, 8 per cent in 14 days, thus showing the
advantage of Confederation to the Canadians,
and exploding the idea that it is wholly and
entirely to the advantage of the Maritime
Provinces, an idea freely circulated by the
agents of Canada in the Provinces of Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick; and further, Mr.
Speaker, he went on to say, in the same
memorable speech, that, “When we got the
Imperial Act, we had got merely the license
to get married, but we must be united by our
own actions,—we must go before the Par-
liament of the Dominion, and then the mar-
riage must be solemnized.” Now, Mr.
Speaker, I ask this House, if it is their
intention to force us into this marriage con-
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tract? We are in their hands according to
those expressed views, and we appeal to your
sympathies and the generous impulses of
your nature for relief, or is it your determi-
nation to take to your breast a wife, kicking,
struggling, fighting, determined to be free, to
hand down to her posterity the same hostility
to the oppression, and the wrong done to a
free country and a free people by the broth-
ers of the same tongue and language.
(Deafening applause and cheers.) Now, Mr.
Speaker, thanking you for your patience and
the House for its indulgence, I beg to take my
seat.

Mr. Rymal said he had been opposed to the
passing of Confederation without appeal to
the people, but when the Act was passed was
willing to accept it. Still, if Nova Scotia were
determined to leave the Confederacy, no act
of his would prevent them. He thought a
great mistake had been committed in not
submitting the measure to the people. If the
Confederacy is going to be a success, it is
time we stopped finding fault with it, and if
the members for Nova Scotia were deter-
mined to keep up the agitation on the subject,
better to bid them go in peace. If the measures
which the Government brought down were
such as he believed would conduce to the
welfare of the people, they should have no
opposition from him; but, on the other hand,
if a motion of want of confidence in the
gentlemen  would at any time be brought
forward, he very much feared he should feel
bound to support it.

Mr, Jones took the floor amid calls of
“gquestion” and “adjourn.”

Sir John A. Macdonald said that it was the
desire of the Government that the debate on
the Address should be closed to-night, and if
one or two gentlemen wished to speak the
House could very well remain an hour or two
to hear them.

Mr, F. Jonmes then began to address the
House, when

The Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald called an
adjournment in order that gentlemen should
have a fair hearing.

The adjournment took place accordingly at
twenty minutes to 12 o’clock.
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THE CABINET VACANCIES

Mr. Holion said in the absence of the
honourable member for Hochelaga he would
ask the Minister of Justice whether he was in
position to make any statement in regard to
the filling of vacancies in the cabinet caused
by the resignation of Mr. Galt and Mr. Arch-
ibald. Reports had been seen in the public
journals respecting offers of office to honoura-
ble gentlemen known in that House—one a
member of that House and another a member
of the other branch of the Legislature. The
House should know at the earliest moment
what appointments were made.

Sir John A. Macdonald replied that
negotiations were in progress and had arrived
at such a point that he hoped in a day or two
to be able to announce the names of the
gentlemen appointed to the vacant offices.

DEBATE ON THE ADDRESS

Mr. Jones (Leeds and Grenville) resumed
the debate on the address. He was not one of
those members who thought Confederation
was going to accomplish all the good predict-
ed by its admirers but some change was
found to be necessary. He believed in party
governments, but parties must have princi-
ples to divide them. Questions would likely
soon arise in Parliament which would divide
the House into two parties. He would not
apologize for the acts of the late Coalition,
but it was not fair to saddle the whole
blame of the increase of the debt to them. He
protested against increasing representation,
and hoped measures would be taken to
reduce it. Before the Confederation Act we
had a larger representation in Parliament in
proportion to population than any other
country in the world. He thought the Inter-
colonial Railway would cost more than the
estimated amount, $15,000,000, and that a
larger guarantee should have been obtained
from the Imperial Parliament. The opening
up of the Northwest Territory would not be
considered to be so beneficial to Canada as
was generally supposed, but he could not
agree with the opinion of the member for

Hants that that country could not be defended.
He concluded by hoping that the House would
enter on the consideration of the matters
coming before them, without any reference to
old party feelings, and party cries.

Mr. Joly, in the absence of Mr. McGee, rose
to defend that gentleman against some re-
marks of Mr. Mackenzie ridiculing his at-
tempts to suppress Fenianism in Montreal.
Referring to Confederation, he (Mr. Joly) said
he could not speak of that scheme with the
enthusiasm of some members. He saw many
dark clouds ahead and thought it would have
the effect of sweeping away French national-
ity in this country.

Mr. Mackenzie said that the honourable
gentleman had misunderstood his remarks.
He had not accused the member for Montreal
West of encouraging Fenianism, but held that
he had miserably failed to prove that it
existed as an organization, as he promised he
would.

Mr. McKeagnie complained of the influ-
ences used at the last election to carry the
election—the - antis were termed rebels and
annexationists. In the name of the people he
represented, he protested in strong terms
against the mode in which Confederation was
carried. Whether the Act was good or bad it
mattered not; it was a radical charge and the
people had the right to be consulted. If the
Imperial Government had said that the meas-
ure was a necessity and they must accept it,
he could understand it; but when they pre-
tended to have acted in accordance with the
wishes of the people of Nova Scotia it was an
utter mockery. But the question now is, how
shall -‘we redress the grievance—shall we re-
peal it? Yes, he would say repeal it, but not
immediately, In deference to the Imperial
Parliament and a large number of people in
Nova Scotia, he was willing to wait awhile
and see what the fruits of Confederation
would be. (Hear, hear.) But he was not for
peace. He would only prolong the battle—if
Confederation turned out to be an injury to
his Province, he wanted the way left open for
withdrawal from the Union.

Mr. Bodwell heartily sympathized with the
congratulations addressed by his Excellency
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to this House and country on the consumma-
tion of the Confederation scheme; which he
had strenuously supported because it prom-
ised, to his mind, the consolidation of
British power on this continent, and many
substantial benefits to the people of British
America, as well as a remedy for many
sectional evils and difficulties under which we
had laboured for a number of years past. He
could not, however, say that he regarded our
new constitution as faultless. He regretted
that it brought us back to a nominated Upper
House. He regretted, also, that it had not
been submitted to the people before its adop-
tion. He congratulated the House on the great
ability in debate shown by the gentlemen
who had not formerly had seats in the Leg-
islature, and who now came as representa-
tives. At the same time he regretted the
attitude the Nova Scotia members had as-
sumed with reference to this measure of
Confederation. In narrating the wrongs,
which, from their point of view had been
done to Nova Scotia, he thought that they
had rather overdrawn the picture. The people
of Ontario had rather been disposed to think
that the scheme on the contrary gave undue
advantages to New Brunswick and Nova
Scotia. They had accepted it however in spite
of this on account of its manifold advantages
to the whole Confederation. It was still un-
doubtedly an experiment, and he hoped that
honourable gentlemen from all sections of
the Dominion would have sufficient patriot-
ism to give it a fair and impartial trial. Mr.
Bodwell proceeded to contend that Nova
Scotia, as a member of the Confederation,
would not in any way lose its individuality
and local self-government, while at the same
time it could not fail to reap many benefits
from its connection with the rich and fertile
provinces in its rear. He admitted, however,
that if the Nova Scotians were determined to
fight it out to the bitter end in order to get
out of the Union—if they were resolved so
long as they were in it, to make the Union a
source of weakness instead of strength, he for
one would say, let them go in peace. He then
proceeded to refer to some of the topics
embraced in his Excellency’s speech. He said
that by assimilating the postal laws Gov-
ernment would reduce the rate of postage on
letters, and abolish all postage on newspapers
throughout the Dominion. Western territorial
extension was a subject deserving of the most
earnest attention. It was of great importance
that the fertile lands in the West should be
rescued from the hands of the grasping
monopoly which had long endeavoured to
[Mr. Bodwell (Oxford South)]
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conceal their value, and to throw it open to
settlement and colonisation. But under pres-
ent circumstances, and while our future was
in some measure unsettled on account of the
attitude of Nova Scotia, it was a question in
his mind whether Government would be jus-
tified in making any great present outlay for
opening up that country. As regarded the
defences of the country the opposition would
heartily join in the adoption of any well
considered scheme. He indignantly repudiated
the implication which for electioneering pur-
poses had been raised by gentlemen opposite
on the loyalty of the opposition by the decla-
ration that Fenians and Annexationists were
found in their ranks. He claimed for Her
Majesty’s opposition in this House that they
were just as loyal as the gentlemen who sat
on the Treasury Benches, and he claimed for
the people of Canada generally of all shades
of political opinion that as regarded loyalty
they were unsurpassed in feeling by any
portion of the British' Empire. But while
admitting that means should be taken to put
the country in a position to defend herself
against aggression, he hoped the ministry did
not contemplate a measure which would ex-
haust all the resources of the country in
order to maintain a standing army. He hoped
Ministers would not forget that we were not
yet a great nation—that we were a people of
only four millions, and that we had not the
resources possessed by great countries for
establishing a complete system of defence. He
had no fears of American aggression and
hoped it would ever be our policy to cultivate
friendly relations with the American people.
He regretted that so far as appeared from the
speech no measures had been taken by
Ministers with the view of securing reciproci-~
ty of trade with the United States. The abro-
gation of reciprocity had not produced the
injury some had anticipated, but no one could
doubt that great advantage would accrue to
this country from correct trade relations with
the United States. He believed that overtures
made to the American Government by the
late Minister of Finance never would have
received the sanction of the people of Canada
or this House. Such a thing as legislative
reciprocity was not what we required. What
was required was such arrangements as
would give stability in the interests of com-
merce. He then proceeded to advert to some
observations which fell from the member for
West Toronto last night. When that gentle-
man said that his party—the party which he
declared had swept Ontario—were prepared
to give the administration a fair and impar-
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tial trial, he presumed that trial meant a
servile following of the learned Knight at the
head of the Government, so long as he con-
tinued to distribute the patronage in a judi-
cious manner among the members of that
honourable gentleman’s party. As regarded
the present Government, while a party man
and opposed to Coalition, he (Mr. Bodwell)
was not prepared to say he would not accept
good measures at the hands of the present
Administration. He reminded the Minister of
Public Works of his declaration in Lanark,
during the elections, that on the assembling
of the House, if the Reform members desired
he should leave the Administration, he would
do so, and return to the Reform ranks. He
(Mr. Bodwell) believed it would be for the
interests of the country if the honourable
gentleman now fulfilled the pledge, for he
believed any Coalition Government for the
ordinary administration of affairs must neces-
sarily be a corrupt and extravagant govern-
ment. .

Mr. Carmichael (Pictou) explained the
manner in which the election in his county
had been carried. He objected to Nova Scotia
occupying a position of inferiority and exist-
ing by sufferance,

Mr. Oliver heartily concurred in the con-
gratulations offered to His Excellency on the
consummation of the Confederation scheme.
He felt grieved that the gentlemen from Nova
Scotia had not come with the resolve to join
the other members of this House in making
our new constitution a great success. He
could not help sympathizing with them in
consequence of the mode and manner in
which the scheme had been carried in opposi-
tion to the will of the people. He hoped,
however, that they would allow the constitu-
tion to be judged by its fruits, and if those
fruits were unpalatable to them, he, for one,
would not oppose dissolution of the Union,
so far as they were concerned. Mr., Oliver
then proceeded to show, at some length, that
in the arrangement of the details as to the
debts of the several Provinces, and the subsi-
dies to be paid them, Nova Scotia received
justice—and more than that, as compared
with the other Provinces. He pointed out that
they received the benefit of the Government
buildings and other important works which
had been paid for, without being required to
contribute an equivalent. There was one
thing, however, which Nova Scotians dreaded
in joining this Union—which he was free to
confess he dreaded also. This was the raising
of the tarift, He thought it would be for the
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interest of the Dominion that the tariff, in-
stead of being raised should be reduced so as
to approximate to that heretofore prevailing
in the Maritime Provinces. He thought that
the true principle to regulate our commercial
transactions with all other countries would be
perfect freedom. He dissented from the opin-
ion of the member for Hants, that we were
not in a position to defend ourselves. He
believed that backed by the whole strength of
the Mother Country, we need not fear an
aggressive movement from any quarter what-
ever. In illustration of that point he read an
extract from a speech of the Hon. Mr. Brown,
and remarked that the member for West
Toronto in his speech last night had availed
himself of these figures without acknowledg-
ing the source whence he derived them. Mr.
Oliver adverted to a statement made by the
Minister of Finance that Ministers had car-
ried the elections in the Province of Ontario
because the people of that Province sanc-
tioned the policy of the late Ministry, and
especially their banking policy. Such was not
the fact. The people were asked, during the
elections, to forget the past history of these
men, and to give the Ministry a fair chance
in working out Confederation. As regarded
the currency scheme, he had himself voted
for it, but did so because the assurance was
held out to the House that if sufficient money
could be raised by the sale of Provincial
debentures, the currency scheme would not
be put in operation. He asserted that faith had
not been kept with the country in this mat-
ter—that if 7 per cent. debentures had been
put on the market in a proper manner, they
would have been readily taken, but that the
scheme of selling debentures was so managed
as to secure its failure. The late Finance
Minister said that the Commercial Bank did
not fall in consequence of the contraction of
the currency. In opposition to that statement,
he (Mr. Oliver) contended that the effect of
the scheme was to produce generally the
impression that when the Bank of Montreal
had received such superior advantages, no
currency was safe, and the want of confi-
dence thus produced gave rise to the run
upon the Commercial Bank, and its suspen-
sion. As regarded the alleged approval by the
people of the banking policy of the Govern-
ment, he ventured to say if the election had
taken place after the failure of the Com-
mercial Bank, not one in five of the gentle-
men opposite from Ontario, supporting the
Administration, would have found a seat in
the House. Mr. Oliver proceeded to advert to
the real cause which he conceived had given



the Administration a victory in Ontario. One
of those was the disposition on the part of the
people that those who had taken part in
maturing the Confederation scheme should
have an opportunity of carrying it into prac-
tical operation. Another reason was to be
found in the unscrupulous tactics of members
of the Dominion Local Governments in their
visits to various constituencies. Another, was
the influence of the Grand ‘Trunk, and in this
connection he warned the members of the
Maritime Provinces of the pernicious results
which would be experienced if the Grand
Trunk were allowed to get hold of the In-
tercolonial Railway as they had of the
Buffalo and Lake Huron. A fourth reason was
the free use of money. He could not concur in
the invitation given by the member for South
Oxford (Mr. Bodwell) to the Minister of
Public Works to take his seat on the opposi-
tion side of the House. He thought that from
the action of that gentleman during the last
election he was not entitled to act on that side.
When they found him travelling from one
end of Canada to the other to defeat reform-
ers, and going all the way from the seat of
Government to Toronto to vote for a Con-
servative against a Liberal candidate he did
not think he was entitled to be recognized as
a Reformer. Mr. Oliver then adverted to the
constitution of the Senate, regretting the
adoption of the nominating principle. Its first
results were very unfortunate in filling the
chair of the Senate with a gentleman from
this House who was distasteful to the mem-
bers of that body, and in the fact that the
people of Nova Scotia had not now in the
Upper House a single representative of their
views as expressed during the recent election.
He trusted that part of the constitution would
be amended. Having expressed his desire that
the gentlemen from Nova Scotia would join
in working out the constitution so as to make
it productive of blessings to the people in all
parts of the Dominion, Mr. Oliver resumed
his seat amid cheers.

AFTER RECESS
The Speaker took the chair at eight o’clock.

Mr, McGee—Mr. Speaker: Although we all
must feel the inconvenience of a prolonged
discussion on the Address, I trust the House
will grant me its kind indulgence in rising to
offer such remarks as have suggested them-
selves to my mind during the course of this
interesting and important discussion. (Hear.)
In doing so, sir, I make my obeisance to the
eminent position you occupy, and to its pres-

[Mr. Oliver (Oxford North)]
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ent possessor; a most grateful duty to any
one who has had the privilege of the previous
acquaintance of Mr. Speaker, and a duty
which will be grateful hereafter to every
member of this House who himself had for-
merly that privilege. This Parliament, Sir,
over which you have been chosen with
unanimity to preside, meets here in what was
called the other night “the backwoods of
Canada,” under singular, but in the main,
what I cannot but think, fortunate auspices.
Contrary to foolish rumours which had been
let loose by their foolish authors, no member
for the new Dominion is absent from his seat;
we meet with full benches, and with an
Executive strong enough in experience and in
following, to give a salutary certainty to the
financial and other measures that may pro-
pose to this House. (Hear.) We meet in the
Capital of the Sovereign’s choice in obedience
to the Sovereign’s summons; and I trust, and
believe, we are all here to make the best of
that Constitution, which our own work has
received that Sovereign’s cordial approbation.
(Cheers). This Capital, it is true, is very near
the backwoods; it is rather the ground-plan
of a great city, than what one usually con-
ceives a great capital city, ought to be; but if
the foreshowings of the speech from the
Throne, should come to pass, and our new
nationality be extended, “from the Atlantic to
the Pacific,”—and from the Atlantic to Lake
Superior is a long stride in that direction,
—(Hear, hear), Ottawa will be found central
enough and convenient enough for the trans-
action of the public business of the entire
Dominion. Mr. Speaker, so soon as we were
assembled under this roof we had the speech
from the Throne, now under consideration;
but there was another occasion, on which
another speech from the Throne, might have
been addressed if not to us to those who sent
us here; a speech which might have been
made when Her Majesty gave her assent to
this Act; which history will not fail to make
as addressed by England to us in this passing
year of 1867, and in terms such as I will
venture to find expression for, as best I can.
Her Majesty might have said on the occasion
to which I refer,

Gentlemen of the four United Provinces, I trans-
fer to your charge and keeping, all those parts of
North America which remained faithful to the
King, my grand-father, after the secession of our
other American possessions. I transfer to your
charge and keeping, a vast territory which the
Kings my predecessors have clung to with a
determined resolution for three centuries; for the
possession of which we seven times went to war
with powerful rivals; which cost us to retain and
defend, many thousands of lives and many millions
of treasure: This territory so eagerly explored, so
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ardently coveted, so bravely contested with gallant
competitors; I now, in the name of my people and
by the advice of my Imperial Parliament, transfer
to you and yours, to have and to hold, to make or
mar—to build up or to break down.

(Loud cheers.) Her Majesty might have so
spoken on the passage of the Union Act,—and
if deeds were as vocal as words, (which they
often are to those who understand their dia-
lect,) such a speech has actually been deliv-
ered to us, by the head of the Empire, and it
is to take that speech, as well as this into
consideration we are assembled here.
(cheers.) Sir, this is not the continuation of
any former legislature; nor are we here, least
of all, as one Province men; we are here, if in
good faith, as members of one Dominion,
Puissance, of “new nationality” so constituted
by a deliberate and well considered Act of
the Sovereign, to begin a new set of journals,
which we all trust may become the precious
records of a-great, free people. (Cheers.) I
regretted much to hear my honourable friend
from Hants, for so (notwithstanding certain
hard sayings during his late husting’s cam-
gaign, I presume to call him); I regret-
ted much to hear him so repeatedly use the
terms, whenever he spoke, “your couniry”
and “my country.” This Act by virtue of
which  we were summoned here, in the
Queen’s name, constitutes us, so far as a
Constitutional Act can, one country; we are
all here, every man of us, if in bona fides,
which I do not doubt, to legislate for the four
Provinces (and all British America, ultimate-
ly) as one country; and the hour that we
passed that bar, to take the oath of Mem-
bership in the Parliament of the Dominion of
Canada, we assumed the character of fellow-
countrymen even more bindingly, than we
had it before. The honourable member and
those who may agree with him, have already
made their election in coming here; they
have already acknowledged the Union, and
sealed their acceptance of it with. a most
solemn oath; they cannot, therefore, be in the
Union and out of it, at one and the same
time; and my respectful suggestion to the
gentlemen of that opinion is, that they should
give it the adhesion which they have given,
cheerfully, and gracefully as the honourable
members from Westmoreland and Guysbor-
ough did when they spoke, and so let us
proceed, to hold common council for a com-
mon country. (Cheers.) This Act says:
“Canada shall be divided into four Prov-
inces, Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick.” I sincerely trust the honourable
members have no insurmountable prejudice
against accepting the common name of
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Canada  and Canadian. (Hear, hear). If
British America could have been condensed
into one word,; if it were equally indigenous,
euphonious, and applicable, to all sections of
our population, many would have preferred
it; if the title of Nova Scotia could have been
with propriety extended westward, I for my
part, should have cheerfully accepted it, for I
have a strong historical and personal feeling
of attachment, for old Scotia and new Scotia.
But of the names from which we were free to
choose, there was none so indigenous, so
euphonious, and so applicable, and without
disrespect to the other Provinces, there was
none so illustrious as Canada. (Cheers.) For
three ' centuries—whether under French or
English domination—the wvalley of the St.
Lawrence has been the stage of great men,
and the theatre of great actions; Canada is a
name familiar to all educated people in
England, France, and America, (cheers); and
if as Lord Bacon said, in recommending the
adoption of the name of Britain, in the reign
of James I, a name has “much impression
and enchantment in it,” I believe we have
chosen the best one which was left to us, and
one which we may hope, all our descendants,
if not ourselves, will be proud to bear, to
defend, and to illustrate. (Cheers.) Mr.
Speaker, the Union is established, and we are
here, or ought to be, all of us, as Unionists;
and I quite agree with the honourable mem-
ber for Cumberland (Dr. Tupper), that it
would be much to be deplored, both here and
at home, and beyond our limits, if the im-
pression was allowed to go abroad, from this
House especially, that our Act of Union was
carried by means of intrigue, corruption and
coercion. No such stain must be allowed to
rest upon the fair repute of this great trans-
action; no such false wversion of the facts
must be allowed to go uncontradicted into
general and permanent circulation; and I
stand here prepared to maintain the allega-
tions in the Address, that not only as to its
substance, but as to the mode of its prepara-
tion and passage into law this British
America Act, is a glorious and most timely
charter, for which we have all cause to be
thankful. (Cheers.) As one of the least of its
promoters, cognizant, I believe, of every step
of its progress, from the first rude sketch
scarce half desighed at Charlottetown, in
September, ‘64, to the finished piece of legis-
lation, completed at Westminster, in '67, as
we now have it here; I stand up to maintain,
that all its provisions were honestly meant
and fairly meant towards every Province; I
stand here to maintain that three years dis-
cussion in this busy age was not an insuffi-
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cient time for the consideration even of so
important a measure (Cheers); and I deny
that in any degree, our Union owes its estab-
lishment, to intrigue or corruption, or coer-
cion. (Cheers.) This, sir, seems now, necessary
to be done before this debate closes because
not confining himself to personal vindication,
the honourable member opposite (Mr. Howe)
has endeavoured even here to discredit and
dishonour the men and the means by which
this Union was carried, and his efforts in that
direction - are put very adroitly on the
American market. Here Mr. McGee read an
extract from the New York Herald of Sat-
urday as to Mr. Howe’s speech. T purposely
refrain from all criticism on the honourable
member’s personal vindication. If he says now
he did not mean what he said at Halifax in
’64, after the Charlottetown Conference was
called, or at Port Robinson in ’62 when I
stood by his side, what we all thought he then
meant, what was corrected for the press by
a hand which he only could control, and
what he received without explanation, our
congratulations on having said, I can only
observe that I regret it; I deeply regret it.
(Hear, hear.)

Who would not grieve if such a one there be
Who would not blush if Atticus, were he?

But when the honourable gentleman goes
farther than personal vindication—when he
attempts to lay rude hands on this work of so
many able and patriotic men, steadily prose-
cuted through several years, when he ven-
tures to asperse the motives of our colleagues
in this work and discredit the work itself—it
is necessary that some Unionist, who knows
all the facts, should rise before the close of
this debate, to vindicate both the work and
the workmen. (Cheers.) It will be remembered
by all who hear me that the growth of this
design in Canada was gradual and continu-
ous. In ’53 Sir Edmund Head, had promised
in his speech, at the close of the Session to
move the Imperial authorities. The same
year, the honourable Minister of Militia, the
honourable member for Sherbrooke, and the
Hon. Mr. Ross, then in England, did actually
so bring it; in 1859, the Canada Reform
Convention declared in general terms, for
the Federal principle; as a meeting of the
Lower Canada Opposition, with which I at
that time acted, also did, about the same
period. In the other Provinces, especially in
Nova Scotia, the movement was simultaneous
with our own. In 61 the honourable member
for Hants, (Mr. Howe) moved and the Leg-
islature of Nova Scotia carried unanimously,
the Union resolution read for us the other
[Mr. McGee (Montreal West)]
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night, by the honourable member behind me,
(Dr. Tupper.) I well remember in 1862 when
the honourable member with one, who, I
much regret for the sake of this House, is not
now with us, (Mr. Archibald), the honourable
minister near me Mr. Tilley,) and other
gentlemen from New Brunswick came to
Quebec in relation to the Intercolonial Rail-
road, how much they regretted with me, that
the then Government of Canada proper,
headed by the honourable member for
Cornwall, could not be induced to take up the
question of Union. (Hear, hear, and cheers.)
The honourable member said the other even-
ing that he brought in his Union resolution to
satisfy my esteemed friend, Mr. John Tobin,
the former member for Halifax city; if so I
am happy to know that Mr. Tobin had so
much and such a salutary influence upon the
honourable member; but he was not—I refer
only to what I am personally a witness of
—quite correct, as to what took place in
consequence at Quebec. So far from *“laugh-
ing over it for an hour,” the joint meeting of
ministers over which I had the honour to
preside, listened for nearly that space to an
ardent appeal from the honourable member
to take up the Union question conjointly with
the railroad, and when we who agreed with
him found ourselves a minority, we consoled
ourselves with the reflection, that the road
would render the Union, bye and bye a
necessity. (Loud cheers.) I mention these facts
to show, that whoever else was taken by
surprise by the design of a Canadian Union,
the honourable member for Hants certainly
was not, but though men may halt, or may
drop off, events will not stand still; and ac-
cordingly in '64, we found that unexpectedly
the prospects of Union, both east and west,
had suddenly brightened up. Between March
’62 and June ’64, we had three unsuccessful
Canadian administrations, a state of things
which every one saw could not continue in
this country. This led to Mr. Brown’s Con-
stitutional committee in the Session of ’64,
which proved rather a fiasco except that the
Federal principle found increase of favour on
both sides of the House; and this again led to
the Canadian Coalition of the same summer,
brought on in the first place by the disinter-
ested interposition of the honourable mem-
bers for Lanark and Compton, (Mr. Morris
and Mr. Pope) and sanctioned by the honour-
able member for Cornwall, and the formal
vote of the Opposition of that day. It has
been urged against this Union as a corrupt
taint in its very conception, that it was
brought about so as to settle a chronic consti-
tutional quarrel, between Upper and Lower
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Canada; sir, I admit that was one reason for
the Union, and a very good and excellent
reason it was; but there were other motives
and influences, (foreign and domestic) at
work, to the same good purpose, which may
not be so patent to the popular recollection. It
is astonishing how apt we are to lose sight of
the influence of events in which we have not
been ourselves personally concerned, and 1
need not take a better illustration of this fact
than by asking the members of this House
—all of whom must well remember the
date—to carry back their thoughts to the
bombardment of Fort Sumter, on the 12th of
April, 1861, just five weeks after the installa-
tion of President Lincoln, at Washington.
Eight years have not yet passed, and who but
the actors personally engaged can now recall
the successive steps by which secession rose
into civil war, and civil war into an
American revolution, both in a military and
constitutional sense of the word revolution?
Who remembers the particulars of the seces-
sion of South Carolina, of Major Anderson’s
first movement, or General Beauregard’s first
order to fire on the flag of the Union? I
recollect, sir, saying at the time, in a debate
~ on our constitutional difficulties in 1861, when
we sat in Quebec, that that first shot fired at
Sumter “had a message for us”—Canadians;
and that that message was “to sleep no more,
except upon our arms.” (Hear, hear.) But if
my words were then considered, as they may
have been, mystical, or at least premature,
they were found to have a meaning before
the end that same year, when in the month
of December, Captain Wilkes seized Messrs.
Mason and Slidell, in the Bahama channel;
when the United States Government incar-
cerated them in Fort Warren and the British
government demanded their release. (Hear,
hear.) Not only at the time of the Trent
affair, but at every subsequent period of the
four years’ civil war, American events deeply
impressed themselves on every Canadian ca-
pable of observation or reflection. We saw in
those four years the improvisation of a
Northern Army of 800,000 men, and a navy
carrying 4,900 great guns. In the miserable
affair of St. Albans; in placing armed vessels
on the lakes, contrary to the treaty of 1818;
in the Fenian raids; in the introduction of a
vexatious system of passports; in the refusal
to renew the Reciprocity Treaty, we were
taught at every step how powerless we were
under the old state of things; we were taught
that the days of the colonial comedy of
Government were over and gone, and that
politics has become stern, and almost tragic
for the New World. (Cheers.) We needed not
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the lesson taught with such personal directness
in the detestable assassination of Mr. Lincoln,
and the equally atrocious murder of more
recent date, when the gallant Emperor of
Mexico was done to death at Querataro
(hear). I do not pretend, Mr. Speaker, to
discern more clearly than others the signs of
the times on this side of the Atlantie, but I
should consider it an insult to the intelligence
of any member of this House, to undertake to
show him how this revolution in the whole
affected and continues to affect, these Prov-
inces, and to render more and more necessary
for them, a common Government, and a
common policy (hear, hear.) The statesmen of
England, accustomed to deal with affairs, far
and near, were guick to learn the lessons of
the civil war, and long before Lee had sur-
rendered, Great Britain began to shape her
new policy toward the United States. Sir, that
new policy included the concentration of the
forces and means of these Provinces, under
one General Government, if the British con-
nection was to be maintained; everyone
knows that such was the condition of the
connection; and, whoever values the connec-
tion, will not disparage the condition, (hear,
hear.) So much, Mr. Speaker, as to the an-
tecedents of the projected Union up to '64,
and the coincident American Events, which
seemed to many observers in England and
the Provinces, to demand all possible expedi-
tion in its prosecution. The Quebec Confer-
ence I have already mentioned, but perhaps I
may be permitted to refer again to the 33
gentlemen who came together there, to frame
the outlines of this measure. I will not com-
pare them with other assemblies held in other
times and countries for similar purposes; but
I will say this, for that assembly, that a more
anxious and laborious body, never met to
deliberate on the fate of their fellow country-
men. (Cheers). My honourable friend (Or.
Tupper) and my other honourable friend (Mr.
Tilley,) were accused, I believe, of sacrificing
their respective Provinces to the deep seated
machinations - of the so-called *“Canadian
party”; but, whoever had seen those gen-
tlemen and their colleagues, in that confer-
ence, must have at all events, borne testimony
to their zeal, for their own constituents (hear,
hear.) Sir, I cannot recall the recollection of
that assembly, now that its work is so far
done, without reference to one bright and
venerable name—that of the President of our
body—Sir Etienne Taché, (hear, hear.) Those
who remember that gallant old French
Canadian gentleman, need not be reminded
how far he was above lending his unsullied
name to any miserable intrigue or corrupt
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bargain, (hear, hear.) His sense of duty was
that of a soldier of the Spartan stamp; and
there is reason to fear that he may have
hastened on his last illness, by this devotion
to the cause of Union. (Hear, hear.) Even in
death it seemed as if his high character
served to promote the same good work; and I
could not but think as I saw his colleagues
—Protestant and Catholic—the Hon. Mr.
Brown included, sitting in the sanctuary, at
the Requiem Mass, and standing beside his
grave in the quiet churchyard of St. Thomas,
that the example of so honourable a leader,
would not be without imitators among them.
(Loud cheers.) Sir, it was a very proper
proceeding of the last Parliament of the for-
mer Province of Canada to order a tes-
timonial to the memory of Sir Etienne Taché
to be placed in the House he led during
the Confederation debates of 1865; and I feel
that we could none of us wish our new Union
better, than that it may have hereafter,—as I
trust it will have,—many statesmen, entitled
to find their effigies ranked by his side. (Hear,
hear.) The President of the Quebec Confer-
ence is no longer able to defend himself or
his colleagues in that Assembly, but the great
majority of those who were members of it,
are still here, or in the other House. If there
was a corrupt intrigue, we are here to answer
for it: we are here ready and willing to be
tried by our peers, and for one, and for all, I
challenge those who have accused us so loudly
behind our backs, before audiences where we
could not be heard in our own defence; who
sit here not on seats alone, but on a three
legged lie; I dare those bold accusers of
absent men, to stand up now; here; in this
debate; and to make good their charges of
corruption against the authors of this Union,
in any one of those Provinces. (Hear, hear.)
Mr. Speaker, this challenge will not be ac-
cepted; it cannot be answered (cheers); let
then, the vile calumnies of the canvass perish
and be forgotten with the canvass; and let
the retribution which is spared to the calum-
niators, be a warning to all those who come
after them, that detraction at ever so great a
distance, is an unsafe as well as an unworthy
weapon of political warfare. (Hear, hear.) The
honourable member for Hants has spoken in
laudatory terms of the public spirit of those
who aided him, in his abortive attempts to
defeat this Union. Sir, I am quite willing that
the public conduct of the friends and foes of
Union, in all the Provinces, should be con-
trasted, as often and as openly as possible:
whether greater moral courage was shown in
swimming with the current of local preju-
dices, or against it in the Maritime Provinces
[Mr. McGee (Montreal West)]
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every man can judge; and I will say for my
part, that to the fortitude, the energy and the
determination of the Maritime Unionists, led
by my honourable friends near me (Messrs.
Tilley, and Tupper), not forgetting the gallant
and faithful few of Prince Edward Island, the
whole Dominion owes a debt of gratitude,
which I trust will be repaid, with interest.
(Applause.) Whenever such a Unionist .pre-
sents himself in public or in private life,
throughout this wide Dominion let his very
presence bring a welcome with it, and let his
name be a title of honour for us and for our
children. (Hear, hear.) I do not blame all
those who were not original Unionists; I do
not blame the many wise and good men, who
could not, or who cannot yet see, this cause
as we see it; but I do blame those who had
recourse to prejudices, old and new, to com-
bat a project they could not argue down;
whose trust was in the mistrustfulness of
poor human nature, and in its proneness to
harbour evil suspicions of others. I do blame
them that the intentions of the friends of
Union, which were noble and upright, were
so grossly misrepresented, and that this battle
of great principles was, by its adversaries
adjourned from the high ground to the low
—was drawn off into a slough of personality,
where the combatant who could throw most
direst, was most at home. Among the other
prejudices appealed to, in the canvass against
the Union, was the frequent reference to the
case of the Legislative Union, of Great
Britain and Ireland, which was impudently
assumed to be a case in point. This seems to
have been considered a most crushing re-
proach as addressed to myself, and I am told
great use was made of it, on both sides the
Bay of Fundy, and that it had some effect
with Irish electors in several constituencies.
(Hear.) I am ashamed, sir, to have to bring
before the House so false, and so unworthy a
means of misleading the ill-informed as this
was, and to charge its authorship as I must,
on gentlemen, who ought to know better. The
Irish Legislative Union, sir, has not one cir-
cumstance, either in its inception or comple-
tion, in common with our Federal Union. In
Ireland there was an ancient Royalty, first
invaded in hostile array by King Henry I, but
really united, by election of its own chiefs to
the Crown of England in the time of Henry
VIII, (in the year 1541); an ancient historical
Kingdom retaining after the annexation of
the two Crowns its own Legislature, acting
absolutely for that Kingdom, conjointly with
its own Crown, in peace and in war; voting
its supplies to the King of Ireland for the
army and navy and civil service of Ireland;
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choosing a Regent on its own terms, (as in
1788); a Crown co-ordinate with the Crown of
Britain; a Sovereign Legislature, within its
own domains, not derived from the ILegisla-
ture of England, as had been solemnly assert-
ed and admitted, in 1641, 1689, and 1782; this
was the description of nationality which was
extinguished in 1800, while the people of
Ireland groaned under martial law, and meet-
ings of electors were dispersed at the point of
the bayonet, and yet presuming on the
credulity or preoccupation of their auditors,
this is the historical parallel which intelligent
men—members of this House I am ashamed
to say—did not  hesitate to parade as an
awful warning, and a case in point at the
hustings in the Maritime -constituencies.
(cheers.) Sir, some months ago, a truly great
man, on his election as Lord Rector of the
University of Edinburgh in speaking of the
abuses of high intelligence, was driven to ask,
could there be a sadder spectacle, than “an
eloquent man, speaking that which was un-
true?” (Cheers.) I turn to the gentlemen who
were guilty of misleading their Irish friends
into hostility to this Federal Union, by false
and forced parallels with the Irish Legislative
Union, and I ask them in all earnestness for
what purpose do they suppose did the Giver
of all '‘good gifts endow you with superi-
or intelligence—above that of the mass of
men? On what tenure do you hold those
powers of expression and persuasion by voice
and pen? What are the obligations of the
intelligent to the unintelligent, among coun-
trymen and fellow-citizens? Is it to trade on
their prejudices, or to withstand them? Is it
to foster ancient animosities and antipathies,
or to abate and restrain them? Is it to tell
the truth, or to pass off falsehoods for truth?
(Cheers.) There can be but one answer to
these questions, and I commend that answer
to the authors of the unfounded parallels
between the Irish- Union and our TUnion
(Cheers.) For the friends of the measure, I
defy any one to show that we ever resorted
to such unworthy appeals to sectional preju-
dices, either in the protracted debates at
Quebec in 1865; or during the two elections
in New Brunswick; or in Nova Scotia (hear,
hear.) It is true it has been alleged elsewhere
that we made use of the Fenian organization
in the United States, to subserve the Union
cause: it was even alleged directly, at one
time, that I was instrumental in promoting
the Fenian raid against Campobello, as an
electioneering auxiliary to our friends in New
Brunswick. If this was meant as a jest, it was
a poor one; if it was seriously meant, it was a
pitiful invention, of which its authors ought
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to be ashamed. These were some of the
prejudices against which our friends on the
Atlantic had to contend; in the Province of
Quebec there were not wanting sectional
cries, and appeals to prejudices of creed and
origin; but my honourable friend the Minister
of Militia, with the moral courage which
distinguishes him withstood those cries, and
aided by the leading men of the British
minority, he triumphed over them. In Ontario
an able agitator, of whom I shall say no more
in his absence than that, as I never shrunk
from encountering his prejudices either as a
friend or foe, neither do I exult in his defeat
though much deserved, but this able man also
attempted to create a sectional party—to re-
vive rather the old and obsolete parties in his
own province—and he met with his deserts.
The learned gentleman at the head of the
government, (Sir John A. Mcdonald,) met Mr.
Brown and his friends on the sectional issue
in Ontario, and gave them a tolerably com-
plete overthrow. (Applause,) In this way we
faced and fought every prejudice in every
Province; in all but one we succeeded, and I
do not at all despair, that if this Government
does its duty firmly and fairly by all the
Provinces, but that we shall have from that
one, as the honourable Member for Guys-
borough, Mr. S. Campbell,) last night assured
us, a full and fair trial. (Hear, hear.) So far I
have endeavoured to show that the steps
taken to carry this measure were circum-
spectly, and constitutionally, and fairly taken;
I now come to the internal merits of the Act
itself; but before I proceed to that part, I
must say a few words as to the circumstances
immediately attending its passage through
the Imperial Parliament. Sir, while I join him
in that expression of very natural regret I
must observe, that there was no want of
interest or discussion in England generally.
All the reviews, the magazines, the leading
journals, were full of British American Un-
ion. 'The honourable member himself had
plied the press vigorously while in London,
and had elicited very able replies, from other
Nova Scotians, also, fortunately, there at the
same time; but it was quite evident to the
members of the Imperial Parliament that the
adoption of this measure was a foregone
conclusion, and they are not apt in England,
to debate matters already decided. Every
statesman of every party saw the necessity
for its passage; it was the measure of two
administrations, and fortunately could not be
made by any side a party . question. (Hear,
hear.) Mr. Gladstone and Mr. Cardwell, were
as anxious for it, as Lord Carnavon and Mr.
Disraeli; one of the best speeches made in its
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‘behalf was by the veteran Whig leader, Earl
Russell, though it was brought in by a Con-
servative administration. These circumstances
go far to explain the absence of any elabo-
rate parliamentary criticism of the Bill; and
besides, it was somewhat becalmed, by get-
ting under the lee of the great domestic
question of the day—the Reform Bill. Al-
though, therefore, the Act was passed without
an exciting debate, it certainly was not
passed, either in ignorance or indifference, to
the present, or future, of these Provinces.
Before passing from this point, I hope I may
be permitted to render what is due to the two
statesmen—the then Colonial Minister, and
his predecessor in that office—(Mr. Cardwell
and Lord Carnavon), to whom our delegates
when in England were so largely indebted.
It was my good fortune though detained
behind my colleagues to reach London, as a
Delegate, before the introduction of the Bill-
in the House of Lords, and to have listened to
the very full, and clear and convincing state-
ment of Lord Carnavon. That speech will
remain a convincing testimony of his
Lordship’s great abilities, and his great inter-
est in our future: and perhaps the House will
permit me as illustrative of its whole spirit,
to read them one passage which occurs to-
wards the close of that speech—

But if the advantages of Union. are great in a
military, a commercial, a material point of view,
they are not, I think, less in the moral and political
aspect of the question. When once existing restric-
tions are removed, and the schools, the law courts,
the professions, the industries of these Provinces
are thrown open from one end to another, depend
upon it a stimulus greater than any that has ever
been before in British North America will be
applied to every form of mental or moral energy.
Nor will it be the main body of the people that
will alone feel this. The tone of Parliament, the
standard of the Government, will necessarily rise.
Colonial institutions are framed upon the model of
England. But English institutions, as we all know,
need to be of a certain size. Public opinion is the
basis of Parliamentary life; and the first condition
of public opinion is that it should move in no
contracted circle. It would not be difficult to show
that almost in proportion to its narrowness Colonial
Governments have been subject to disturbing influ-
ences. But now, independently of the fact that in
these confederated Provinces there will henceforth
be a larger material whence an adequate supply of
colonial administrations and colonial oppositions
can be drawn, it is not; I think, unreasonable to
hope that, just as the sphere of action is enlarged,
the vestry element will be discarded, large ques-
tlons will be discussed with the gravity which
belongs to them, men will rise to a full sense of
their position as members of a great Parliament,
and will transmit their own sense of increased
responsibility and self-respect through Parliament
and the Government to the main body of the
people.

(Mr. McGee (Montreal West)]
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As to the measure itself I am not going to
inflict on the House, an analysis of its 147
clauses; but there are some principal provi-
sions of it, to which I must refer, in justice to
the subject itself: such as the guarantee of
the educational rights of the minority, in the
93rd clause; and the several clauses which
define the Constitution of this House; of the
Honourable Senate; of the Judiciary; and the
clauses affirming the Sovereignty of Her
Majesty and her successors, over British
America. So far as I know this is the first
Constitution ever given to a mixed people, in
which the conscientious rights of the minori-
ty, are made a subject of formal guarantee. I
shall never cease t0 remember with pleasure
that I was the first proposer of that guarantee
in the Quebec Conference; a guarantee by
which we have carried the principle of equal
and reciprocal toleration a step farther in
Canada, than it has yet been carried, in any
other free government—American or Euro-
pean. (Hear, hear.) I have no desire to go into
the vast question of education at this mo-
ment; it is a question on which all men feel
free to speak, rather than bound to think; but
I hail this 93rd Clause of our Union, as the
Magna Charta of the youthhood of this Do-
minion; as a solemn guarantee that no
Christian parent shall ever be obliged in any
part of British America to succumb to the
heartless, and soulless, and godless doctrine,
that religion and education can be justly
divorced in a Christian country. (Applause.)
As to the Constitution of the two Houses,
under this Act, we have adopted here, what
Ontario long ago demanded, and Quebec reso-
lutely resisted—*“representation by popula-
tion.” I had always declared that principle a
just one, as applied to the popular, or taxing
branch of the legislature, but I had always
voted against its adoption, “unless as part of a
general Constitutional Change,” Well, Sir, that
change at length arrived; Ontario got what
she wanted; and the first use she made of her
enlarged representation, I am rejoiced to say
was to put down her sectional agitators, and
to send here a sound Union majority. It
cannot be concealed, however, that 81 mem-
bers for one Province, out of 181, is a formi-
dable preponderance, and it will be for
my honourable friends, the leaders of On-
tarian public opinion, on both sides of the
House, to see that it does not become a
dangerous one. I will not venture to speculate
at this moment, on the probabilities of future
party combinations; but it is plain to any one,
that it is most undesirable for the sake of
each Province, and of all, that any one should
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come here en masse, as a Province, either in
Government, or in Opposition. But, sir, this
also I will venture to add, that no one
Province politician can ever lead this Do-
minion Parliament; that the man must be of
national dimensions to fill that  place, and
discharge its duties. So it will be; so it ought
to be! (Applause.) As to the life Senate, we
have all the best constitutional authorities
with us, that a second Chamber ocught not to
stand on the electoral basis of the first; and,
so long as our Senate continues to be a fair
representation of all our real interests, so
long it will be looked up to, and obeyed. If it
is to be undetermined it will be by the abuse
of Executive patronage, and not by the sub-
stitution of the principle of selection for that
of election, as applied to that House, (hear,
hear). In maintaining the independence of the
judges, and reserving their appointment to
the National Government. I also believe this
Union Act to be wisely framed; and its estab-
lishment a cause of congratulation to all the
Provinces. Speaking the other night of its
imputed or imagined defects, an honourable
member said, “it was only an Act of Parlia-
ment!” So I will take leave to remind him are
the Bill of Rights, and the Act of Succession
both included for us, in this Act; but they are
fundamental acts and parts of the British
Constitution, and no one as yet has argued
that they belong to the same class, as the ordi-
nary Statutes of the realm. They are looked
upon, to use Lord Chatham’s words, as “the
Scriptures of the Constitution;” while other
ordinances of Parliament are as the writings
of particular commentators, open to revision
and correction (hear, hear). But, sir, I will go
farther than the fitness of the time, the
constitutionality and circumspection of the
change, and the excellence of the Act; I
affirmed this, that in establishing a second
Constitutional Government on this continent,
we are rendering an unpurchasable service to
the cause of civil and religious liberty every-
where. I say a second Constitutional Gov-
ernment, for I admit that of Washington to be
the first, and I suppose we must leave Mexico
at present out of the account, not only of
constitutional, but of civilized governments.
What is it to establish such a second govern-
ment in America? It is, in my humble opin-
ion, to provide all men with an opportunity
of comparison, and a means of choice be-
tween two systems—the British representa-
tive system of free government, and the
American, or Democratic system. It is to give
the third generation of the 19th century an
opportunity to observe the institutions of our
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common ancestors adapted to our Canadian
circumstances, side by side with the institu-
tions of Anglo-American invention, in the last
years of the last century. It is to put side by
side in this new arena, filled with eager
spectators, the masterpieces of Alfred and
Edward I; of Bacon, Somers, and Chatham,
with the masterpieces of Washington, Ham-
ilton, Jefferson, Madison, and Marshall; it is
to compare an ancient text of freedom, en-
riched with the commentaries of Hall, Burke,
Mansfield, and Mackintosh, with a modern
text elucidated by Webster and Storey and
Calhoun. They have no cause to be ashamed
of their political progenitors, neither have we
(hear, hear); and with all possible admiration
for the age that produced the American con-
stitution, and the illustrious men who adopted
it, I hope we live in a better century than
they did (hear, hear). This century, as com-
pared with the 18th may be called a
religious century; there is no Bolingbroke
possible now “to patronise Providence;’ no
Voltaire to argue “that Christ was no charm-
ist;” no Lichtenberg to anticipate the day
when “the belief in God would be like a
nursery tale;” the skeptical method of Des-
cartes is not, thank God, the philosophical
gospel of the age. Though the Republican
Fathers were many of them sincerely reli-
gious men, yet many others, such as Jefferson
and Franklin, were professed skeptics; and
the philosophy of doubt, breaking off all
traditions, and pretending that each man
should start afresh on his own consciousness,
acknowledging nothing he could not prove,
was too congenial to the epoch and its work,
not to be acquiesced in by the majority. Ra-
tionalism Hes at the root of Republicanism;
faith and reverence have prepared the deeper
and better foundations of our form of Gov-
ernment; and until faith and reverence fail
from our hearts, or those of our children, I
have no fear that this, our Constitution, will
fail. (Applause) I come now, sir, to refer
lastly, to wwhat gives the completion of char-
acter to this work, the clause affirming the
sovereign rights of Her Majesty and her
successors, over British America. These
clauses, declaring the Executive power to
reside with the Queen, to be exercised by and
with the advice of Her Privy Council for
Canada; declaring the sovereign to be Com-
mander-in-Chief of all the land and sea
forces of this couniry; declaring the Queen
the first estate of this Parliament; all these
are merely declaratory clauses, repeating and
renewing old maxims and arrangements. What
is remarkable, however, is that whereas simi-
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lar ' declaratory clauses are found in ‘the
Quebec Act, and the Union Act of 1840, they
were both statutes framed in England exclu-
sively, while the clauses, and all the remain-
der, were drafted and proposed by Colonists
only. It is remarkable that a hundred years
after the Stamp Act and Tea Tax; ninety
years after the Declaration of Independence;
nearly half a century after the promulgation
of “the Monroe Doctrine”; the representatives
of these Provinces should have taken upon
themselves, so solemnly to re-assert as fun-
damental constitutional propositions, the
sovereignty of the English Crown, over all
our territory. (Applause.) What was done in
this way in 1840, and in 1799, was done by
others; but these declaratory clauses are our
own work. I do not say that we are free to
take any other course; I do not pretend that
we could have raised, even if we would, the
question of Sovereignty, in 1864 or in 1867; I
only speak of the cardinal fact as I find it,
that we have here, by our own act, selected
the monarchical form of Government for our-
selves and for our children; that for them
and for ourselves, we have entered into this
solemn compart to uphold the constitutional
monarchy in this country; and that the
Queen, and her Imperial Parliament and
Government, have, on their part, by the pas-
sage of this Bill with these provisions, with
equal solemnity, constituted themselves par-
ties to this compact and agreement. (Hear,
hear.) I do not desire, sir, fo dwell at present,
on all the corrollaries and consequences likely
to flow from this formal and solemn estab-
lishment of monarchy on this Continent, by
the voluntary act of four millions of its
inhabitants, but this is the path which by this
Act, we have voluntarily chosen to enter—by
this path, if we are not to abandon it, we are
to journey on into the future, and whither it
leads there we must follow. Sir, for one, I can
truly say, that I saw and felt all along the
solemnity of the selection we were called
upon to make, but I never doubted, no not
for one instant, that we had decided well in
choosing to affirm so unmistakably as we
have done the principles of Constitutional
and responsible monarchy, for these Prov-
inces. I am fully aware of the intense propa-
gandist force which resides in the democratic
idea. I know there are democratic fanatics
who damn all other sects in politics, but their
own; but looking back to the venerable cen-
turies of Christian civilization which have
preceded us, I am not taught, that it is best
for the people, that the headship of the State
should be frequently elective. Our Republican
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neighbours may prefer their own institutions
as much as pleases them; but at all events,
they must allow us to have a preference also,
even though it should not quite coincide with
their own. (Hear, hear.) We can honour and
reverence their illustrious Martyr President,
who fell a victim to his duties; but they must
permit us also, to reserve some of our admi-
ration and sympathy, for the Martyr of
Queretaro, as well as the Martyr of Mexico:
for that gallant gentleman, a true Prince, the
worthiest to rule that Mexico had ever seen,
but of whom Mexico was not worthy: that
cruelly murdered Prince, whose effigy the
House of Hapsburg may be proud to raise in
long procession of the Illustrious Princes, his
ancestors! Sir, I certainly cannot agree with
the honourable member (Mr. Howe) that the
time or the means chosen, ought to subject us
to the displeasure of our Republican neigh-
bours. This Union project is a very old
one—as old as the country, and though has-
tened by recent events among them and
among ourselves, it certainly dates long
beyond the firing by Beauregard on Fort
Sumter. No question of Sovereignty was
raised by us; we merely embodied and re-
affirmed a power that already existed, and
which the Republic always recognized as ex-
isting in North America. If we had sought to
plant a despotism by their side—without rep-
resentative  institutions—without securing
the common rights of free men, sprung from
the same source as their own; then, indeed,
they might have cause for suspicion and
displeasure. As it is I deny that we have
given them any such cause, and I submit that
such an argument, or assertion ought not to be
advanced on the floor of a Canadian Parlia-~
ment. (Hear, hear.) The honourable member
opposite (Mr. Howe) also bestowed a good
deal of his ready ridicule on the expression so
often used in His Excellency’s Speech—of “a
new nationality.” He was not precise in stat-
ing his objections to the use of that expres-
sion; but I inferred that he thought it prema-
ture as to time, and inconsistent with the
continuance of the Imperial connection. He
talked of walking upon stilts, and having “the
stilts knocked from under us,” as if our
increased stature as a people in 1867, was a
forced and artificial increase. I need not surely
remind the honourable member, that in the
year 1800 including Newfoundland and Prince
Edward Island, with the British mainland
we were less than 400,000 souls altogether;
and when the Sydenham Union was carried,
about two millions, while we are now, includ-
ing the same Provinces, fully 4,000,000. (Hear,
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hear.) These living millions are stilts, and we
are vain enough to think we can stand on
them. In 1790, the United States commenced
with a total population of 3,900,000 souls, but
they had, it is true, no gigantic native neigh-
bours on their flanks; still they had the
power of England on this side, of Spain in the
Floridas, and of France in Louisiana. They
began modestly and moderately, and they
have advanced by degrees, in their “new
nationality”. T ask the honourable gentleman
this question—if he does not look forward to
a new nationality here, in these Provinces, to
what does he look forward? Surely he must
see that a population which increased in sixty
years, a hundred fold, cannot be reckoned
upon as a stationary quantity? With some
nations the best ambition is to keep what
they have got; but these are nations of fixed
population and full boundaries. Extending as
we are in space—increasing in num-
ber—improving in intercourse—we cannot
stand still politically, even if we tried. (Hear,
hear.) But the honourable member and his
followers seem to have some confused notion
in their heads, that a new nation cannot exist
within the Empire, consistently with the
Imperial connection, Sir, I don’t know where
they got such a notion, but it is a very
childish one, and contrary to all experience.
The Federal principle is precisely adopted to
meet a difficulty of that kind, and has for
many centuries met it successfully. In the
German Empire there never was any difficul-
ty as to the simple existence of separate
nationalities and kingdoms; in the Spanish
Empire, so long as its sovereigns respected
the rights and liberties of the component
parts, there was no difficulty of holding
together the kingdoms of the Netherlands, of
Aragon, and Naples; in the Austrian Empire,
when the rights of the ancient kingdom of
Hungary were respected the kingdom was in
fact, the mainstay of the Empire. In our own
day, we have in Hindostan an Empire within
an Empire, so constituted expressly on the
ground of strengthening the Imperial connec-
tion by the wisest statesmen, our contem-
poraries. So far, therefore, as to that childish
and foolish notion of incompatibility. But the
honourable member will not allow, that even
with our four millions, we have men enough
to start in the onerous career of a new
nationality. What amount of population does
he suppose then to be necessary to such a
start? For colonies, as colonies, to get togeth-
er and keep together, four millions of inhabi-
tants is no small achievement, and if we have
not increased more largely by immigration of
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late years than we have—if our present
population is 80 per cent native born to 20
per cent born abroad—I will tell the honour-
able member why we have not attracted and
retained more people, from the other side of
the Atlantic. 'We have not attracted more
people, because we have not made our coun-
try attractive; because we are not known as a
nation abroad; because these isolated Prov-
inces did not impress the imagination of the
emigrating classes. Who in the byeways of
Germany, or even of Britain, knew anything
of Canada, up to the other day? In those
hives of human labour, they knew only one
country—America—and one seaport—New
York. But once give your Provinces united
the aspect of Empire, make them a power
and a name, and the reputation and credit of
the Dominion will be our best immigration
agents abroad. (Hear, hear.) As to our inabili-
ty to stand alone, with the numbers we have,
I beg to observe, sir, that in my opinion, it
depends very much on our unanimity or
division. No power on earth can take forci-
ble possession of this country, if we are united
as one man, in its defence. (Applause.) No
population that can be stirred up against us,
can put a hostile four millions, face to face
with us on our own soil. If every man,
woman and child in Canada, is imbued with
the spirit which enabled Switzerland to hold
her own against the Austrian Empire, and
Spain in her decline to cast out Napoleon in
his vigour, we will be safe enough, within our
rivers and rapids in summer, and our snowed
up roads and freezing skies in winter. (Hear,
hear.) We complain sometimes of our rigorous
winters, but there is this compensation  at
least, that no invading force that bivouacked
out for one genuine Canadian night, would
ever answer to the call of the long roll again.
(Hear, hear.) My own views on the subject of
defence are pretty well known, and when my
honourable friend (Mr. Cartier) brings down
his measure, if the House desires to hear
them, I shall be happy to meet its wishes: but
I will now only say this, that I hope to see
the military spirit of our population en-
couraged in every way; that I hope {o see
rifle matches and tournaments become as
familiar municipal institutions as town meet-
ings, of county agricultural fairs. (Applause.)
I cannot, for one, agree that the best way to
make ourselves respected abroad, to secure
impunity from attack, is to depreciate the
sources of our strength; but rather to rely
upon and make the most of what Lord Bacon,
in his “{rue greatness of Britain,” considers a
main element of a nation’s strength, “its
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breed of men.” By the breed of men that
bring a nation safely through its destinies,
Lord Bacon must have meant—for he did not
live to finish out that essay—mnot only the
muscle of the men, their bodily hardihood,
but also their morale—their courage, docility,
and capacity of combination—the wisdom of
the few, to command, and the wisdom of the
many, to co-operate I do not disparage the
power of numbers; I do not underrate the
power of wealth; but above both I place the
safety of any State, great or small, in the
spirit and unity of its inhabitants, Now, it is
in the power of our public men to depress or
raise the public spirit; to strengthen or weak-
en the unity of the Commonwealth; and it is
because the election appeals made in Nova
Scotia have tended to beggar and belittle our
public affairs; to estrange and render suspi-
cious and skeptical the people; it is on these
grounds that I think their authors most cen-
surable of all, the many respects in which
they are censurable. Those who have taken
that line of politics have certainly not helped
to elevate the minds of our population, either
the constituent many, or the representative
few. I need not illusfrate this position by
reciting instances of the many countries
which have been undermined in their courage
or character, conquered within before they
were conquered without;—to name Greece is
enough:

“Enough! no foreign foe could quell

Thy soul, till from itself it fell!

Yes! self-abasement paved the way,

For villain bonds and despot sway!”

The policy of self-abasement I cannot see in
the light of policy at all. View it how we
may; turn it round and round; hang it in any
light you like, it will not wear the linaments
of prudence, or fortitude, or patriotism. I
trust this first Parliament of the Dominion
will stamp its reprobation upon every men-
tion of such a policy; and that while avoiding
all bravado on the one hand, as unbecoming
men in our position, we will in this place
endeavour to elevate, and not to depress, the
public spirit of the country (hear, hear). The
honourable member (Mr. Howe), said the oth-
er night he would not take back anything he
had said as to the extent of these Provinces,
he leaves us, unabridged, our square miles;
and I trust also he will leave us unshaken,
what is more essential, the faith of our people
in their own future, the faith of every man,
Canadian in Canada, and of every Province
in its sister Province (hear, hear). This faith
wrongs no one; burdens no one; menaces no
one; dishonours no one; and as it was said of
[Mr. McGee (Montreal West)]
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old, faith moves mountains, so I venture
reverently to express my own belief, that if
the difficulties of our future as a Dominion,
were (which I cannot yet see) as high as the
peaks of Etna or Tolima, or Illimani, yet that
the pure patriotic faith of an united people
would be all sufficient to overcome, and tri-
umph over all such difficulties. The honoura~
ble gentleman, after speaking for about two
hours and a-half, resumed his seat amid the
most enthusiastic plaudits, which lasted for
some time.

Mr. Anglin said that the members from his
province thought it better under the circum-
stances to let these resolutions pass without
discussion on their part. Had the member for
Hants moved the amendment of which he
first spoke they might have taken a different
course, for they deeply sympathized with the
representatives from Nova Scotia. He was
even surprised to hear representatives from
that Province discuss the details of the
scheme as far as they did; for he thought
they came here to deny the competency of
this tribunal. But although he and his friends
had remained quiet, it seemed they must
have this New Brunswick question dragged
into the House. The member for Montreal
West had declared that the scheme was with-
out stain or reproach. If he (Mr. Anglin)
must express his opinion he must regard the
scheme as the offspring of corruption, coer-
cion, and wrong. (Hear, hear). It was by these
means it was carried in his Province, and he
was here to justify his words. He proceeded
to give a brief outline of the whole {ransac-
tion in his Province, contending that the
scheme was at first surrounded with secrecy.
The question had never seriously occupied
attention in the Maritime Provinces. He
traced various conferences held, alleging that
as (Mr. Palmer, one of the delegates, stated)
considerable difference of opinion existed at
Quebec until one day a piece of paper was
quietly passed across the table, after which
everything was made pleasant. The Irish peo-
ple of the Maritime Provinces revolted
against the idea of Union. Its terms were kept
secret until published by Mr. Palmer, when
material differences were found in different
versions. The people of New Brunswick were
told the scheme was to relieve them of taxa-
tion. He only hoped all his opposition on this
point would prove to have been groundless.
They were told that Canada had no water
power, and that their Province would become
a great manufacturing centre for the
Confederation. He adverted at some length to
the pressure from the Colonial Office and
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other means which he alleged had been used
to carry the scheme, and asked whether these
were not of a character to destroy the object
they were employed to accomplish. He men-
tioned the Fenian raid at Campobello,
and said it was singular the Government had
time to make all the preparations they did,
after receiving information before the first
Fenian made his appearance. He indignantly
denied any sympathy for Fenianism in the
Province, it being one of the arguments of
the opposition that that movement was em-
ployed to further Confederation; that Killian
had disappeared just at that time—why and
where perhaps Government best knew. He
understood that at one time some business
relation existed between Killian and Mr.
McGee, and some people entertained the
possible suspicion that the movement on the
New Brunswick frontier was the result of
some common purpose of these two men. He
(Mr. Anglin) was inclined to believe this, and,
at any rate, there was something remarkable
in the conduct of these men at that time,
described the influences employed to oust the
Smith Government—influences which he char-
acterized as discreditable, and supplant it by
the Tilley Government, which went to the
country on cry of loyalty and managed to
make the people believe that in voting for
Confederation they voted for Queen and
country, while voting opposition they gave
countenance to Fenianism and treason. These
tactics prevailed in border counties, and
counties along the river Saint John; but in
the city of Saint John, where the Fenian
alarm was not so great, money was unblush-
ingly used to carry elections. As much as
$50,000, he was told, had been spent that
canvass. He then alluded to Mr. McGee’s
charges about Fenianism in Montreal, and
branded them as atrocious and disgraceful for
any man to make against a large and respect-
able body of his countrymen. It was disgrace-
ful that the honourable gentleman should cast
a burning stigma on the Irishmen of Montreal
for the sake of building himself up; and,
considering the antecedents of that honoura-
ble member, he was the last man who should
endeavour to fasten such unfounded charges
upon his countrymen. (Hear, hear). He com-
plained that one of the first effects of
Confederation in his Province was the com-
mission of an act of proscription, against
which he, as a Catholic representative of that
Province, was here to utter an earnest and
solemn protest. Although the Catholic body of
New Brunswick numbered one-third the
whole population, not one Catholic Senator
had been appointed out of twelve; although,
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according to numbers, Catholics would be
entitled to four, and at least three. Though
for reasons stated he could not join in the
congratulations contained in the address; it
would be the proudest day of his life, if at
some future time he could stand on the
platform in his own Province, to which he
owed his all, and declare he had been de-
ceived, and that this Confederation had
fulfilled the fondest, highest, warmest hopes
of those who had advocated it. (Applause).

Hon. Mr. Tilley replied at some length, and
commented on the inconsistency of the .
honourable  member, accepting a measure
which he charged had been carried by fraud
and corruption. He denied there had been
any injustice to the Catholics of New Bruns-
wick, and. pointed out the fact that his
colleague who had run on the same ticket
with him (Mr. Tilley) was .an Irish Roman
Catholic who  supported Confederation, and
that no Catholic Senator had been selected
for Ontario, but no complaint had been urged
on that account against the Reform and
Conservative parties that had selected them.
In New Brunswick they had to take of the
twelve ablest men from both sides of the
Legislative Council, and it so happened none
of them was Catholic. There was, however,
he need scarcely say, no intention of injustice
to any class of the population. (Hear, hear).
He challenged the statements of the honoura-
ble member that the elections in New
Brunswick had been carried through Fenian
excitement, intrigue and deception. He admit-
ted the union party had been routed in 1865,
and that it had been materially aided last
year by Fenian demonstrations on the fron-
tier; but how did the honourable member
opposite explain the elections of a few
months ago, when the Province, by an over-
whelming majority, reaffirmed its former ver-
dict in favour of Confederation. Those elec-
tions proved New Brunswick thoroughly in
favour of Union, for twelve TUnionists had
been returned by large majorities against
three who were ready to accept the situation.
In regard to another complaint that the Bank
of Montreal was drawing gold for the New
Brunswick Banks, and thus embarrassing
trade at Saint John, he said he was satisfied
that this accumulation of specie, if it existed,
could be only: temporary. One thing was
certain—the demands on the Dominion by the
local Government of New Brunswick as well
as Nova Scotia, thus far largely exceeded the
revenue derived from those sources, and he
(Mr. Tilley) would be quite willing, if the law
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permitted, to hand over the whole revenues
of those Provinces for the next two years to
the honourable gentlemen opposite, if they
would assume the responsibilities of the
Dominion in regard to those Provinces under
the Confederation Act.

Hon. Mr. Smith deprecated the revival
of electioneering contests which had taken
place in New Brunswick. He was deeply
interested in the country—his all was in
it—and he would do his best to carry out the
constitution, notwithstanding he believed it
had been carried by corruption and fraud. He
also gave his version of the manner in which
the question had been treated in his Province.
The last election was carried by a no-Popery
cry raised by the Minister of Customs. The
speaker then explained his negotiations with
the Lieutenant-Governor in regard to the
question of union, which he had contended
should be submitted to the people, amid cries
of “question.”

Hon. Mr. Johnson said in reference to
an appeal to the people, that it was a thing
unknown in England for a ministry that
could carry its measures to dissolve and ap-
peal to the people. If that were to be the
system, parliament might just as well be
abolished, and every question be decided
upon by the people direct. He denied that the
last election was carried by the no-Popery
cry on the part of the Confederate party; and
the cry of Fenianism at a former election, of
which complaint had been made, had no part
in the last election.

Hon. Mr. McKeagney said:—Late as is the
hour, Mr. Speaker, and much as I desire to
avoid occupying the time of this House with
any remarks of mine on the subject which
has already become exhausted, I feel it my
duty, nevertheless, in the interest of my con-
stituents, in behalf of the Province of Nova
Scotia, to enter my protest, my emphatical
protest, against this Confederation scheme,
because I think it unjust to Nova Scotia, and
more especially do I protest against the man-
ner—the very improper manner—in which it
has been consummated. The friends of the
measure have time and again attempted to
justify the action of the Assembly by the fact,
the bald fact, that they had the power to
change the constitution. I deny the position in
the sense that it can be done with beneficial
results or for any practical purpose. Do we
not know, sir, that theory and practice are
very different things? Supposing, for the sake
of argument, that Parliament in the plenitude
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of its power does undertake to consummate
an Act (a Constitutional Act let it be called)
at variance with the wishes of the people,
will there be anything gained by such a
course? Nothing whatever, and the statesman
who pushes his measures in advance of the
public séntiment evinces in my opinion nei-
ther tact nor judgment, and must soon be
borne down by the popular wave. But I deny
that anything can be found in Parliamentary
history to justify the mode in which
Confederation has been accomplished in Nova
Scotia. It is true, as a general proposition,
that Parliament is supreme, but in the inter-
pretation of this rule we must enquire what
are the ordinary functions of the Legislative
body; is it not to make and repeal laws for
the good of the people whom it represents?
Was it ever understood in any way—was
there any compact or agreement either ex-
press or implied between the people of Nova
Scotia and their representatives, that travel-
ling wholly out of and beyond the track
heretofore pursued by their predecessors,
they were at their mere pleasure to sweep
away our Constitution, and hand over our
Revenues to Canada, or any other power on
earth. The idea is preposterous in the ex-
treme! Have we the example in history of
any people being annexed to another without
their consent? I can find none, except in the
instance of a country conquered by force of
arms. The case of the union of Ireland cannot
be referred to as a precedent to justify the
measure, as that Act has always been justly
regarded as a foul blot on the Statute book,
and has given rise to discontent and heart-
burnings, which break out occasionally like a
running sore in the bosom of that unhappy
land. Who can predict then what evils may
yet grow out of this act of tyranny, perpetrat-
ed upon the people of a loyal and prosperous
Province? We must also look at the manner
of carrying the measure in our Legislature. I
make no direct charge against any one, but
certainly the complexion of the transaction is
more than suspicious. On ordinary occasions
of less moment than this, the policy to be
pursued has been enunciated in the Gover-
nor’s Speech. Parliament met, and not a word
was said about Confederation. Thus were the
people taken wholly by surprise, nor had
they the opportunity of remonstrating against
the Act until it was pushed through the
Legislature. Thus was it conceived in secrecy,
carried through the House with indecent
haste, and accomplished amid the jeers,
taunts, and abuse of the Confederation party,
who accused their opponents with disloyalty
and annexation proclivities. Is it any wonder
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then, that one deep feeling of indignation
should pervade the people of Nova Scotia at
this gross wrong and injustice? In the name
of Nova Scotia then, and more particularly in
the name of my own constituents, do I protest
against this Act of Union. I regard the means
by which it has been brought about as unjust
to the people, and the measure itself as unfair
in its details, and injurious to their interests.
Let us pause here, Mr. Speaker, and survey
the position. Confederation, it is true, has
become a fact accomplished. It has become
the law of the land. What is to be done then
to get rid of it? Do I accept the situation? No,
most emphatically no; I do not accept the
situation. Am I a Repealer it may be asked. I
answer yes! I am a Repealer. But how is
repeal to be effected? What are the best
means to be employed to accomplish this
desirable consummation? Now, to accomplish
repeal we must enlist on one side the sympa-
thies and legislative action of the Lords and
Commons of Great Britain. I do not think,
sir, that the opportune moment has arrived
for obtaining this cooperation. I think the
best way to accomplish repeal is to let the
Act of Union prove itself by its fruits. I much
fear that this Confederation fruit will be
bitter to the taste and unsightly to the eye of
Nova Scotia. Well, all the better for our
purpose. We will then have a case to present
to the Parliament of England, a case which
cannot be resisted. We can address the people
of England in this language: You forced this
Union upon us against our will; in vain have
we remonstrated, in vain have we petitioned
against its acceptance. You told us it was a
good measure; the nobility of England told us
so, Many of our people, some of them of
unquestionable talent and worth, have also
given it as their opinion that Union is good.
Well, out of deference to these opinions, we
have waited patiently in order to test the
truth of these predictions by the working of
the system, by the actual logic of events, and
behold its fruit, its bitter fruit! I would point
to Nova Scotia bleeding and covered with
wounds from the practical working of the
system;—to her children suffering from
depression, in their circumstances; and with
boldness and confidence would 1 then say,
Look! see what Confederation has done, in
the name of justice, in the name of right, in
the name of fair play, that familiar expres-
sion so well known to Englishmen, and which
finds a ready response in the great heart of
England, I say loose us, and let us go! Nor
would the appeal, I think, be in vain, at all
events it could be made with a greater pros-
pect of success than at present, when hasty
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action for Repeal without giving the measure
any trial whatever, would I fear be ascribed
to prejudice and passion on our part. For
these reasons, and because I do not desire to
now mar the effect of the Repeal movement,
I think it best for the present to suspend our
action and in the interest of Nova Scotia to
enter as I now do, my most solemn protest
against Confederation in the mode and man-~
ner of its accomplishment, and reserve to my
constituents the right of agitating for its
Repeal, whenever they may think proper to
do so. I will sharpen the sword of opposition
and put it in the scabbard for the present,
but not to sleep. Confederation is now upon
its trial and by its fruits shall it be judged
and estimated by the people of Cape Bretomn.
If contrary to expectation it should after all
prove to be for our benefit, we will then
indeed hail it as a boon and readily assist in
raising up the plant to a majestic tree, but on
the other hand, should its fruits prove un-
sightly to the eye and bitter to the taste, the
tocsin of Repeal shall be sounded with clarion
notes throughout the beautiful, picturesque,
and fertile plains of Cape Breton. Then shall
I draw the sword of Repeal; wield it in a
Constitutional manner, and never shall we
rest until our deliverance has been achieved,
until this forced Union shall be severed by
the strong will of a suffering but united
people.

Sir John A, Macdonald then moved in the
usual way the formal motion appointing a
select committee to draft an address to His
Excellency. Carried.

NOTICES OF MOTION

Mr. Robitaille—Monday next. —Address
for copies of reports and correspondence
relating to Intercolonial Railway since Que-
bec conference.

Mr. Sproat—Address for returns of surveys
and reports referring to harbours on east
coast of Lake Huron.

Mr. Mills—Enquiry of Ministry whether it
was their intention to make appropriations to
improve navigation on Rivers Thames and
Sydenham.

Mr. White—Address for amount of tolls
collected on Burlington Canal from April
1864 to July 1867 inclusive.

Mr. Smith—Enquiry of Ministry whether it
was their intention to introduce a measure
establishing Court of Repeal.
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Friday, November 15, 1867
RULES AND REGULATIONS

Sir John A. Macdonald moved the appoint-
ment of a committee to form rules and regu-
lations for the government of the House, to
consist of Messrs. Cartier, J. S. Macdonald,
Campbell, Dunkin, Dorion, Gray and the
mover. Carried. ‘

KAMOURASKA ELECTION

Sir John A. Macdonald moved that the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery do attend
this House on Monday next, with the return
of the last election of the County of
Kamouraska, together with the poll books, if
any there be, and all other papers, letters and
documents which may have been transmitted
to him by the Returning Officer for the said
county. Carried.

STANDING COMMITTEES

Sir John A. Macdonald moved that a com-
mittee be appointed to strike the select
Standing Committees, to consist of Messrs.
Cartier, Tilley, McDougall, Langevin, Howe,
J. S. Macdonald, Dorion, Holton, Fisher,
Mackenzie, Walsh, Morris, Smith, Chauveau,
Dufresne, and the mover. Carried.

NOTICES OF MOTION

The following Government notices of mo-
tion were given for Tuesday next:—

Sir J. A. Macdonald—Bill respecting inter-
pretation and construction of statutes.

Also, resolutions respecting the indemnity
of members, and the salaries of the Speakers
of both Houses.

Hon. Mr. Langevin—Bill respecting the de-
partment of the Secretary of State for
Canada.

Hon. Mr. McDougall—Bill respecting the
public works of the Dominion.

Hon, Mr. Tilley—Bill relating to the Cus-
toms Department.

CREATION OF A PUBLIC STOCK

Mr. Morris enquired whether the Gov-
ernment have it in contemplation to in-
troduce a measure for the creation of a public
stock, in which it should be legal to invest
trust funds.

Sir J. A. Macdonald replied that the
Government recognized the importance of the
subject, and had it under consideration.

GOVERNMENT SAVINGS BANKS
In reply to Hon. J. H. Cameron,

Sir J. A. Macdonald, stated that it was the
intention of the Government to submit to
Parliament during the present session plan
for Government savings banks.

A MINT
In reply to Mr. Dufresne,

Sir J. A, Macdonald said the Provincial
Government had no power to establish a mint
in the Dominion.

CANAL ENLARGEMENT

Mr. Masson enguired whether the Gov-
ernment intended to introduce a measure for
the enlargement of the Welland and St.
Lawrence Canals.

Hon., Mr. McDougall said the Government
fully recognized the great importance of this
subject; but did not think the finances of the
Dominion would justify such a measure at
present.

POSTAGE

Mr. Young engquired whether the Gov-
ernment intended to take steps to reduce the
rates of ocean and inland postage, and to
abolish newspaper postage.

Sir J. A. Macdonald replied that the
Government was considering a measure
which would shortly be submitted to Par-
liament, and would speak for itself.
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VALUE OF SILVER COIN

Mr. Morrison inquired whether the Gov-
ernment intended to introduce a measure for
the regulation of the value of foreign silver
coinage as part of the currency of the Do-
minion.

Sir John A. Macdonald said the Govern-
ment would introduce a Bill on currency
which would include the particular subject
mentioned.

MOVING FOR RETURNS

Mr. Mackenzie moved an address for a
return, showing the distribution of sums paid
out of the public chest to defray the expenses
of the elections for this House. Carried.

Mr. Mackenzie moved an address for a
return of the votes polled in each electoral
division during the late election. Carried.

Mr. Lawson moved for a number of returns
respecting the sale of the Hamilton and Port
Dover plank road. Carried.

Hon. Mr. Holton moved for an address for
copies of all agreements and correspondence
between the Government and the late
Province of Canada and the Bank of Mont-
real, having reference to the provisions of
the act of 1866, to provide for the issue of
provincial notes; and also all correspondence
since 1st August, 1866, between the Gov-
ernment of the late Province of Canada as
well as that of the Dominion of Canada with
the Bank of Montreal respecting the mode of
conducting the public accounts, and the terms
on which it should continue to be held by the
bank. Carried.

Mr. Oliver moved for returns respecting
the Inland Custom House offices of the Do-
minion, the amount of money collected, the
expenses, etc. Carried.

Mr. Mackenzie, in the absence of Mr.
Blake, moved for copies of all warrants, or-
ders, records, etc. in relation to the extradi-
tion of Lamirande. Carried.

UNION OF ALL THE BRITISH NORTH
AMERICAN PROVINCES.

Mr. Mackenzie moved an address for copies
of all correspondence held with the Gov-
ernments of the Colonies of Prince Ed-
ward Island, Newfoundland and British Co-
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lumbia, and with the Imperial Government
on the question of uniting these colonies and
the unorganized territory in the North-West
with the Dominion of Canada.

Sir John A. Macdonald said the corre-
spondence on these very important subjects
was in such a state that he did not think it
expedient to have it brought down at present.

Mr. Mackenzie said he had moved this
because, during the elections, he had had the
pleasure of hearing a Minister of the Crown
declare publicly that the correspondence with
some of these colonies was in such a state of
forwardness that the question of a union with
some of them was in all likelihood a guestion
of months if not of weeks.

Sir John A. Macdonald was understood to
say that he hoped this result would very soon
be realized with reference to some of the
colonies, and the motion might be repeated at
some future day, but at present it was not for
the interest of the country that the corre-
spondence should be brought down.

The motion was accordingly withdrawn.

TITLES CONFERRED ON MINISTERS

Mr. Parker, seconded by Mr. White moved
an address to His Excellency that he will be
pleased to lay before the House copies of any
representations addressed to His Excellency
by members of this House respecting the
marks of Royal favour which Her Majesty
had been pleased to confer upon them, and
of all despatches on the same subject to or
from Her Majesty’s principal Secretary of
State for the Colonies.

Sir John A. Macdonald said he was afraid
he could not consent to the passage of this
address; any representations that might have
been made to His Excellency, and any des-
patches addressed to the Colonial Secretary
were addressed to the Governor General in his
Imperial capacity and had reference to a
subject with which the House had no con-
cern. The conferring of Royal favour was an
act of Her Majesty in her Imperial position,
and any action of the Governor-General in
the matter was in his capacity as an Imperial
officer.

Dr. Parker said he had not had time to look
up authorities, but he had found one case in
which the granting of those honours by the
Crown gave dissatisfaction and was made the
subject of discussion in Parliament.
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“Mr. Holton said he took it that these hon-
ours were conferred by the Crown for ser-
vices to the people of this country represent-
ed in this House of Commons, and if he was
correct in that postulate, he maintained that
the representatives of the people in this
House had an interest in a subject which had
been made matter of representation and re-
monstrance by two leading members of the
House and in the Government, and they were
entitled to the production of these papers.
The Minister of Militia had no personal or
private relations either with the Governor-
General or the Duke of Buckingham, or with
Her Majesty the Queen. It was not in their
private capacity that Mr. Cartier and the late
Minister of Finance addressed these remon-
strances, but in their capacity of public men,
representatives of the people, and surely for
their own vindication as public men, they
ought to have this correspondence submitted
to Parliament. He would ask the learned
Knight to reconsider the question of granting
the papers. If he persisted in his refusal he
(Mr. Holton) might then have some remarks
to make on this subject.

Sir John A. Macdonald said if the member
for Chateauguay would examine the question
he would find that there was not an English
precedent for the production of the papers
referred to. There was one case in which an
Address was passed, asking Her Majesty to
confer certain marks of her favour on two
officers who had distinguished themselves in
the Crimea. The Government yielded to the
motion, but guarded against its being accept-
ed as a precedent. In the last case which
came before the English Parliament of this
character, there was a complaint that there
had been an improper distribution of honours
among those who had distinguished them-
selves during the Indian mutiny. Lord
Palmerston then laid down the doctrine that
it was a question entirely between the foun-
tain of honour and the recipients. The
Commons might fairly ask on whose advice
any honours bestowed by Her Majesty were
conferred—as, for instance, in the extreme
case of Her Majesty being ill, and advised to
confer honour on a person altogether un-
worthy of the distinction, to such an extent
that it would operate as a degradation of the
honour. But here the case was entirely differ-
ent, and if the Address were passed the
Governor-General, as an Imperial Officer,
might refuse to grant it without instructions
from England.
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Mr. Chauveau said that Hon. Mr. Cartier's
conduct in refusing decorations, implying a
difference between his services and those of
his colleagues, had been approved by all
Lower Canada. The circumstances of this
offer were an insult for himself and the
nationality he represents. More than once
Lower Canadians preserved English posses-
sions on that continent, and when they had
made ample sacrifice and given the best
proofs of patriotism and good-will in
Confederation, these services ought not to
have been put aside. It was a lesson given,
and he hoped it would be useful.

Mr. White said that in view of the principle
enunciated by the leader of the Government,
he asked leave to withdraw his name as a
seconder of the motion.

Mr. Howe said that doctrine was what we
had been in the habit of recognizing, but we
were now a nation, and it was a matter for
consideration whether honours conferred on
our public men might not give offence to this
House, and therefore it appeared to him that
we ought to have the papers. He had always
been in favour of having a just field open to
our public men; but he would say to the
House that we must now deal with this
subject as a nation—as an independent Leg-
islature representing four millions of people.
In the case of the honourable and learned
knight at the head of the Government, he
admitted that the honour had been justly
conferred; but we ought to know the princi-
ples on which these honours were awarded.
Men might act unjustly and lose the confi-
dence of this House, and yet be selected as
worthy recipients by the Imperial Govern-
ment. We were in a position to be laughed at
every day in the year. The English people are
very jealous of every matter of this kind, and
he gathered from the remarks of the member
for Quebec County (Mr. Chauveau) that he
felt this matter of some importance. We knew
certain Commissioners to Paris were not al-
lowed to receive from the Emperor on that
occasion the honours offered in recognition of
universal friendship and of public services
rendered on that occasion, without permission
from their Sovereigns. Well, if the Sovereign
was so jealous of any interference of a for-
eign nation, why should we not be so?

Mr. Mackenzie heartily sympathized with
the Minister of Militia in the position in
which he was placed in this matter. He
recognized the wvaluable services: of that
honourable gentleman in procuring Confed-



84 COMMONS DEBATES

eration. He knew that he brought his whole
strength and the strength of his party to bear
in doing a simple act of justice to the people
of Ontario, and they would have been glad to
have seen him receive the same recognition
of his services as was extended to the honour-
able leader of the Government. He thought
the House was entitled to these papers. With
the correspondence before them, members
would be able to judge more correctly of the
motives of the Imperial Government, and he
saw no reason why the motion should not be
granted.

Mr. Parker felt that there was no public
man in the country to whom they were more
indebted than to the Minister of Militia, (Hon.
Mr. Cartier). There was no public man who
had so greatly jeopardized his position in
accomplishing Confederation, and he was en-
titled to the very highest honour that could
properly be conferred. Whoever was responsi-
ble, an invidious distinction has been made.

Hon. John Hillyard Cameron said that if
any representation were made by this Gov-
ernment in regard to these honours, the
House had a right to have them; but the
question was, were any such representations
made? If not, it would be a bad precedent
in view of the decisions of the Imperial Par-
liament in similar cases, to grant the motion.
He also paid a high tribute to the services of
Mr. Cartier.

Mr. Morris said there was a class of heredi-
tary distinctions not adapted to the circum-
stances of this country; but there was another
class awarded for distinguished services
which might be fairly conferred on public
men in this Dominion; but he considered the
leader of the Government right in stating
that it would be a great inconvenience should
this motion be adopted. The principle which
controlled this question was that the Crown
was the fountain of honour, and the position
taken in England was that this question
would lead to the canvassing of individual
members, and that thereby great difficulties
would be caused. But while he said this, he
thought that if there was one man more than
another entitled to a recognition of his ser-
vices, it was the Minister of Militia.

Mr. Dunkin was not satisfied with the rea-
sons given by the Minister of Justice for the
motion not passing. The proposition that we
had nothing to do with the matter was er-
roneous. The word colonies applies to us no
longer. We have been told that we are a
nationality, and that we have adopted a word
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almost signifying as much, and without doing
so exactly—that we had a Parliament, that
the Queen was head of that Parliament, and
whatever the Queen does in public matters
unless prejudicial to the public interests, was
something into which we have a right to
inquire. As regards the Minister of Militia,
strongly as he had been opposed to him on
the question of Confederation, he could bear
testimony to the valuable services he had
rendered.

Sir John A. Macdonald agreed that if any
representations had been made by our Gov-
ernment to the Imperial Government, and
any honours were conferred in consequence
of such representations Ministers were re-
sponsible for them; but there were no such
representations. The honours were conferred
without any previous notice—therefore, the
only object of this motion would be to ascer-
tain by whose advice these honours were
conferred. But colonial ministers or the mem-
bers of the Imperial Government were not
responsible to this House. This Government
in fact possessed no papers—those referred to
having been sent to the Imperial Govern-
ment. No one knew better than he did the
distinguished services the Minister of Militia
had rendered—and he (John A.)) had no hesi-
tation in saying that the proffered honour
was wholly inadequate to the great services
of that gentleman; and he could say further
what was perhaps not generally known, that
long ago that honourable gentleman could
have obtained, and was in the way of obtain-
ing, honours, not only of this, but of the
hereditary class spoken of.

Mr. Holion thought that the real point
raised by this motion had been lost sight of.
Nobody proposed to censure the Imperial
authorities—nobody proposed to call in ques-
tion the action of the Crown itself in confer-
ring honours on any of the subjects of the
Crown, but what was proposed, as he took it,
was to call in question the action of the
prominent public men of this country-—mem-
bers of this house. In this matter they were
not groping in the dark. As he said before,
they know that two honourable gentlemen—
the Minister of Militia and the Minister of
Finance, did address formal remonstrances to
the Imperial authorities. On this very subject
if they mistook their position—if it were an
improper thing to address such remonstrances
to the Crown, surely they were responsible,
and the House was entitled to know the recep-
tion these remonstrances received from the
responsible advisers of the Crown in England.
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He was astonished that the Minister of Militia,
who did not look for pluck to defend himself,
was not anxious to remove the suspicion which
would inevitably result from the refusal of
those papers, that he had received a snubbing
at the hands of the Colonial Minister—that he
was told he had no right to address such
remonstrances to him. He (Mr. Holton)
thought the Minister of Militia was the
most concerned in having this motion
granted. He had not the felicity to be very
much in acecord with the Minister of Militia
on public matters, but when he saw the
substance of a remonstrance communicated
by himself, no doubt, to a friendly journal, he
was inclined for once to applaud the course
he took. He (Mr. Holton) should probably
dissent as to some of the grounds on which
the Minister of Militia based his remon-
strances, but he did agree with him that the
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distinction conferred by the title of C.B.,
instead of being an honorary one, was a
degradation, when offered to a leading man
in this country, whose services had been so
many; that it was a distinction beneath the
acceptance of any man who could command
the respect and confidence of a constituency;
but we were entitled to know, and this gentle-
man was interested in letting us know,
whether his remonstrance was met by re-
proof, in common language, or by snubbing.
He trusted such was not the fact; but such
would be the inference if the papers were
refused. The true point raised by this motion
was as to the conduct of our own public men.

The motion was then withdrawn.

The House adjourned at 5 o’clock till
Monday.
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The Speaker took the Chair at three
o’clock.

THE CHIEF JUSTICE OF NOVA SCOTIA

Mr, Savary presented a petition from Nova
Scotia, charging the Hon. W. Young, Chief
Justice of that Province, with illegal conduct
and other misdemeanours and praying that
steps be taken for his removal from office.

IMPROVEMENT OF NAVIGATION

Mr. Mills enquired whether it is the inten-
tion of Government to make any appropria-
tion to repair the Rondeau Harbour, and to
improve the navigation of the rivers Thames
and Sydenham.

Hon. Mr, McDougall replied that no answer
could be given to that question, as the Gowv-
ernment was not yet in a position to say
whether the works in question would be
under the control of the General or Local
Governments.

COURT OF APPEAL FOR THE DOMINION

Hon. Mr. Smith enquired whether it is the
intention of the Government to introduce
during the present session, a measure estab-
lishing a Court of Appeal for the Dominion of
‘Canada.

Sir John A. Macdonald said that whatever
the Government might do before the session
closed, it was not their intention to introduce
such a measure during the early part of it.

GOVERNMENT TELEGRAPHING

Mr. Walsh enquired whether it is the inten-
tion of the Government to introduce a meas-
ure for securing to the Government the
possession of the wvarious telegraph lines
within the Dominion, and providing for the
management of the same in connection with
the postal system.

Sir John A. Macdonald said the Govern-
ment, before introducing a measure, would
wait to see the action of the English Gov-
ernment on the same subject.
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ASSIMILATION OF ELECTION LAWS

Mr. Magill enquired whether it is the in-
tention of the Government in submitting a
plan for the assimilation of the laws of the
several Provinces of the Dominion respecting
elections and the exercise of the franchise, to
adhere to the terms of qualification for elec-
tors established by Clause 81, Chap. 51, Stat-
utes of Canada, 29th and 30th Victoria, and to
the repeal of sub-sections 1 and 2 of Chapter
6, Consolidated Statutes of Canada effected by
the said clause of said Act of 1866?

Sir John A. Macdonald said that in as-
similating  the election laws, the Government
would examine the qualifications of elections
existing in all the provinces, and were not yet
prepared to say whether they would maintain
the qualifications now existing in Canada.

ANNUAL DRILL

Mr. Pope enquired whether the volunteers
are to have their sixteen days’ annual drill
this season, and if they do, when will they be
required to commence their drill?

Hon, Mr. Cartier said that the Adjutant-
General had placed in his hands a memoran-
dum on this subject, which the Government
were now considering.

COMMITTEE ON BANKRUPTCY AND
INSOLVENCY

Hon. Mr. Abboit moved the appointment of a
committee to enquire into and report upon the
nature and operation of laws of bankruptcy
and insolvency now in force in the several
Provinces of the Dominion—such committee
to be composed of Messrs. Smith, Gray,
Huntington, Irvine, Wood, Street, Casault,
Crawford, Simard, Harrison, Workman,
Campbell, Hugh McDonald, and the mover.

Mr. Fisher remarked that His Excellency’s
speech intimated that the Government would
submit a measure on that subject. According
to his ideas of Parliamentary Government,
the responsibility of dealing with a subject of
that kind should not be laid on a committee
of the House when Government promised a
measure,



Sir John A. Macdonald said there was no
inconsistency between the statement in the
speech that Government were prepared to
introduce a Bill on bankruptcy, and the ac-
tion of the member for Argenteuil in moving
a committee to enquire and report on the
working of the present bankruptcy law in
Canada proper, and in the Lower Provin-
ces—if there be any such Act there. The
Committee might be of great service to the
Government, as the Government could not
otherwise get the information that would be
laid before the committee. He might say that
the Government were well satisfied on the
whole with the working of the present bank-
ruptey law, which was the work of his
honourable friend who made this motion, and
of the Vice-Chancellor Mowat. To these gen-
tlemen we were indebted for a common
sense, practical measure. It was, however, of
course, an experimental measure, and he was
glad the honourable gentleman who made the
motion was willing to devote his time this
session to making these enquiries.

Mr. Johnson said that if the doctrine just
laid down was to be followed out, every
subject embraced in His Excellency’s speech
might be dealt with in the same way. He
thought -it would be very unfortunate to in-
troduce such a system. Suppose the commit-
tee as a result of their enquiries, were indeed
to bring in a report setting forth certain
views; then if the Government introduced a
measure different from that, they would be
bound either to vote against the Government
or to go in the face of their own report. He
thought the course proposed was a very awk-
ward one, and, if it was to be followed they
might as well dispense altogether with the
Governor’s speech.

Mr. Mackenzie pointed out that in the
motion as originally submitted there were on
the Committee only two commercial men
-—Workman and Simard, and that it did not
include a single member on his side of the
House from Western Canada. He would sug-
gest the addition of Mr. McGill and Mr.
Blake to the Committee.

Mr. Abbott said he was quite willing these
names should be added.

The motion, as thus amended, was agreed
to. ‘

THE SHERIFF OF HALTON'S CLAIMS

Mr. White moved for copies of accounts
claimed to be due by the Government of the
late Province of Upper Canada, to George
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McKenzie, Sheriff of the County of Halton,
and all correspondence relating to such
Government. These claims extended over ten
years, and it was understood they had been
referred by the Auditor’s Department and
referred to the Crown lawyers. As there was
a difference of opinion in the County of
Halton with respect to the legality and justice
of the charge, it was desirable that the corre-
spondence should be made public.

Sir John A. Macdonald said that if the
Government received the reports on payment
and acquiesced in the reference, he did not
see how anybody had anything to do with it;
but he would look into the matter.

The motion accordingly was allowed to
stand.

THE NORTH WEST TERRITORY

Mr. Bodwell moved an address for all pa-
pers and correspondence relating to claims of
the Hudson’s Bay Company over the north
west territory, or to the acquisition of the
Territory by the late Province of Canada or
the Dominion.—Carried.

Hon. Mr. McDougall said there were cer-
tain documents in the correspondence which
it might not be in the interest of the public
service to bring down. Such papers, however,
as could be made public would be sent down.

Mr. Howe said this was a subject of a very
large character, and of great importance. The
minister of Public Works seemed disposed to
withhold certain papers. This might be right
and proper, but he hoped the Government
would not take any step towards the pur-
chase of that territory without the authority
of the House. He was under the impression
that the Hudson’s Bay Company might be
bluffed off without our making an expensive
purchase. They had feathered their nests for
a very long time out of that territory, and
now, in common decency, they ought to aban-
don it.

This motion -‘was then agreed to.

BREWERIES AND DISTILLERIES

Mr. Oliver moved for a return of the quan-
tity of beer manufactured, and the quantity
of grain used in such manufacture in each
brewery in the Province of Ontario.

Sir John A, Macdonald said there could be
no objection to giving the information sought,
provided the honourable gentleman did not
insist on the names of the parties being
given.
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Mr. Oliver said his object was to ascertain
the exact quantity of beer manufactured in
each brewery, as there was a suspicion enter-
tained that the breweries in the Province did
not return one-fourth of the quantity manu-
factured—thus depriving the country of a
large revenue.

Sir John A. Macdonald thought the honour-
able gentleman should go further and state
on what reasonable grounds that suspicion
was based. In England they were so very
careful in such matters that not even a mem-
ber of the government was allowed to know
the income returned by the Rothschilds,
Baring, etc. It was every man’s interest to
keep the knowledge of his business to him-
self.

Mr. Holton thought the distilleries should
be included in the motion, in order that it
might be seen what was the proportion be-
tween the grain received into these establish-
ments and the product of grain in beer and
spirits. It was a matter of notoriety that gross
frauds were committed both in respect to
beer and spirits, and the object of the motion
was, he presumed, to get data for ascertain-
ing the facts as to this, and not to attack
particular establishments.

Sir John A. Macdonald said he would have
no objection to give from each brewery and
distillery, distinguished by numbers, the
amount of grain received and amounts of
excise paid.

Mr. Mackenzie thought a return of the
nature indicated by the Minister of Justice
would not answer the purpose. In a circular
which had been addressed to the members by
a firm in the West—Grant & Co., Hamil-
ton—some extraordinary statements were
made. They said that Mr. Brunel, the chief
officer of excise, told them that the Gov-
ernment did not collect more than one-third
of the duty. They said, too, that of the large
quantity of lager beer manufactured, not one-
eighth part paid the duty.

Hon, Mr. Howland considered a return pre-
pared in the way suggested by the Minister
of Justice would serve every necessary end.
He was quite certain the assertion as to the
alleged statement of Mr. Brunel was incor-
rect.

Mr. Young said it appeared to him the
whole object of the motion would be lost
unless the name of the brewer and distiller
was given. If the particular establishment
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was not named, they could not compare the
amount returned with the amount of business
done.

Mr. Oliver said he should like to amend his
motion, so as to include distilleries as well as
breweries, and with that view would allow it
to stand for the present.

DEFENCE OF THE PROVINCE

Mr. Mackenzie in the absence of Mr.
Blake, moved for copies of despatches and
correspondence between the Imperial and
Canadizan Governments touching the defence
of the country.

Sir John A. MacDonald said that communi-
cations between the two Governments were
of a confidential nature, and therefore could
not be given at present. However, before any
action should be taken in the matter of
defence such papers as could be submitted
would be sent down.

The motion was allowed to stand over.

COLLECTION OF CUSTOMS AND
HARBOUR DUES

Mr. Lawson moved for a number of returns
respecting the collection of Customs and
Harbour tolls.—Carried.

SALARIES OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS

Hon. Mr. Smith moved for returns showing
th> salaries of Post-masters and Post Office
Clerks, Treasurers and Deputy Treasurers
and collectors of Customs and Inland
Revenue and Excise in the Dominion of
Canada, and also the officers and employees
on the Government Railways in New Bruns-
wick and Nova Scotia.—carried.

SECRET SERVICE MONEY

Mr. Mackenzie, in the absence of Mr.
Blake, moved for a return showing the
amount remaining unexpended on the 1lst day
of July last, of the sums granted during last
session of the Parliament of the Province of
Canada, for secret service; and, also, of the
amount remaining unexpended at this
date —Carried.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILROAD

Mr. Robitaille moved an address for copies
of all correspondence, etc., relating to the In-
tercolonial Railroad since the conference held
at Quebec on the subject of the Union of the
Provinces.—Carried.
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HARBOURS ON LAKE HURON

Mr. Sproat moved for a return of all sur-
veys and reports having reference to the
harbours on the east coast of Lake Huron.
—Carried.

BURLINGTON BAY CANAL TOLLS

Mr. White moved for a return of the
amount of tolls collected at Burlington Bay
Canal from the 1st of April, 1864, to 1st July,
1867.

Mr. White said his object in moving for
this return was to show the people of Ham-
ilton that they had lost a very good offer by
a former Government respecting the transfer
of this work to the City, and to show also the
injustice of the tax on vessels entering or
leaving that port. Vessels and goods could
pass through the Welland and St. Lawrence
Canals to the sea-board by paying one toll,
while those from Hamilton had to pay two
tolls.

Mr. Magill, seconder of the motion, said
that the ultimate object of the motion was to
get the canal tolls abolished, so that the Port
of Hamilton should be in the same position as
the other ports in the Dominion. At present
the merchants of Hamilton laboured under a
very great grievance. The people of the
United States could ship through the Welland
and St. Lawrence Canals by paying but one
toll, whereas Hamilton merchants had to pay
two.

The motion was carried.

THE VACANCIES IN THE CABINET

‘Mr. Holton said that before the orders of
‘the day were called, he desired to ask the
Leader of the Government whether the
negotiations to which reference was made
last week, in regard to the filling up of
vacant offices in the Government, had been
concluded. The Leader of the Government
had then said that negotiations were in such a
condition that he hoped in a day or two to be
able to announce the result to the House. He
wished now to give that honourable gentle-
man an opportunity of making that state-
ment.

Sir John A. Macdonald said he had a
motion to make which would serve as a reply
to his honourable friend. He moved that a
writ do issue for the election of a member for
the County of Huntingdon, vacant by the
acceptance by the Hon. John Rose of the
office of Finance Minister. He went on to say
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that, on the recommendation of the late Fi-
nance Minister (Mr. Galt), negotiations were
opened with a view to the appointment of the
Minister of Inland Revenue (Mr. Howland) to
the vacancy. He preferred holding his present
office, which was not such an onerous charge
as that of Minister of Finance. Negotiations
were then entered into with the late member
for Huntingdon, and that gentleman, after a
considerable amount of reluctance, and a
desire to be saved from the anxiety of that
office, yielded to pressure, and accepted the
appointment. With respect to the other
office—the Secretaryship for the Provin-
ce—that had not been filled, and when he
said the other day that negotiations were on
foot which he hoped would result successful-
ly, he meant only the office of Minister of
Finance. He did not intend at present to enter
into the question of the distribution of offices,
but might say that the distribution so far
was, in a great degree, experimental. He did
think, and still thought, that the duties of
Secretary were so increased that one officer
was unable to perform them. The office of
Secretary of State was one of every-day
labour, requiring every-day attention, and,
with the development of the country, its
duties were every day increasing. The Pro-
vincial Secretary, of Quebec, required two
under secretaries to assist in discharging his
duties. Those of the Secretary of the Do-
minion were, to some extent diminished, be-
cause a good deal of work has been localized;
but the area of work was enlarged, and
therefore the Secretary of the Dominion
would have as much to do as the old Pro-
vincial Secretary had. Besides that, the
Government had thought it well to add to the
duties of Secretary of the Provinces two
important branches. The Indian Affairs were
formerly managed by the Commissioner of
Crown Lands. We had now no commissioner,
so there were no Crown Lands except the
Public Lands, and his duties had been placed
in the hands of the Secretary of State. The
Ordnance Lands which had been handed over
to the Provincial Government in considera-
tion with maintaining a certain defensive
force, were also put under the management
of the Secretary of State. Then there would
always be a considerable amount of corre-
spondence between the Local and General
Governments. How far these duties would be
sufficient to occupy the attention of a Min-
ister, had not yet been sufiiciently developed
and for the present it was not intended to
appoint a successor to the Secretary of State
for the Provinces.
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Mr. Holton said that, of course, in the
absence of the Minister of Finance, it would
be undesirable to make any remarks as to his
fitness for this office; but the honourable
leader of the Government would see that in
view of the well known opinions of that
gentleman—(Mr. Rose)—on trade questions,
as developed last session, the public of the
Dominion would be interested to know
the change, which had taken place in the
personnel of that, by far the most important
department of Government. Of course it was
fresh in the recollection of every member
of the House, that in the session of 1866,
the commercial policy of the late Minister of
Finance, Mr. Galt, had no more strenuous
opponent in this House than Mr. Rose.

Sir John A. Macdonald—He voted for that
policy.

Mr. Holton—The honourable gentleman
says he voted for it which would have been
to say, what he would not otherwise have
said. In the absence of the Hon. Minister of
Finance, that honourable gentleman made a
very elaborate speech against that tariff, he
applied every variety of argument to it, and
was among the strongest opponents of it, and
the question which would most interest the
people of the country, was not as to the
individual who was to receive the appoint-
ment, but as to its bearing on the commercial
policy of the country. Of course in the long
negotiations which have taken place as to the
acceptance of office by Mr. Rose, it might be
fairly assumed that this had been the difficul-
ty—how to reconcile his views as a high
protectionist, with the views of Government,
and he (Mr. Holton) thought the conclusion
reached as to the public policy as affected by
this change were fair subjects of enquiry, and
he hoped his honourable friend, the leader of
the Government, would be prepared to state
them.

Sir John A. Macdonald said he did not
propose to discuss the position of the honour-
able Minister of Finance in his absence, but
he could state that the monetary policy of the
Government which was framed on the 2nd of
July last, when Mr. Galt was appointed
Minister of Finance, would be carried out.

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE

Mr. Holion intimated that to-morrow he
proposed calling the attention of the House to
a question of privilege, namely, position of
certain officers of the Crown in the Provinces
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of Ontario and Quebec, as bearing upon their
right under the independence of Parliament
Act to occupy seats in the House. He had
proposed doing so to-day, but his honourable
friend the member for Cornwall was absent,
and not having had an opportunity of com-
municating with the leader of the Govern-
ment before the meeting of the House, he
concluded to postpone it until to-morrow, and
gave this intimation. Before sitting down, he
wished to enquire of the Minister of Inland
Revenue when he might look for the public
accounts of the late Province of Canada. We
had none for the two years ending July 1866
and 1867. And also when the trade and navi-
gation returns for the same period would be
brought down.

Hon. Mr. Howland said the public accounts
would be submitted to-morrow, and the trade
and navigation returns in the course of the
week.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY

Sir John A. Macdonald brought down a
message from His Excellency to the House of
Commons, as follows:—

I thank you for your dutiful and loyal address,
and for the assurance that the important business
to be submitted to you will receive your attention.

KAMOURASKA ELECTION RETURN

On motion of Sir John A. MacDonald, Mr.
Langevin, the Clerk of the Crown in Canada,
attended with the return of the last election
of the County of Kamouraska, and all other
documents received by him connected there-
with.

NOTICE OF MOTIONS

Mr, Bellerose—Wednesday next—Bill enti-
tled “an Act respecting timber on the naviga-
ble rivers of the Dominion.”

Hon. Mr. Connell—Wednesday next—Ad-
dress for returns of names of all officers or
employees connected with Parliament or
Departmental Buildings, with salaries, etc.;
the amount expended on Buildings, amount
due or claimed to be due on contracts for
erection of Parliament Buildings, and esti-
mate of the cost of completing the same.

Hon., Mr. Connell—Wednesday next—En-
quiry whether the government contemplate
making any further survey of the different
routes for the Intercolonial Railway previous
to locating the line; if so, what line they
intend to survey, and whether a measure for
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the construction will be introduced this ses-
sion.

Mr., Savary—Wednesday next—Enquiry of
the Minister whether it is the intention of the
Government to introduce during the present
session a Bill relating to patents, permitting
American citizens to receive patents, etc.

Mr. Magill—Wednesday next.—Inquiry
whether it is the intention of Government to
make good the charitable appropriations in
the Province of Ontario to 3rd June, 1867.

Hon. Mr. Anglin—Wednesday next—En-
quiry of the Ministry whether any persons
named in Her Majesty’s proclamation to
represent New Brunswick in the Senate have
declined the seats; and if so, if the Ministry
in filling vacancies intend to give due weight
to the just and reasonable claims of the
Catholics of New Brunswick in proportion to
the members.

Mr. Blanchet—Wednesday next.—Enquiry
whether it is the intention of Government to
recompense, either by grant of land or other-
wise, the Volunteers who were out during the
Fenian invasion, as well as those who have
served for five years.

Mr. Bellerose—Wednesday next.—Address
for statement of cost of roads in the Isle of
Jesus.

Dr. Parker—Wednesday next.—Address for
copies of correspondence, etc. between the

COMMONS DEBATES

November 18, 1867

Government of the Dominion and the Lieu-
tenant-Governor of Ontario.

Mr. Tremblay—Wednesday next.—Enquiry
whether the Government intend to erect a
lighthouse at Port Neuf Point, Egg Island
and Manicouagan Point, and to place a float-
ing light and steam whistle at the eastern
extremity of Red Island Shoal in the river St.
Lawrence.

Mr. Blanchet—Wednesday next.—Address
for copies of correspondence with Her
Majesty’s principal Secretary of State for the
Colonies with regard to the termination of
the Railway intended to connect Quebec with
Halifax.

Hon. Mr. Fisher—Wednesday next.—En-
quiry whether the Judges of the Superior
Court of New Brunswick have made any
claim for salary or allowance other than what
is allowed by the law of that Province.

Mr. Masson—Wednesday next.—Whether
the General or Local Governments will have
the appointment of Magistrates.

Mr. Foritier—Wednesday next—Enquiry as
to the intention of the Government in refer-
ence to navigation on the maritime coast of
Canada, The Gulf and River St. Lawrence
and Great Lakes, etc. ete.

The House adjourned at half-past four.

Mr. Connell (Carleton, N.B.)]
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The Speaker took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Mr. Dufresne presented the petitions of
George Baby, Esq., against return of F. B.
Godin for the District of Joliette.

Hon. J. S. Macdonald presented the peti-
tion of B. Hutchins, Esq., against the return
of the Hon. J. J. C. Abbott for the County of
Argenteuil.

Hon. Mr. Kierzkowski presented the petition
of R. E. Fontaine against the return of P. S.
Gendron for the County of Bagot.

Mr. Huot presented the petition of Adolphe
Gagnon against the return of F. X. Cimon for
the County of Charlevoix.

Hon. Mr. Cartier presented the petition of
the Hon. J. C. Chapais, complaining of the
return for the District of Kamouraska and
claiming the seat.

Mr. Fortier presented the petition of Mr.
Lanctot against the return of Hon. G. E.
Cartier for Montreal East.

Mr. Casault presented the petition of J. A.
N. Provencher against the return of Mr.
Fortier for the District of Yamaska.

Mr. Simard presented the petition of L. B.
Massue against the return of F. Geoffrion for
the District of Vercheres.

Hon. Mr. Dorion presented the petition of
L. B. Caron against the return of B. Pouliot
for the County of L’Islet.

Mr. Archambault presented the petition of
J. Lanoutte against the return of the Hon. A.
A. Dorion for the District of Hochelaga.

Mr. McCarthy presented the petition of S.
Franchemontagne against the return of A. H.
Paquet for the District of Berthier.

Hon. Mr, Dorion presented the petition of
P. V. Valin against the return of P. G. Huot
for the electoral Division of Quebec East.

STANDING COMMITTEES

Sir John A. Macdonald from the commit-
tee appointed to strike the select standing
committees of the House, presented lists of
such committees which were concurred in.

PRINTING COMMITTEE

Mr. Mackenzie moved that a message be
sent to the Senate, requesting that body to
unite with this House in the formation of a
joint committee on printing.—Carried.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS

Sir John A. Macdonald moved that in
addition to Tuesday and Friday, as at pres-
ent, Thursday be a day for Government
business—that on those days, after Govern-
ment business, other business may be taken
up, and that on Mondays and Wednesdays
after the business in hand of private mem-
bers is gone through with, Government busi-
ness may be taken up.—Carried.

Mr, Holton said he entirely approved of
this motion as likely to accelerate business in
the House, but he desired to ask whether the
leader of the Government would now or on
an early day state what measure Ministers
proposed introducing to the House and press-
ing to a final passage during this part of the
session. It seemed to be generally understood
that the session was to be divided into two
parts—one to be brought to a close as early
as possible in December, and that an ad-
journment should then take place to give the
Government time and opportunity to elabo-
rate the measures which they were not now
prepared to submit. This under the actual
circumstances of the case seemed a reasona-
ble course for the Government to pursue, but
he thought it right that the Government
should communicate to the House the order
in which they proposed to deal with the
public business.

Sir John A. Macdonald said it was the
intention of the Government to divide the
session into two parts. The Government of
the Dominion was formed on the 1st of July
and very soon afterwards the members had
to devote their time to their own elections
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and elections of their friends. During that
time, of course, they had no opportunity to
prepare their measures and elaborate the
details. The House then had to be summoned
in order to meet the requirements of the
Union Act, to pass the supplies and such
measures as were immediately necessary. He
hoped tomorrow to be able to state what
measures would be pressed on the attention
of the House during the first part of the
session, which he hoped would be got through
in a very short period. It was proposed that
Parliament should meet again in February.
The reason of the delay was that, in the first
place, it would give the Government two
months to elaborate its measures, and they
should endeavor, as far as possible, to pre-
pare the Bills and send them to members
during the adjournment, that they might con-
sider them at their homes. Another reason
for the delay was, that the arbitrators
between the General Government and those
of Ontario and Quebec could not, according
to the Union Act, be appointed until after the
General Parliament and both Local Parlia-
ments met, and until the arbitrators met we
we could not ascertain what property the
Dominion had-—what was the state of ac-
counts between the General Government’s
and the Governments of Ontario and Quebec,
or how the assets and liabilities were to be
divided. He might mention now one measure
which would be submitted during this part of
the session. The Union Act rendered impera-
tive a measure for the construction of the
Intercolonial Railway; a commencement had
to be made within six months of the Union
coming into operation, and the subject there-
fore had to be dealt with without delay. The
House would be asked also to give the
necessary votes of credit carrying out the
administration of public affairs. He begged
now to give notice that he would introduce a
bill similar to the first act of last session,
continuing the suspension of the Habeas
Corpus Act, and also an act to extend to the
whole Dominion the act for the trial of for-
eign aggressors. It would be anomalous that
there should be one kind of tribunal in one
section of the Dominion for the trial of such
parties, and another kind of tribunal in
another section.

Mr. Howe said that a minister in the other
House, referring to a measure in the matter
of the fisheries and marine, stated that it
would take till next spring to prepare that
measure. Now, as the fishermen on the sea-
coast were prepared to go to sea early in the

[Sir John A. Macdonald (Kingston)]
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spring, they ought to have as early a notice
as possible of what the intentions of the
Government are.

Sir John A. Macdonald said he had no
doubt the Fisheries Bill would be introduced
early in the second part of the session.

Mr. Howe, in regard to the period when
Parliament should re-assemble, said he would
prefer the second part of the session should
not commence till March. If we were having
February weather now, what sort of weather
we would have in February, who could tell!
(Laughter)

Sir John A. Macdonald said that if they
met in March the Nova Scotians would be
telling them they were as mad as March
hares. Here it had been found that the best
normal period for assembling Parliament was
the end of January or the early part of
February.

The motion was carried.

INTERPRETATION OF THE STATUTES

Sir John A. Macdonald introduced a Bill
respecting the interpretation and construction
of the Statutes.

SECRETARY OF STATE FOR CANADA

Hon. Mr. Langevin introduced a Bill re-
specting the Department of Secretary of State
for Canada. In introducing the Bill, Mr.
Langevin explained the provisions of the
proposed measures. The Department of
Secretary of State for Canada was to be
under the management of the Secretary of
State, and Under-Secretary of State. The
Under-Secretary of State would perform the
duties assigned to him by the Governor
General or Secretary of State, and the De-
partment would be a medium of communica-
tion between the Government of the Do-
minion and the Imperial Government and
other parties. Besides the Secretaryship, the
office of Registrarship of the Dominion would
also be vested in the Secretary of State; and,
as Registrar-General, he would have to regis-
ter letters patent and other instruments and
documents, under the great seal of Canada.
The Indian Department would form a branch
department of the Secretary of State, under
the control of which all Indian lands and
grants in the Dominion would be placed. The
laws in the various Provinces in regard to
Indian affairs being different, it was neces-
sary, and provision was made in this Bill to
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assimilate them and make one law which
would be applicable to the whole Dominion.
Besides that, in the former Province of
Canada, the Ordnance lands had been trans-
ferred by the Imperial Government and were
under control of the Provincial authorities.
These lands would also be fully under the
control of the Secretary of State for Canada,
and provisions were made in the Bill for
carrying out that proposition. He Mr.
Langevin) had also tried to incorporate in the
Bill provisions which would acquaint persons
having business with the department with all
laws having reference to the Ordnance and
Indian lands and general business of the
department. More special provisions were al-
so inserted to prevent trespassing on Indian
lands. Formerly while Indians were absent on
their hunting journeys, persons often settled
on their lands, and if they had undisputed
possession six months, could not be removed.
In order to reach them and protect the In-
dians it was proposed to extend this period of
six months to one year, so that these parties
could be ejected within that time. If it was in
order he would ask whether there was now a
Secretary of State for the Provinces, or
whether it was intended to fill that office.

Sir John A. Macdonald said it was not in-
tended to fill that office immediately. Mr.
Archibald was still acting as Secretary of the
Provinces, and his services were of the
greatest advantage at this moment in conse-
quence of the numerous applications now
being made on the department. The establish-
ment of this department was an experiment,
and it was not yet decided whether there
should be a new distribution as far as the
duties of the Secretaryship of State were
concerned.

Mr. Holton asked whether the whole duties
of both offices were to be confined to the
Department? Whether after the passage of
the Bill there would be room for the Secre-
taryship of State for the Provinces in the
machinery of the Government? The Minister
of Justice was understood to say last night
—at least they understood his statement to
imply—that there was to be but one Secre-
tary of State for the Dominion.

Hon. Mr., Langevin said the intention was
to make provision in this Bill by which
certain of the duties assigned to the Secretary
of State for the Provinces, might be trans-
ferred to the Department of the Secretary of
State for Canada, if compatible with the
public interests.

The Bill was read.
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THE PUBLIC ACCOUNTS

Hon. Mr, Howland laid on the table the
Public Accounts of the Province of Canada,
for the year ending June 30, 1866.

Mr. Holion asked when the Public Ac-
counts for 1867 would be ready. Nearly five
months since the fiscal year had ended, and
yet the accounts were not ready, although the
duties of the officers of the Finance Depart-
ment must have been lessened in consequence
of the change of system.

Hon. Mr. Howland said that on the con-
trary, those duties had, temporarily at least,
been largely increased in consequence of that
change—especially those of the Audit officers.
He would inform the honourable member
to-morrow when the accounts for 1867 would
be ready.

INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS

Sir John A. Macdonald moved that the
House go into Committee of the Whole on the
resolutions respecting the indemnity to mem-
bers and the salaries of the Speakers of both
Houses of Parliament.

Sir John A. Macdonald explained the
provisions of the law of the former Provinces
of Canada, which he said had been found to
work satisfactorily, and the principle of
which had therefore been adopted by the
Government in these resolutions. He proposed
to fill up the blanks in the clause respecting
the salaries of Speakers of the Senate and the
House of Commons with a sum equal that
formerly paid Speakers of the Legislative
Council and Legislative Assembly of Canada.

The motion was carried.

The House then went into Committee, Mr.
Morris in the chair.

Mr. Mackenzie said he was in favour of an
allowance per diem for indemnity to mem-
bers till it reached a certain amount which it
was not to exceed.

Mr. Blake said, that in such an event, it
was obvious that members remaining in the
House to attend the public business of the
country would consider that they were do-
ing so at their own charges, and conse-
quently important measures would be hurried
through at the close of the session, without
receiving proper attention. The true remedy
for this is to pay members a per diem allow-
ance for the time they remain here. It was
not a right principle to receive $180 for thirty
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days and $60 for thirty-one days. They were
not dealing with this question for this session
only but for future sessions. It was reason-
able to suppose that their sessions would be
very much shorter than were the sessions of
the old Canadian Parliament, and it would be
unfair to pay themselves a sum based upon
the sessions of that Parliament.

Mr. Hollon was surprised that the Minister
of Public Works and the Minister of Internal
Revenue should acquiesce in the statement
that a sessional allowance worked satisfac-
torily in the late Province of Canada. It was
adopting a system used in New York and
applicable in that country to a different sys-
tem of Government from this country. The
pay members get there is $3.00 per day, and
the time of the session limited to one hundred
days. They meet on a fixed day, and it is in
their own power to shorten the time of the
session. Here they meet at the call of the
Executive, in whose hands are all important
measures, and they rise not by their own will,
but by the will of Ministers. He had known
Ministers in former times bring in measures
at the heel of the session, which were passed
through without receiving proper considera-
tion in Parliament. That mode of indemnify-
ing members of Parliament is not applicable
to the British system of Government. Under
that mode they could not get a session closed
under thirty days, but after that time had
expired, a great number of members would
feel they were staying at the seat of Gov-
ernment at their own expense, and they
would be impatient if any member, in the
discharge of public duties, sought to enforce
upon Parliament a proper consideration for
the measures submitted to it. They should
adopt such a system of indemnity as would
pay members for whatever time the exigen-
cies of the public service required them to
stay here.

Hon. Mr. McDougall said that he had al-
ways endeavoured to vote for any question
that came before the House, if he believed it
for the public interest for the time being. He
did not think that there was any member in
this Parliament, who was a member of the
late Parliament of Canada, but he would say
that under this rule of sessional allowance
the session had been shorter and the expenses
less, than under the old rule of paying mem-
bers by the day. Before they adopted the new
mode, he had known sessions to be prolonged
to upwards of six months.

Mr. Fisher said that they looked to Canada
for a precedent in this matter, without any
[Mr. Blake (Durham West)]
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regard to what had been the practice in the
Maritime Provinces. He did not think that the
mileage proposed was just to these Provinces.
The mileage was to be paid according to
distance by the nearest mail route, but they
could not travel by that route. In Canada the
facilities for travelling were such that the
expenses were very light, and they could
calculate just what they would be, but the
case was different in the Maritime Provinces,
where there were not the same facilities, and
delays were occasioned by heavy falls of
snow. He had spent one day in travelling
twelve miles on the road to Fredericton. In
New Brunswick the rate of mileage was one
shilling per mile each way, and this, he
thought, was none too much.

Sir John A. Macdonald said if he could be
shown that the rate of mileage was unjust to
the Maritime Provinces, it should be rectified.
His honourable friend must remember that if
the mileage of New Brunswick members
was less than they had been accustomed to
receive their pay was increased from $4 to $6
per day. Thus they would receive a larger
amount at the close of the session than they
would receive in their own Province. In mov-
ing the Address, his honourable friend had
given members from Upper Canada a speech
on economy which had sunk deep in their
hearts. He said the general belief in New
Brunswick was that we were extravagant and
he cautioned us to try by every reasonable
means to remove that impression. Now, on
the first attempt they made to correct that
impression his honourable friend was going
to vote against it. If the pay of members was
insufficient he would sooner increase it than
have the amount made up in the mileage. If
members wish to increase the indemnity let
them express it and the Government will
consider it, though he considered if they had
erred at all it had been on the side of
liberality——previous to their adopting a ses-
sional allowance in the old Parliament of
Canada, it was alleged in the newspapers that
their session lingered on for five or six
months because some members did not care
about going home when they were in com-
fortable quarters, receiving six dollars per
day. To do away with that impression we
made a calculation what the ordinary time of
a session would be and we came to the
conclusion that a bona fide business session
could be compressed, and that six hundred
dollars was sufficient pay for each member;
after that it did happen that their sessions
were condensed into a reasonable compass. In
regard to the present Parliament, he thought
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the first two or three sessions might not sit
quite three months, but with the increase of
area session would soon be as long as former-
ly. It has been said, when members had a
sessional allowance, they would be anxious to
get home, and would not stay to give proper
attention to important measures. Every mem-
ber must wait till the end of the session, till
the Government brings all their measures
down; if a member leaves his place there is a
deduction from his pay made for every day
he is absent.

Mr. Johnson could tell his honourable
friend, the leader of the Government, that a
man could live better in the Maritime
Provinces on $4 per day than on $6 here. As
good board could be had there at $1 per day
as for $2.50 here, and there members could
run home and spend a day or two in looking
after their business, whilst when once here
they had to stay for the session. The word
indemnity was sound, if they were to be told
that thirty shillings per diem were to recom-
pense them for their time and expenses. If
the honourable leader of the Government was
making comparisons between this Province
and New Brunswick, he could tell him that
Ministers there only received £600— (hear, and
laughter)—and he was perfectly willing if
they were economizing, to cut down official
salaries. He did not hesitate to say that the
people of New Brunswick valued the services
of their members and wanted to see them
through harmless. Some might give a little in
order that others might not lose, but if so, let
nothing be said about it. Ten cents would not
cover expenses, and it would be better to
have nothing and let it be understood that
they served from patriotism.

Mr. Masson, of Terrebonne, as a volunteer
officer, he had experience in regard to trav-
elling allowances, and knew that three or
four cents per mile was the rate for railway
and steamboat travelling, and ten cents per
mile for carriages. He considered an average
of ten cents fair enough.

Mr. Blake thought members might be paid
on the principles acted upon with respect to
witnesses in courts of justice, and receive
such a sum as their expenses would seem to
have amounted to. He thought they ought to
adopt a maximum,; but members should certi-
fy what their travelling expenses were and
receive no more. He did not think they
should vote themselves what the leader of the
Government himself admitted was too large
an allowance. If members were capable of
prolonging the session for the sake of getting
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six dollars a day, they would  certainly be
capable of hurrying it to a conclusion for the
sake of getting six hundred.

The House then rose.

EVENING SESSION

After the recess,

Hon. Mr. Cartier resumed the debate on
the indemnity to members. He said that the
Bill before the House was not a new one to
members from the late Provinces of Upper
and Lower Canada. In 1859, he brought in a
Bill similar to the one now before the House.
The principle of that Bill was approved of
not only by the then Government, but also by
the Hon. Mr. Brown and a large majority of
his party. The same principle was adopted at
Washington in reference to the indemnity of
members of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives. With regard to mileage there
was some difficulty, but so soon as the In-
tercolonial Railway should be built, that diffi-
culty would in a great measure be removed.
Then equalization in regard to mileage would
be effected. For the present, his honourable
friend from New Brunswick ought not to find
fault with the proposed system of mileage,
because the indemnity to members of the
New Brunswick Legislature was but $4 per
diem instead of $6. Besides the members from
Gaspe and Bonaventure have nearly as great
a distance to travel from the nearest railway
station, and yet they had always been sat-
isfied with the mileage.

Mr. Holton admitted that the Hon. Mr.
Brown, and some of his friends, had ac-
quiesced in 1859, in the motion of the honour-
able gentleman, at present Minister of Mi-
litia. But there was a general opinion among
gentlemen opposite that Mr. Brown did some-
times make mistakes, and he (Mr. Holton)
was willing to admit that this was a mistake
on the part of that gentleman; though, per-
haps, not so great a mistake as he committed
when he entered the Government with the
honourable gentleman opposite. (Laughter).
He denied that the working of the bill of 1859
had proved satisfactory to Canada.

Mr. Johnson, of Northumberland, N.B., said
that the remarks of the Minister of Militia
seemed to indicate that he considered New
Brunswick as a mere appendage to Canada.
He (Mr. Johnson) wished to forget that there
were such dividing lines between the Prov-
inces; but, at the same time, justice must be
given to all. Sixpence a mile was not enough
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to pay the travelling expenses of members
from New Brunswick. He was afraid the
Government was trying to be economical at
the expense of New Brunswick members. He
would move, in addition, that members of
Government receive no sessional allowance
nor mileage.

Hon. Mr. Cartier said that members of the
Government always paid their own expenses
when travelling on official duties. He hoped to
see the day when the country would be
wealthy enough to enable them to adopt the
English principle—that is, for members of the
House to receive no pay whatever for their
services; but at present that was impossible.

Mr. Connell did not wish it to be under-
stood that New Brunswick members desired
any increase in the expenditure. At the same
time, if there was a mileage, it should be so
arranged as to give justice to all parties. He
was of the same opinion as his friend from
Northumberland, that though sixpence a mile
might be sufficient to meet the travelling
expenses of members from Ontario, it was
not sufficient to meet the expenses of those
from New Brunswick, many of whom had to
travel a long distance after leaving the rail-
way.

Mr. Blanchet said there were only two
countries where members were not paid
—England and Germany. We must not have
wages, but only indemnity for expenses, and
this indemnity must be the same for all
members of the Dominion.

Mr. Fisher made some further remarks on
the mileage question.

Mr, Blake, with reference to the second
resolution, which provides a reduction of $5
for each day a member is absent when the
House sits, said he preferred the original Act,
which provided for a reduction on each day a
member was absent from the Seat of Gov-
ernment, whether the House sat or not. The
original provision tended better to secure
attendance on Monday, when the House ad-
journed from Friday till that day—being a
check on those who availed themselves of
that adjournment to go to their homes.

Mr, Cheval said he wished the indemnity
per diem diminished every month-—never be-
ing over $630 per annum, instead of being so
much per session. He believed, also, that
Ministers’ salaries were too high in propor-
tion to that of members.

[Mr. Johnson (Northumberland)]
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Mr. Dufresne expressed the opinion that
perhaps the indemnity was too low and could
be raised at least indirectly by making two
sessions instead of adjourning.

The resolutions were then agreed to, with
considerable amendment on the 5th and the
blanks in the resolutions relating to the salar-
ies of Speakers of the Senate and of the
Commons being filled up with $3,000 to each.

Hon, Sandfield Macdonald, in connection
with the resolutions as to Speakers’ salaries,
commended the action of Speaker Cockburn
in giving social entertainment to members,
and said such reunions while he was himself
Speaker had had a most happy effect in
smoothing down asperities between the gen-
tlemen on the opposite side of the House. He
suggested that rooms should be fitted up .in
the House for giving such entertainments,
and that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to
provide a dinner service.

Mr. Mackenzie said if any one was to be
entrusted with the duty suggested, he thought
none could do it cheaper than the member
for Cornwall. It was reported that he had
bought up all the old chairs and tables in all
the brokers’ shops in Toronto, to fit up the
Government buildings there. (Laughs). From
his remarks to-night he presumed the honour-
able gentleman contemplated dining himself
into a majority when the Local Legislature
assembles at Toronto. He thought it would be
premature, however, to take the honourable
gentleman’s proposition into consideration.

Sir John A. Macdonald said that if the
proposition were to be carried out, he hoped
his honourable friend from Cornwall would
give his services to select the furniture.
(Laughter). He concurred in the satisfaction
expressed with the inauguration of a series of
social reunions under the auspices of the
Speaker.

The resolutions having been reported, were
concurred in by the House.

Sir John A. Macdonald introduced a Bill
founded on the same.

Sir John A. Macdonald then moved the
formal resolutions necessary to constitute a
Committee of Supply, and that the House

will, on Friday, resolve itself into such
Committee. Carried.
Hon. Mr. Connell (Carleton, N.B.) said

that coming here as, he supposed, all honour-
able members came, a representative for the
Dominion of Canada, he was surprised to
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hear so much stress laid on former Canadian
practices, and to have such references made
as honourable members had indulged in. It
was of no importance to them what Mr,
George Brown’s opinions had been, but what
it was of importance for them to consider
was, how best to serve the general interest
and how do equal justice to the Maritime as
well as the interior Provinces of the Do-
minion., He only wanted justice, and it was a
matter of small moment to him what the pay
of members was, or how much mileage they
were paid so long as a spirit of justice
governed the decision. He quite sympathized
with the remark of the honourable Minister
of Militia, with regard to the importance of
an early completion of the Intercolonial
Railway, upon which so largely depended the
future prosperity of the great Dominion,
which they had now assembled to inaugurate;
he was, as were the people of New Bruns-
wick, anxiously and warmly interested in
the progress of that undertaking, but he must
repudiate the idea advised by the Honourable
Minister of Militia that New Brunswick
members were actuated by any paltry desire
to get what they could from the public chest.
He desired to see a spirit of economy exer-
cised; but he did not want to see it applied in
a partial or invidious manner. The country
required that such a consistent system at the
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outset of the Dominion should be adopted as
would relieve the public mind of any fears of
extravagance ruling. Let the Government in
their efforts for economy begin with them-
selves, and so down through all the depart-
ments apply the same principle. He had given
notice of an enquiry which would bring some
important information before the House, and
enable honourable members to know for
what special service so many employees as
were to be found in connection with Parlia-
ment were required, and how they were
appointed, and how much salary they re-
ceived. He had come here an independent
member, representing an independent and
intelligent constituency; he was not pledged
to the support of any government, but he was
bound to try all measures submitted, and act
upon them in the light, according to his
judgment of their effects upon the country
and its interests.

Mr. Holton said he believed he would best
consult the convenience of the House by
postponing till to-morrow the question he
intended to raise with regard to seats held in
the House by members in the Local Gov-
ernment, and he would draw the attention of
the House to it to-morrow evening after rou-
tine business.

The House adjourned at 9:45.
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Wednesday, November 20, 1867.

The Speaker took the Chair at 3 o’clock.

RAFTING OF TIMBER

Mr. Bellerose introduced a Bill respecting
the rafting of timber on the navigable rivers
of this Dominion.

SITTING IN BOTH LEGISLATURES

Mr. Mills introduced a Bill to disqualify
members of the Local Legislatures from sit-
ting or voting in the Senate or House of
Commons of the Dominion of Canada.

ELECTION PETITION FROM ESSEX

On the question of receiving a petition
against the return of Mr. O’Connor, for Es-
sex.

Mr. T. R. Ferguson objected. He said the
rules of the House of Commons required that
no documents should be attached to a peti-
tion. This violated the rule in having affida-
vits attached. Another objection was that the
petitioners did not state whether they were
electors or not.

Sir John A. Macdonald said the last objec-
tion was a matter to be judged of by the
Election Committee. The first objection was
of a different nature, and it might be as well
to let the motion for the reception of the
objection stand till to-morrow.

The motion accordingly stood over.

LOCAL MINISTERS SITTING IN THE
HOUSE OF COMMONS

Hon. Mr. Holton said he rose to bring
under the notice of the House the very im-
portant question of privilege, of which he had
given intimation yesterday, a question very
important both practically and theoretically
considered. Practically, as it affects the right
of seven or eight gentlemen, now occupying
seats in this House, to hold these seats; and
theoretically, because it raises an important
question of constitutional practice under the
new system of things under which we now
exist. He proposed to broach the question in

no spirit of dogmatism or captiousness, but as
a simple and earnest enquirer after the true
solution of doubts which had arisen in his
own mind, and which, he believed, were
shared by a large number of the members of
this House. He hoped it would not be dis-
cussed in any other spirit than one of enqui-
ry. The principles which he would invoke
were those which were well established in
the constitutional practice of the mother
country. He could have wished that the ques-
tion had been raised by a gentleman of the
legal profession, but perhaps it was as well
that such was not the case in order that there
might be no special pleading. The point was
this—whether those who are Ministers of
the Crown in the Province of Ontario and
Quebec are or are not precluded from sitting
and voting in this House under the In-
dependence of Parliament Act, like all similar
acts through the English speaking world, was
founded on the celebrated Act of Queen Anne
for precluding placemen from sitting in the
House of Commons; but an act was intro-
duced by Sir Louis Lafontaine in 1843 and it
prohibited a large number of placemen from
sitting in the Legislative Assembly—it re-
ceived various modifications down to 1857,
when under the present leader of the Gov-
ernment it took a very trenchant form in
which it now stands on our Statute Book.
Under that Act, all officers of the Crown
receiving any emolument directly or indirect-
ly by fee or salary except Members of the
Executive Government were excluded from
sitting or voting in this House. Under that
Act a petty post-master or Contractor under
Government was deprived of the right of
sitting in  Parliament. He here quoted the
words of the Act which excepted no one but
members of the Executive Council, and offi-
cers of the army and navy. Turning now to
the present condition of things, as created by
the Act of Union, under the authority of
which this Parliament exists, what do we
find?—that this Independence of Parliament
Act is continued in force till changed by an
Act of this Parliament—the spirit and inten-
tion of the Act being precisely this, that the
Privy Council under our new constitution
occupies exactly the same position relative to
this matter, that the old Executive Council of
Canada did, and that the Executive Council
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of Ontario and of Quebec occupy quoad this
provision, precisely the position which the
Executive Council did in the old Parliament
of Canada. In other words, that members of
the administration of this day were the only
officers of the Crown, eligible to sit and vote
in this House, while in the Local Houses,
members of the local executive were the only
ones eligible. It might be argued that these
gentlemen were not officers of the Crown;
that their appointment is through a derived
power, not from the Crown or in the Queen’s
name. It was possible there might be some
force in these arguments, though he could
scarcely imagine the Attorney General of
Quebec or Ontario, prosecuting in - the
Queen’s name, being held not an officer of the
Crown. But if he be an officer of the Crown
and a member of the Privy Council of his
province, it raised very grave doubts whether
he had a right to sit and vote. There was
another point which he wished to notice. The
Under Secretary of State occupied rather an
anomalous position. They are appointed by
their chiefs not by the Crown, and they are
not allowed, to sit in the House of Commons,
without going back for re-election; but they
sit by virtue of an express statute which
declares that no more than four of these
officers shall sit in the House of Commons. In
the absence of such express statutory provi-
sion he inferred these officers would be ex-
cluded from sitting; and if on the grounds of
public policy a certain number of gentlemen
to whom he referred, should occupy seats in
this House, then there should be special
statutory provision prohibiting any but a cer-
tain number should have seats. He did not
propose enlarging on the subject. The real
question was whether these gentlemen are or
are not officers of the Crown? He thought
they must be held to be officers of the Crown.
One word as to the proceeding which he
thought should be taken in this matter. He
would direct attention to the course taken in
the case of Mr. Forsyth, Under Secretary of
State for India. It happened through forget-
fulness probably of the state of the law, that
five Under Secretaries were found in the
House of Commons. Mr. Disraeli called atten-
tion to the state of facts, whereupon Lord
Palmerston, the leader of the House, proposed
a reference of the whole subject to a select
committee to inquire into the whole question
and report. That committee reported that this
fifth Under-Secretary was in fact in the
House contrary to law, and recommended
that a Bill of Indemnity should at once be
introduced to save Forsyth from the penalties
incurred by sitting in the House. The ad-
[Mr. Holton (Chiteauguay)]
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ministration at once withdrew one Under-
Secretary from the House of Commons, and
appointed a member of the House of Lords in
his place. Following this precedent, he
thought that his honourable friend at the
head of the Government should propose to
refer this matter either to a select committee
or to the Standing Committee on Privileges
and Elections. Of course, he (Sir John) was
not under the demands that sometimes exist-
ed, by reason of a close division of parties to
strain the law or desire that a bad precedent
should be established at this the commence-
ment of our new era.

Hon. Mr. Cartier said the honourable gen-
tleman (Mr. Holton) had stated his case ac-
cording to his own view as full and as
temperately and in as good spirit towards the
Government as it could be by a member of
the Opposition, in order to elicit on such an
important question, the views of the Gov-
ernment. He regretted, however, that he had
not reduced to writing the purport of his
remarks. He (Mr. Holton) contented himself
by stating that he was moving the House,
verbally, on a great question, affecting the
privileges of the House. He thought if he
consulted May or any other authority, he
would find that when a question as to a
breach of the privileges of this House was
brought, which implied a knowledge of facts
which could not be within the knowledge of
members, his statement ought to be made in
writing. He (Mr. Holton) implied that honour-
able gentlemen holding seats in this House,
were receiving salaries as members of the
Local Governments of Ontario and Quebec.
This was not within the knowledge of the
House, and it was required to take these facts
for granted. The gentlemen referred to had
no power to vote themselves salaries—that
was vested in the Local Parliaments—but
even supposing these gentlemen were receiv-
ing annual salaries, that would render the
proposition no stronger; it then came to this
—that members of another Government had
no right to occupy seats in this House. He
(Mr. Cartier) would like to see any law pro-
hibiting this. As well might it be pretended
that gentlemen holding appointments from
the Governments of the Maritime Provinces
were precluded from holding seats in this
House. The Governments of the different
provinces were as distinct as that of British
Columbia was from ours. Even supposing that
the legislatures of the provinces had met and
voted salaries to local Ministers, he still con-
tended that they could sit in this House, if
otherwise qualified. The Local Governments
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do not derive their power from the General
Government, but receive appointments in the
Queen’s name, under the great seal. The
Governments of Quebec and Ontario are car-
rying on matters pertaining to them respec-
tively in the name of the Queen, and the Act
of Union did not pretend to make any provi-
sion in regard to the Local Governments. He
quoted from the Act with the object of show-
ing the jealousy with which such interference
had been guarded against. He understood his
honourable friend to regard New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia as mere appendages of
Canada.

Hon. Mr. Holton said he held their officers
to be officers of the Crown, and, if so, they
could not sit here. Unless he was misin-
formed, one of the luminaries of the law
appointed by his honourable friend as a
Crown Prosecutor, refused to address his
chief, Mr. Ouimet, by title of honourable, on
the ground that he was not a Queen’s officer,
but appointed by the Lieut.-Governor. He
(Mr, Holton) did not hold that ground. He
maintained that these gentlemen were officers
of the Crown, and because they are such
within the territorial limits of the late
Province of Canada, to which this Act ap-
plies, he held that they had no right to sit
here. This question had no reference to Nova
Scotia or New Brunswick at all, but had
arisen out of a Canadian Statute, continued
in force by the Imperial Act.

Hon., Mr. Cartier thought the honourable
gentleman should have been content that he
was not petitioned against, and have left his
Chateaugay contest alone. His honourable
friend contended that the heads of depart-
‘ments in Ontario and Quebec had no right to
sit in this House. He (Mr. Cartier) said they
held these offices provisionally the same as
the heads of departments in this House. Ev-
erything was left provisional, in order fo give
an opportunity to the Parliament of Canada
to legislate upon the matter. No head of
department was named by the Union Act.
They were acting as Ministers of the Gov-
ernment, and their salaries were to be the
subject of legislation, the same law would
apply to them as to heads of Departments in
Ontario and Quebec. Mr. Rose was appointed
Minister of Finance, and there was no law
which could be brought to compel him to be
re-elected by his constituents. Although Mr.
Rose, as soon as he was appointed Minister of
Finance, resigned his seat in the House so
that his constituents should have the oppor-
tunity of re-electing him in that capacity, he
was not obliged to do so by any Act of
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Parliament. Mr. Cartier then read portions of
the Act of Union, to prove that heads of
Departments in Ontario and Quebec, had the
right both by the spirit and letter of the law
to hold seats in this Parliament.

Hon. Mr. Johnson thought the local and
general governments were altogether dis-
tinct, and that one had no influence over
the other. This being the case, a member
of one of the Local Governments would not
be disqualified from holding a seat in the
Commeons.

Mr. Smith did not interpret the statute
in the same light as his friend, the member
for Chateauguay. According to the letter of
the law members of the Local Government
were certainly entitled to a seat here. Until
special provision is made, the law existing
in Canada before the Union remains in force
in the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec. Ac-
cording to his interpretation of that law
members of the Local Government were not
only entitled to a seat in the Commons, but
were also entitled to the same salary which
members of the Government had before the
Union; namely, $5,000 a year.

Mr. Morris thought that as a matter of
policy an Act should be passed preventing
members. of the Local Government from
holding seats in the Commons in future, but
as the Act now stood they were eligible.

Hon. Mr. Howe said the member for
Chateauguay was only discharging a public
duty in bringing the subject before the House
and country. He had put the case fairly before
the Government, and left it to them to deal
with it. It was in accordance with the spirit of
the British constitution that there should not
be any members of Parliament receiving
emolument from or under the influence of the
Crown. This principle was carried out in the
legislatures of all the Provinces. It was a
matter of very great importance. Ontario and
Quebec, he understood, sent twenty members
to the Commons, who also held seats in their
respective Local Legislatures. If the principle
is admitted to be correct, what is to prevent
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick sending
other twenty from their legislatures. Then
when Prince Edward Island and British
Columbia were added to Confederation, the
number would go on increasing almost ad
infinitum. It is a matter which should be
dealt with. If in the haste with which this
Dominion Act had been constructed it had
been overlooked, it is the duty of the Gov-
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ernment. to provide for it now. It ought to be
dealt with at once, either by this Government
or by the Committee on Privileges, so that we
should know exactly where we are. He would
not trouble the House at present, and es-
pecially as his honourable friend from
Montreal West was not in his seat; but he
would like to take an early opportunity when
that gentleman would be present to revert to
the somewhat extraordinary remarks con-
tained in his late speech before the House.

Mr. Blake said the argument that the four
Provinces are as distant from the Dominion
as any other dependency of the Crown was
quite untenable. The Governments were, in a
sense, independent, and long might they so
continue; but the fact that the Provinces
comprise the territory and the population of
the Dominion, the right of the Government of
the Dominion to appoint the Lieut.-Governors
and veto the Acts of the Local Legislatures,
the many points of concurrent or perhaps
conflicting jurisdiction rendered it evident
that the case was a peculiar one. We had
heard during the election a great deal of the
necessity of the Local and General Govern-
ments being in harmony—of the members of
each Administration having the confidence of
the other—and of the importance of members
of the Local Governments being in har-
mony—of the members of each Administra-
tion having the confidence of the other—and
of the importance of members of the Local
Governments being also members of this
House. The Minister of Justice had stated
that this was a matter of great importance in
the case of the Treasurer of Ontario, the
member for South Brant, and had given
“private reasons” for it, which, if made pub-
lic, would show no doubt that he then con-
ceived that his party preached that there was
or ought to be an intimate relation between
the two Governments (hear, hear)—why
otherwise should it have been of such conse-
quence that the Treasurer of Ontario should
be a member of this House? It was in order
that he and the other members of the Local
Governments might in this House be follow-
ers and supporters of ministers, be controlled
by their influence and guided by their policy,
and then, of course, when they met their own
Parliaments their course there would be
guided by their course and their alliances in
this House. (Hear, hear). In a word, they
would be subservient to the Government of
the Dominion. Therefore in order that the
measure of Independence which was given by
the Union Act should be preserved, it was
very necessary that the members of the Local

[Mr. Howe (Hants)]
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Government should not be members of this
House, and the fewer the members holding
salaried offices under the Crown, who were
members of this House, the more effectually
would its independence and dignity be main-
tained. This line of argument was not direct-
ed merely to the question of policy. It was
pertinent to the construction of the statutes.
Honourable gentlemen opposite proposed to
construe the Independence of Parliament Act,
as imported into the Union Act, as disqualify-
ing merely Dominion and not Provincial offi-
cers, and argued that the reason ceasing, the
law should also cease; but if, as he had
shown, there existed a reason still, then the
argument failed. There was no ground for
striking out of the Act the clause which in
express terms disqualified gentlemen in the
position of members of the Local Govern-
ments. The Minister of Militia had argued
that the effect of the construction proposed
by the member for Chateauguay, would be to
render himself and his colleagues ineligible to
sit and therefore that construction must be
erroneous. He (Mr. Blake) did not think that
conclusion followed. It might well be that
Ministers are—and in the construction they
proposed of the Act, he was inclined to think
they are—themselves disqualified. They con-
strued the Independence of Parliament Act as
applying to officers of the Dominion, and if
so, it applied in express terms to themselves.
(Hear, hear). Looking at the Union Act, it
would be seen that while it provided for the
appointment of heads of departments in the
Local Governments, and rendered them eligi-
ble to sit in the Local House, it made no
provision for any such appointments in the
Government of the Dominion, and of course
did not render such officers eligible to seats in
this House. (Hear, hear). It provided merely
for the appointment of Privy Councillors, by
whose advice Parliament might be sum-
moned, and then the Legislature might organ-
ize the departments and make proper provi-
sions for securing the Independence of Par-
liament in this particular. Instead of the
Privy Council adopting this course, they had
themselves taken the responsibility of advis-
ing the Crown to organize the departments.
They become salaried servants of the Crown,
and they were, according to their own con-
struction of the Act, ineligible for the seats
they now occupied. This was the conclusion
which he would draw from the position of
Minister of Militia, and it differed very much
from that honourable gentleman’s own con-
clusion, which, indeed, seemed based on some
inalienable right he claimed to occupy the
Treasury benches. (Laughter). The argument
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of the honourable gentleman opposite had
thus opened a much larger and graver ques-
tion than this presented by the member for
Chateauguay, and it was obviously necessary
for the House to take some action. It was not
consistent with the dignity of the House that
the title of Ministers to their seats should be
doubtful or obscure. The matter should be
referred to a committee, and if any slip had
occurred it should be rectified by legislation
providing the House thought it advisable to
adopt the view of Ministers. He hoped Min-
isters would adopt the suggestion of the
member for Chateauguay and would agree to
put this large and important question in
proper train for decision.

Sir John A. Macdonald said the member
for Chateauguay was quite right in bringing
up the question. He would take an opportuni-
ty of consulting authorities on the subject
and suggested that it be laid over till to-mor-
row.

Hon. Mr. Dorion cited a few cases {o prove
the propriety of the position taken by Mr.
Holton. He was proceeding with his argument
when Sir John suggested, as the subject
would be brought up again to-morrow, it was
not necessary to prolong the debate into an
evening sitting.

The matter then dropped.

GOVERNMENT MEASURES

Sir John A. Macdonald intimated that the
measures which the Government intended to
introduce and carry through if possible
before the adjournment in December were
the following:—1st, the Post-Office Act; 2nd,
the Intercolonial road bill, providing for the
loan under the guarantee; 3rd, Tariff and
Excise laws; 4th, Customs Regulation Act;
5th, Excise Regulation Act; 6th, Habeas
Corpus Act; 7th, Supply Bill.

The House then adjourned at six o’clock
till to-morrow.
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NOTICES OF MOTION
The following notices of motion are given:

Mr, McConkey—Enquiry whether Gov-
ernment contemplate the use of any extraor-
dinary means during the incoming season to
encourage immigration from Great Britain
and elsewhere to this Dominion.

Mr. Bolton—Enquiry whether it is the in-
tention of Government to subsidize a line of
steamers to ply between Montreal and Pictou
or Halifax, touching at intermediate ports;
and if so, will such subsidy be granted under
public tender; also, whether a like subsidy is
to be extended to the line of steamers be-
tween Halifax and the West Indies.

Mr. Johnson—Address for list of names of
departmental officers in this Government;
stating salaries received and further sums
paid each; also, list of employees in each
department, with their respective salaries.

Mr. Smith—Enquiry whether the salaries
of Judges of County Courts recently estab-
lished in New Brunswick, are to be paid by
the Government of the Dorinion.

Mr. Macfarlane—Bill for the better regula-
tion of traffic on railways and canals.

Mr. Anglin—Enquiry whether it is the in-
tention of the Government to do anything for
the improvement of the ports of New Brun-
swick on the Gulf of St. Lawrence and Bay
Chaleur, by dredging or otherwise; and if
so, when such improvements will probably be
commenced.

Mr. Jones—Enquiry whether Government
have taken the proper means to ascertain the
views of the American Government on the
subject of a Reciprocity Treaty, and if not,
whether it is their intention to endeavour
to secure its renewal; also, in the event of
failing to secure its renewal, what course
they intend adopting with regard to granting
licences to American fishermen.
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Thursday, November 21, 1867.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o’clock.

COMMITTEES ON ELECTIONS

The Speaker announced that he had
nominated the following gentlemen to consti-
tute the general Committee of Election:—
Messrs. Huntington, Walsh, Mackenzie,
Dufresne, Morris and Blanchet.

ESSEX ELECTION

The question being put on the reception of
the petition against the return of John
O’Connor for the County of Essex, objected to
yesterday.

The Speaker said there was no rule of
the House respecting the attaching of affida-
vits to a petition. The other objection as to
the petitioners not having stated whether or
not they were electors, was one for the con-
sideration of the Election Committee, to
which the petition might be referred. In his
opinion the petition should be received. The
petition accordingly was received.

KENT (N.B.) ELECTION

Hon. Mr. Fisher presented a petition
against the return of Mr. Renaud for Kent,
New Brunswick.

BANKING AND COMMERCE

Hon, Mr. Howland presented the first re-
port of the Committee on Banking and
Commerce, and moved that its quorum be
reduced to nine members. Carried.

PRIVATE BILLS COMMITTEE

Mr. Morris introduced the first report of
the Private Bills Committee, and moved that
its quorum be reduced to seven members.
Carried.

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE

Mr. Macfarlane presented the first report
of the Standing Orders Committee, and
moved that its quorum be reduced to seven
members. Carried.

COMMERCIAL BANK

Sir John A. Macdonald, seconded by Hon.
Mr. Holton, moved for leave to introduce a
Bill to amend the Act incorporating the
Commercial Bank of Canada, and to author-
ize its amalgamation with any other bank or
banks, or its winding up. The motion was
agreed to and the Bill was introduced and
read a first time.

BANK OF UPPER CANADA

Mr. Street, in the absence of Hon. J. H.
Cameron, introduced a Bill to settle the
affairs of the Bank of Upper Canada.

SPECIAL LETTERS PATENT

Mr. Irvine introduced a Bill to authorize
the issue of letters patent to Jeremiah
Cummings and Robert London, for a new
invention called a “a vapour generator for
heating purposes.”

Mr. Mackenzie asked if the Government
intended to allow the introduction of meas-
ures granting special patents when it was
proposed that they themselves should in-
troduce a Bill to regulate the whole subject.

Sir John A, Macdonald said it was only the
usual courtesy of allowing Bills to be read a
first time, which had prevented his objecting
to this Bill. They felt there would be an
inconsistency in allowing special legislation in
the matter of patents when they were about
to introduce a general Bill.

PUBLIC WORKS REPORT

Hon. Mr. McDougall laid on the table the
report of the Commissioner of Public Works
for the year ending 30th June, 1866.

GRAND TRUNK BILL

Mr. Irvine, in the absence of Mr. Shanly,
introduced a Bill to amend the Grand Trunk
arrangement Act of 1862, and for other pur-
poses.

' SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE

Sir John A. Macdonald introduced a Bill
respecting the Speaker of the House. He
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explained that this was merely a reenactment
of the law of the late Province of Canada
which permitted the Speaker to call another
member temporarily to the Chair when
necessary.

THE FENIAN DANGER

Sir John A. Macdonald introduced a Bill
removing the act of last session to authorize
the apprehension and detention of persons
suspected of committing or meditating acts of
hostility against Her Majesty’s Government.
Sir John said this was a reenactment of the
law passed on first day of last session and
which continued till 30th June, 1867, or end
of the coming session. It was a law which had
been found to be of essential service. The
circumstances existing at the present moment
were not so threatening as those existing at
the time when the law was passed. They
were still such, however, as in the opinion of
the Government required that it should re-
main on the Statute Book. The hazard of
invasion was not so great now as it appeared
to be at that time, but there could be no
doubt that the organization which had threat-
ened us still exists, and the Government had
distinct evidence of increasing activity on the
part of that body. It was beyond a doubt true
and had been stated in the public prints that
there had gone recently a very considerable
deposit of arms at convenient points along
the frontier for the invasion of what was the
former Province of Canada. The Government
therefore felt it would not be proper to allow
Parliament to adjourn without having the
law reenacted. The Fenian body were now
pursuing a course of outrage in England.
They were also moving in Ireland. They were
manifestly a widely extended organization,
and the Government should be authorized, if
necessary, to arrest parties who might seem
to be engaged in any unlawful enterprise
against the peace of this country. (Hear,
hear). When the House met again in ¥ebru-
ary, if the circumstances then existing should
warrant such a step, the Act might be at any
time repealed.

Hon. Mr. Dorion enquired if it was intend-
ed to put the measure through all its stages
at once, as was done last session.

Sir John said this was unnecessary, as the
law was still in force. The Bill would be
printed, and the House would have full time
for considering it.

[Sir John A. Macdonald (Kingston)]
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PUBLIC WORKS
Hon. Mr. McDougall introduced an Act

respecting the Public Works of the Dominion
of Canada. He said this was based on the
Public Works Act of the late Province of
Canada, and was adapted to the new situa-
tion in which we extend to the public works
of the other Provinces.

LOCAL MINISTERS SITTING IN THE
HOUSE OF COMMONS

Sir John A. Macdonald moved the follow-
ing resolution:—Notice having been taken by
a member of this House that the Hon. John
Sandfield Macdonald, a member of the Ex-
ecutive Council and Attorney-General of the
Province of Ontario, and the Hon. Christo-
pher Dunkin, a member of the Executive
Council and Treasurer of the Province of
Quebec, have been sitting and voting in this
House during the present session, it be, there-
fore, resolved that it be referred to the
Standing Committee of Privileges and Elec-
tions to enquire whether the said John
Sandfield Macdonald and Christopher Dun-
kin have a legal right to sit and vote in this
House. Sir John said the Government were
under the impression that that was the prop-
er course to pursue. In regard to the point
taken by the member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake) objecting to members of the
Privy Council sitting in this House, he could
only say if the honourable gentlemen oppo-
site decide to challenge their right to their
seats they were prepared to maintain it.

Mr. Blake—Then, Sir, I may give notice
now that at an early day I will raise that
question.

Dr. Tupper said, he rose not to remark
upon the motion, but to make a statement on
behalf of the honourable member for Mon-
treal West, who was suffering from severe
illness, which would probably detain him
from the House for a considerable length of
time. In the course of the debate the other
night, the member for Hants regretted that
the member for Montreal West was not in his
place, in order that he might reply to that
honourable gentleman. He (Dr. Tupper) was
desired to state that the member for Hants
might at any time express himself freely with
regard to the member for Montreal West,
who, if worth while, would reply when he
made his appearance in the House.

The motion was then carried.
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QUESTIONS

Mr. Metcalfe enquired whether the Gov-
ernment would provide for reducing the pres-
ent postage on letters.

Sir John A, Macdonald replied that the
measure, when introduced, would speak for
itself.

Hon. Mr. Connell enguired whether the
Government contemplated making any fur-
ther survey of the different routes named for
the line of the Intercolonial Railway, previ-
ous to locating and deciding on the line, and,
if so, what lines they intend to survey. Also
whether they have it in contemplation tfo
introduce during the present Session a meas-
ure for the construction of the Intercolonial
Railway?

Sir John said the Government intended,
during the first part of this session, to in-
troduce a measure for the construction of the
Intercolonial Railway, and that they designed
to have further reports and surveys made to
assist in determining what route should be
adopted.

Mr., Savary enquired whether it is the
intention of the Government during the first
part of this session to introduce to Parliament
any measure to regulate the granting of let-
ters patent for inventions, and if so, whether
such measure will recognize the principle of
reciprocity with American citizens, for want
of which reciprocity heretofore no inventor in
the Provinces, except residents of New
Brunswick, have been able to secure patent
rights in the United States on the same terms
as American citizens.

Sir John said the Government intended to
introduce a measure this session raising the
law of patents.

* Mr. Tremblay enquired whether it is the
intention of the Government to erect a light-
house at Portneuf Point; 2nd. Whether it is
the intention of the Government, in accord-
ance with the recommendation of the Board
of Trade in Quebec, to erect lighthouses at
Egg Island and Manicouagan Point, and place
a floating light provided with a steam whis-
tle, at the eastern extremity of Red Island
Shoal, in order to diminish the dangers of the
navigation of the River St. Lawrence?
99038—8

COMMONS DEBATES

109

Hon. Mr, McDougall said that the govern-
ment was receiving information with respect
to the necessity of improving the lighthouses,
and otherwise facilitating the navigation of
the St. Lawrence, but no conclusion had yet
been come to as to the works necessary at
any particular point.

Mr. Fortin enquired whether it is the in-
tention of the Government to bring forward,
during the present session, any measure for
the purchase by the Government of the tele-
graph = lines ‘erected in the Dominion of
Canada, and thereby to bring about a union
of the telegraphic and postal services, with
the view of making the former more com-
plete, more efficacious, and especially more
economical, and of extending it to the shores
of the Gulf of St. Lawrence and of the Great
Lakes?

Sir John A. Macdonald said the Imperial
Government had the subject under considera-
tion, and the Canadian Government would
await the result of their action.

Mr. Masson (Soulanges) enquired whether
it is the intention of the Government to
issue a new Commission of the Peace for
the Dominion of Canada, and whether the
right of appointing Justices of the Peace is
vested in the Local Governments, for their
respective Provinces?

Sir John A. Macdonald said it was not the
intention of the Government. The gquestion
involved in. the latter part of the enquiry
came within the province of a legal tribunal.

Mr. Fortier enquired whether it is the
intention of the Government to bring down,
during the present session, any measure hav-
ing for its object to render the navigation
more safe and consequently more easy and
more economical on the maritime coast of the
Dominion of Canada, and in the Gulf and
River St.Lawrence, and the Great Lakes, by
the construction of additional lighthouses at
the most dangerous points of the said coast,
and the establishment of signals by means: of
cannon, bells, whistles, and such other ap-
paratus to warn vessels of approaching dan-
ger when fogs, snow, or-excessive darkness
shut out the view of coast?

Hon. Mr. McDougall said the several sub-
jects mentioned were under consideration.
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" Mr, Jones {Halifax), enquired whether it is
the intention of the Government to introduce,
during the present session, any measure hav-
ing for its object the extension of the bounty
system of Canada over ‘the fisheries of the
whole Dominion?

Hon, Sir John A. Macdonald said the sub-
ject- was under the consideration of the
Government.

Mr. Jones (Leeds). enquired whether it is
the intention of the Government to impose an
export duty on sawed lumber, stave-bolts
and shingle-bolts leaving the Dominion of
Canada?

Hon, Sir John A. Macdonald said it was
not the present intention of the Government.

Mzx. Bertrand enquired whether it is the
intention of the Government to authorize the
sale of the lands reserved for the Indians,
and to fix the conditions upon which such
lands may be sold to settlers who are desir-
ous of occupying them?

Hon. Mr. Langevin said it was not in the
power of the government to sell those lands
without the consent of the Indians.

Hon. Mr. Johnson enquired whether it is
the intention of the Government, when the
surveys of the proposed lines for the Inter-
colonial Railway have been completed, and
the Engineers’ report thereof made to  the
Government, and before recommending any
line for approval of the Imperial Govern-
ment, to lay the Engineers’ report before the
House?

Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald said that all
the - questions relating to the Intercolonial
Railway would come up when the Bill was
before the House, which the Government had
already promised to introduce.

Mr. Thompson (Haldimand) enquired
whether the Government intend taking any
steps with a view of bringing that portion of
the Six Nation Indian Reserve in the county
of Haldimand into market.

Hon. Mr. Langevin said if an offer was
made for the purchase of the Reserve the
Government would be prepared to negotiate
with the Indians, with the view of ascertain-
ing whether they were willing to surrender
their lands.

[Mr. McDougall (Lanark North)}
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LIEUT.-COL. DENNIS

Mr. McCallum moved an address for the
evidence and proceedings taken at the Court
of Enquiry on the conduct of Lieut.-Col.
Dennis, at Fort Erie, on the 2nd June, 1866.

Hon. Mr. Cartier said it was not the inten~
tion of Government to allow this address,
because it would not conduce to the interests
of the country to bring down the evidence
asked for at this time. .

~ Mr. McCallum regretted the unwillingness
of the Governmernt to bring down the papers
in this case. He did not think it in the
interest of the country and of the volunteer
force to suppress evidence given at a court,
no matter whether it showed Col. Dennis to
have been remiss in his duty or otherwise. He
believed the court had whitewashed Col.
Dennis, and in order to form a fair judgment
the country was entitled to know the result of
the enquiry.

Mr. Mackenzie believed the regret a very
reasonable one. Non-publicity of evidence had
given a great deal of -dissatisfaction in
Western Canada. It was useless to attempt to
bolster up the character of any officer of the
volunteer force, and if the evidence in this
case wa$ not made public, it would lead to
the . impression that the charges brought
against Colonel Dennis were true. If pub-
lished, everybody could form their own opin-
ion in regard to the matter. He Mr.
Mackenzie) believed that charges had also
been made against another officer of the
volunteers,, a gentleman residing in the
County of Simcoe, and in regard to them, the
public press, no doubt maliciously, had made
certain statements of a somewhat noteworthy
character. It would be well to bring down
evidence in this case also, so that the public
might see that the charge of cowardice made
against that officer was unfounded. (Hear,
hear).

Mr. Sproat believed that it would be a
great -deal better for the volunteer force of
Western Canada, if the evidence in this case
was made public, and he trusted the Gov-
ernment would reconsider their decision not
to bring the papers down. He spoke as an
officer of volunteers, knowing the injurious
effect of withholding all facts of this kind.

Hon. Mr. Carlier said, that all were ani-
mated by a desire to encourage the Volun-
teers and Service Militia of the Dominion.
This enquiry took place more than a year
ago, shortly after the Fenian invasion. Before
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the honourable gentleman made this motion
he should have asked for the report of the
Court of Enquiry, and the charges made
against Lieutenant-Colonel Dennis, and the
general order publjshed in relation to the
matter for the information of genflemen from
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, who might
not be familiar with the case. The evidence
taken before that court referred to personal
and private matters, which should not be
made public without very grave reasons. The
honourable gentleman had not made out a
case, showing the necessity of publishing
those proceedings. They did not effect one
officer alone, but the whole force. Every man
in the country was obliged to answer the c¢all
of the country in case of danger, and it would
not be encouraging to them to know that
their private affairs would afterwards be
made a subject of public criticism. He had
been but a short time Minister of Militia, and
was only made acgquainted with what he
knew by the opinion of the court. Colonel
Dennis was a volunteer officer of long stand-
ing, and had shown -constancy and persever-
ance.. When it was announced that the
Fenians were on the border, he had at once
gone to the spot and had taken about sixty
prisoners, some of whom were now in the
penitentiary in Kingston. The opinion was
that he had acted rashly, and the result was
that he had taken the. only prisoners captured
in Upper Canada at the time. The Govern-
ment in withholding the evidence thought
they were acting in such a manner as to
encourage volunteer officers, who could not be
expected to act with the deliberation of regu-
lars, to exert themselves to the best of their
ability in defence of the country. He thought
the House would agree with the Government
in this matter. He had not read the evidence
as he had desired, and as was his duty, but
had been told it would take a week to do so.

Mr. Street said since the Minister of Militia
has undertaken to give a history to the House
of what took place at the Court of Enquiry,
surely there can be no reason why the House
should not have the evidence laid - before
them so that they might judge for themselves
upon it—as representative of that portion of
the country in which that unfortunate and
disgraceful act took place, he could tell the
House that his constituents were exceedingly
anxious to have the evidence come before the
countiry. There had been no satisfaction what-
ever expressed by anybody who had seen
the unfortunate engagement of that day. It
was not for the House to condemn <Col.
Dennis, nor does the motion ask for that. It
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simply asks that the evidence be laid before
them so that they might judge of the matter
for themselves. All the papers should be sent
down, since they had part of the:facts they
should in justice to Col. Dennis have the
whole of them. Nothing could be more rea-
sonable than that people who were ready at
all times to encourage and support the volun-
teers should have the whole evidence before
them, that they might judge whether the
finding of the Court of Enquiry was right or
not. He hoped the Minister of Militia would
reconsider the matter and allow the papers to
be brought down. He spoke the sentiments of
his constituents who lived in the most ex-
posed and dangerous part of the frontier.

Mr. Anglin said that after the speech of the
Minister of Militia it was evident that simply
as anr act of justice to Col. Dennis the papers.
should be produced. That honourable gentle~
man had spoken in such a way as to create
the impression that there was something in
the conduct of that officer that would not
bear enquiry. Col. Dennis had appealed to
popular opinion and his (Mr. Anglin’s) opin-
ion had fully met one of the charges, the
charge of cowardice. He had proved himself a
brave officer.

Sir John A. Macdonald said that the
Minister of Militia could only have one object
in view in refusing to bring down the evi-
dence, and that object was the interests of
the volunteers: of the country. In England, it ;
is held in the highest degree unadvisable for
such matters to be made the subject of public
discussion, except in extreme and unusual
cases. When officers did their best, if they
acted with bravery in the field, it was not
right that every little mistake they might
make should be held up to public criticism.
Col. Dennis was tried by a court, consisting
of three officers and three gentlemen from
Ontario, and they  had  acquitted him.
Bringing down. evidence now could do no
good. It would but harass.the officer’s feel-
ings. They could not reverse the decision. It
is only as a court of appeal that the House
could act upon it, and every gentleman would
admit that they were an incapable tribunal.
Such action would be injurious to the volun-
teer forces. Every officer would feel, when he
went into the field, that he had to stand two
fires—an enemy in front, and those who did
not like him as an officer in the rear. Was
that going to encourage our volunteers to
take commissions as officers? (Hear, hear).
Unless a strong case is made out, showing
gross misconduct, the evidence should not be
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made public. In the present instance, no such
case exists. Even if Col. Dennis should re-
quest . it, they had no right to make the
evidence: public. They would be laying down
a wrong precedent. Let honourable gentlemen
make the case their own—would they like,
after having done their best on the field of
battle, to have all their mistakes held up to
public criticism, if they did not manage to
exhibit the ability of a Wellington, or a
Napoleon?

" Mr. Johnson thought that it would be a
dangerous precedent to withhold this infor-
mation when it was asked for. There was
discontent among the volunteers in conse-
quence of the decision of the Court of En-
quiry. This decision the Minister of Militia
was willing to give, but he was not willing to
give the discussion upon which it was found-
ed. They could not judge whether the deci-
sion was right or wrong without having the
papers, but if they were produced, we would
let the Court of Enquiry know. that the peo-
ple’s representatives would investigate their
conduct. The rights of the people were in-
volved in this case. They were here to protect
their rights. If the evidence proved that the
Court of Enquiry were right in their decision,
then the people would be informed that their
representatives, having the papers before
them, concurred in that decision, and the
country would be satisfied. What conclusion
would they come to if that evidence was
withheld? If the matter was properly investi-
gated, Col. Dennis would perhaps come out
better than he otherwise would, and the court
itself would stand in a better position before
the country.

Hon. Mr, Howe said it was evident that the
House of Commons should not be the tribunal
to judge in questions of that kind, as they
might be influenced in their decision by party
politics. Nevertheless, there should be some
stringent enquiry made in regard to incompe-
tent officers. He (Mr. Howe), believed Col.
Dennis acted like a brave man, and tried to
do what he thought to be his duty; but there
were many officers who have no military
capacity or spirit, who have obtained com-
missions from Government, because they
have friends in authority. Against those in-
competent officers they were bound to protect
the young men of the country. He would
suggest to the Minister of Militia to allow the
gentleman who made this motion to look at
the papers in his office to see whether there
was any reason for interfering with the deci-

[Sir John A. Macdonald (Kingston)]
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sion. of the Court of Enquiry. This, he
thought, would have a salutary effect upon
the public mind.

Mr, Masson (Terrebonne) said if they ad-
mitted the principle by bringing the case of
Col. Dennis before Parliament, they might
bring before the House every case which
came before a Court of Enquiry, and these
cases would have to be decided by men who
knew nothing about the matter. If the public
were not satisfied with the decision of the
Court of Enquiry, the House was omnipotent,
and could make it a subject of enquiry them-
selves; but they should not force the military
to give up evidence taken before their courts.
His honourable friend from Hants Mr.
Howe) said the men in ranks, the volunteers,
must be protected as well as the officers. In
this case, the result showed that the men
have not been much dissatisfied with the
decision of the Court of Enquiry, as many
have enlisted within a short time.

Mr. Benson said there was much interest
felt in his county regarding this matter, and a
great deal of dissatisfaction was felt in regard
to the result of the Court of Enquiry. The
Minister of Militia should know best whether
the public interest would be served by the
production of these papers; but he Mr.
Benson) did not think he had given good
reasons for withholding them.

Hon, Mr. Chauveau said that in European
countries all questions relating to military
matters were left to the discretion of Gov-
ernments. The present proceeding would dis-
courage the militia and volunteers, without
any good practical result.

Mr. Ferguson desired to say a few words
on the subject under discussion, and first, as
regards the statement made that the whole
Militia force felt dissatisfied with Col. Dennis
and the decision arrived at by the Court of
Enquiry referred to, he could bear testimony
of -the very reverse being the fact, that he
(Mr. F.) had knowledge of the opinions of
very many officers and men of the Volunteer
force between Lakes Ontario and Huron, and
that instead of dissatisfaction prevailing
amongst them, it was and is a cause of
gratification that Col. Dennis was so honour-
ably acquitted by the Court of Enquiry, and
that he is still continued an officer in the force,
and that if he had been removed as at one
time was-—and previous to the investigation—
intimated through the medium of the press, it
would have caused  universal dissatisfaction
wherever that worthy and respected officer
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was known. The honourable member for
Lambton in speaking on the motion of the
member for Monk stepped out of his way and
made allusion to an-officer in Simcoe, and as
he (Mr. F.) was that individual, he would crave
the indulgence of the House while he briefly
stated the facts, and said that his own
Lieutenant took it upon himself to make
complaint against him on several matters
connected with company affairs and occur-
rences on the way to Fort Erie, that a Court
of Enquiry was appointed and held at
Cookstown, that some- 18 witnesses were pro-
duced by the Lieutenant in proof of the
charges preferred and heard, and some 13
other members of the company brought for-
ward by him (Mr. Ferguson) who were exam-
ined; also, that he had some 22 witnesses
more, and certainly the most steady, reliable
and credible in the whole company, ready
and willing to-give testimony in the case. Col.
Dennis, knowing that fact, intimated that
he had heard sufficient to satisfy him that the
charges made were not sustained by evidence,
and that he felt it unnecessary to continue
the investigation further for the present.
Stating as he did that after he went to
Toronto, and considered the evidence taken
insufficient to acquit him, (Mr. F.), he would
then return and take the evidence of the
remaining 22 witnesses, all of which he well
understood would be in his behalf. That from
that period up to the present, he had not
heard what the report or result was, other
than that upon one occasion he (Mr. F.) spoke
to Col. Macdougall on the subject, and was
informed that he deemed it unnecessary even
to call the attention of His Excellency the
Governor-General to the matter. Such are the
facts, and facts that could not be gainsayed,
and which he trusted would be sent forth by
the press, so that Col. Dennis, who is the
best judge of the truth, or otherwise, of the
statements he (Mr. F.) had made. He was
obliged to the honourable member . for
Lambton for the allusion he had made, and
affording him Mr. F.) the opportunity of
saying what he had, only regretting that time
did not admit of his entering more fully into
the details of the case.

"~ The House then rose.
After the recess—

Mr. Blanchet thought the Minister of
Justice took the proper view of the questlon
It was not the conduct of Colonel Dennis that
was now under- discussion, but of the whole
volunteer force. The British Parliament made
enquiries into the domestication of the army;
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but that and enquiring into the c¢onduct of
individual officers were two different things.
The conduct of an officer who had done his
duty could not be brought -under investigation
of the House without great injustice,

Mr. Mackenzie understood that one reason
why the report of the Court of Enquiry was
asked for was precisely because Colonel
Dennis was charged with cowardice.

The Minister of Justice said no such charge
was made.

Mr. Mackenzie—it was not made before the
Court, but it was made in the country. It was
said that he changed his appearance and hid
himself in a hay stack.

Sir John—It was not made before the
Court, how could it take cognizance of it?

Mr. Mackenzie—We really did not know
what was before the Court. He had no doubt
the honourable member who moved in this
matter could, but for motives of delicacy,
have given very satisfactory reasons for
pressing this motion. The inquiry in the case
of Colonel Booker was not considered satis-
factory by the country, and this succeeding it,
would deepen the unfavourable impression on
the public mind; and in order to remove that
impression -and protect the volunteers from
such charges, he thought the papers should be
granted.

Homn. Col. Gray said, he was not sufficiently
acquainted with the case, but so far as he
knew the officer had been charged and hand-
somely acquitted. Parliament was the ulti-
mate tribunal. Did the party accused com-
plain? On the contrary, he was well satisfied.
The question then was: was there any public
interest that:the report should be published?
A Court of Enquiry was a preliminary inves-
tigation, and like the proceeding of a grand
jury its deliberations were private; if there
was no bill the evidence was never published.
If the officer was acquitted by the enquiry
there was nothing against him. He argued
that there was no reason for the motion
except the curiosity of the locality where the
action took place. If blunders were committed
pointing them out would give evidence to the
enemy of a weakness which it was desirable
to conceal. The proceedings in such cases in
the regular servicé were secret, except with
thé permission of the Commanding officer.

Mz, Cartwright said the motion, if it meant
anything, meant that this House should con=
stitute itself into a Court of Appeal to try the
conduct of the Court of Enquiry.
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Hon. Mr. Huntington said if the people of
his constituency had felt that they had suf-
fered from blunders, whether of Volunteers or
Regulars, he would have felt it his duty to
bring the matter before this House. The fact
that the honourable ‘member for Welland had
said that his constituents, who were on the
spot, demanded the evidence was sufficient to
induce him to vote for the motion.

Hon, Mr. Smith said that the publicity in
the ordinary Courts had a salutary effect.
Here was an offence—a servant of the Gov-
ernment—tried by a secret tribunal, and
will the people never be permitted to know
anything about it? If the Government had
said it was inexpedient he would have ac-
quiesced, but he could not admit the broad
ground that the people should not know the
result of such investigations.

Dz. Parker said it was sufficient reason for
the motion that there was a Court of Enquiry
and a report made. It tended to injure the
volunteer service for officers to be retained
in the service who were incompetent.

Mr, Blake said the object of the motion
was simply to place the House in possession
of certain information. When that was ob-
tained, it would then be for a member of the
House, if it warranted further discussion to
bring the matter before the House, and ask
the House to deal with it, but this was merely
a preliminary motion, and it did not neces-
sarily follow that when the papers were
brought down the honourable member for
Monk would ask . the House to take fur-
ther action on it. He agreed that if the
Government stated on their responsibility
that they had examined the evidence, and the
circumstances were such as to render it im-
proper to make that evidence public, a very
strong case would have to be made out to
induce the House to insist upon the papers in
the face of such a statement; but no such
statement had been made by the Minister of
Militia. He said he had not read the evidence,
but that nevertheless the Government must
resist the motion. He (Mr. Blake) thought that
no case had been made out for the Govern-
ment adopting this course.

Mr. Campbell was of opinion that as a
general rule, when in an application for pa-
pers the Government declared to the House
that in their opinion the public interests
would be injured by the production of the
papers, the demand should not be insisted on.
The enquiry in this instance had been made
in the ordinary way; the matter was placed

[Mr. Cartwright (Lennox)]
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in the hands of gentlemen whom he must
consider to have been competent to judge of
the conduct of the officer complained of. It
was competent: for those who now complained
that the report was unsatisfactory:to have
gone to the Court of Enquiry, and there made
the complaints they were now making. If
they did not do so, they were precluded from
questioning the report now, if they did mnot,
he thought they should forever hold .their
peace. But suppose the papers were produced,
what then? Was this House going to assume
the prerogative or powers of a Court of Ap-
peal? He thought the House would be stepping
beyond its province to do any such thing.

Mr. McDougall said the ground taken by
the Government, as announced by the Min-
ister of Militia, was that no sufficient case
had been made out for the interference of the
House. It was not expedient in the interest of
the Militia service, and in the interest of the
country, that this House, on the mere state-
ment of honourable members that people
were dissatisfied with the finding of the Court
of Enquiry, should call upon the Government
to bring down the evidence on which that
finding was based. The member for West-
moreland (Mr. Smith) had mainly confined his
argument to the point of secrecy, and had
held that the very fact of its having been a
secret enquiry furnished a reason why the
House should drag the proceedings into day-
light and spread them before the country. He
(Mr. McDougall) thought there was no force
in such an argument. It had been found
expedient to hold enquiries of this kind with
closed doors, for the purpose, among others,
as he understood, to get the fullest possible
information on the subject of enquiry. A
person, under such circumstances, would
state more clearly and fully what he knew,
when his evidence affected an individual with
whom perhaps he is in close relations than he
would in open court, where he knew his
statements would go into the newspapers
next morning.

Mr. Huntington adverted to the position
taken »y the member for Guysboro (Mr.
Campbell), that when Government stated ex-
plicitly that it was not in the interest of the
public service that certain papers should be
produced, it was the duty of the House to
accept that statement. He (Mr. Huntingdon)
granted that position, and if the Minister of
Militia would state that the publication of
these papers would be detrimental to the
public service there could be no doubt the
House should refrain from demanding them.
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But it was a very different thing when a
minister rose and said that passing a certain
motion would be injurious to the interests of
the country. They would say the same, no
doubt, of a motion of want of confidence. He
did not feel that any such statement could
deter him from voting for this motion.

Mr. Johnson could not agree with the Chief
Commissioner of Public Works that they
could get more- correct testimony before a
secret tribunal than a public one. He consid-
ered the great safeguard was to have the
public eye upon the witness. This House
could not try the case over again; but they
had a right to know upon what principle it
was discharged when before the Court of
Enquiry. When fathers who have lost their
sons upon the field of battle ask for informa-
tion, shall it not be given? We are asked why
we do not give some grounds for our applica-
tion for these papers. The case is taken
before a secret tribunal and the evidence is
locked up. How then can it be expected that
grounds will be furnished. To require them is
not according to Parliamentary usage or pub-
lic justice. If these proceedings were pending,
it would be improper to give these papers;
but after these proceedings are ended, unless
the Government-are prepared to say that an
injustice would be done to the public service,
the House has a right to the evidence.

Mr. Pope understood his honourable friend
to say, as the papers were locked up, and the
evidence- was in the possession of the Gov-
ernment how could they make a case out? He
(Mr. Pope) would ask, where were the fathers
who have lost their sons on the battlefield
who are dissatisfied with this Court of En-
quiry? Why does not the honourable gentle-
man who made this motion, say the people
call for this motion, and he wants the papers
brought down to base some ‘action upon
them? The honourable gentleman has told us
that he did not intend to pursue the case any
further, but he asked for the papers because
the people in that section of the counry were
dissatisfied, from some cause or other, with
the Court of Enquiry. They wanted to have
the evidence published in order to have their
curiosity satisfied. He - (Mr.  Pope) admitted
the right of the people’s representatives to
enquire into every such case; but if there was
no object in view, he would oppose the mo-
tion.

Sir John A. Macdonald said that not a
gentleman who had spoken on ‘the subject
was willing to take the responsibility of
bringing up the charge against Col. Dennis.
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That officer had asked for a Court of Enquiry,
and that Court had acquitted him. There was
not a case now before the country. No com-
plaint was made by any person, not even by
the mover of the motion. The ground he (Sir
John) took was, that it was inexpedient and
against the. inferests of the volunteer and
militia - organization to grant this motion,
unless a strong case was made out. He cited
instances in English history to prove that the
proceedings of Courts of Enquiry should be
kept secret. There might be a feeling among
certain people to have. the evidence in this
case made public, but they should not allow
this feeling to lead them to establish wrong
precedents ‘which- would be quoted as au-
thority for all time to come.

Mr. McCallum said that the general opinion
was that the evidence taken at the Court of
Enquiry did not warrant the decision that
was given. If Col. Dennis had done his duty,
why refuse the evidence? 1f not, the country
should know it.

Mr. Lawson said the Court of Enquiry was
composed of just and honourable men, and
came to a just conclusion. Even cases before
a Justice of the Peace might be conducted
with closed doors, and why, then, should this
Court of Enquiry be made public, when it
was the general rule for such courts to be
held with closed doors. He would oppose the
motion.

Mr. Sproat did not believe Col. Dennis had
acted as reported, or there would have been
some definite charges. He believed he came
out of this discussion better than before this
arose. Since ‘the Minister of Justice declared
it would be injurious to the public interests
to produce the papers, he (Mr. Sproat) would
consider it his duty to oppose the motion, and
asked his honourable friend to withdraw the
motion.

Mr. Rymal considered the House entitled to
know whether the officer in Question was
competent to discharge the duties which de-
volved upon him. The Minister of Militia
acknowledged. that there were  reports of
which he knew nothing. It appeared to him
that a gross wrong would be done to the
people of Upper Canada if these papers were
refused. He knew that the people whence he
hailed were strongly impressed with the be-
lief that our Volunteer officers were incompe-
tent. It sometimes happened that those who
ran rashly into a net prepared for them, ran
rashly -out of it again. (Hear and laughter).
Because a man runs into a hay loft with hig
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head shaved, that was no recommendation to
those who might be called upon to follow in
battle.

ALGOMA

Mr. Blake moved an address for copies of
letters or circulars addressed by the late
Commissioner of Crown Lands to the electors
- of the District of Algoma, prior to the recent
general election. Carried.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

Mr. Connell moved an address for returns
showing the names of officers connected with
Parliament or the Departmental Buildings,
with the salaries paid, etc. Carried.

ISLE OF JESUS ROAD CO.

Mr. Bellerose moved that the Clerk do call
upon the proper parties for a statement re-
specting the roads of the Isle of Jesus
Turnpike Road Company.

Mr. Dunkin asked whether this was not a
matter appertaining to the Local Legislature,
with which the House had nothing to do.

Mr. Bellerose said the statement required
would only have reference to roads possessed
by the Company on the 1staJuly. Carried.

INTERFERENCE OF THE FEDERAL GOV-
ERNMENT IN ONTARIO

Dr. Parker moved an address for copies of
instructions, correspondence and despatches
from the Government of the Dominion to the
Lieutenant-Governor of Ontario. He com-
mented on the facts connected with the for-
mation of the combination Government for
the Province of Ontario, and contended that
there had been improper interference by the
Government of the Dominion. The member
for Cornwall had been -called on to form a
Government at the request of the Premier of
the Dominion, who gave him advice and
assistance in the work he had in hand. After
the formation of the Government, those two
honourable gentlemen travelled through the
country like mendicants to influence the elec-
tions then pending, and it was evidently an
understanding between them that the power-
ful interests of both Governments should be
turned into same channel, and that the Local
Government should be made subservient to
the success of the honourable and gallant
knight at the head of the Government. This
was - the more extraordinary when it is

[Mr. Bymal (Wentworth South)]
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remembered how hostile the relations of these
honourable gentlemen had been prior to the
consummation of Confederation—how bitter-
ly the member for Cornwall had opposed the
gallant knight and how the latter had made
charges against the member for’ Cornwall,
which affected even his honour as a public
man. Now, he (Dr. Parker) referred to these
facts and moved for this correspondence, be-
cause he believed the precedent was a dan-
gerous one, and if carried out by future
governments, would tend to destroy and
overthrow the Government of the Dominion.
In the Province of Quebec, a majority was
allowed for that Government according to its
own wishes; but in Ontario, a different course
was pursued for the purpose of depriving the
majority of its just rights. He protested
against the application of one system in one
Province and a different one in another. If
the system of intrigue which characterized
the formation of the Government and the
recent elections in Ontario were to be pur-
sued by future Governments of the Dominion,
and like endeavours made to subvert the
rights of majorities in the provinces, there
would be a blow given to the constitution
which would go far to overthrow it.

Sir John A. Macdonald asked whether the
honourable member desired all the corre-
spondence between the Lieutenant-Governor
and the Government of the Dominion, or only
that which referred to the formation of the
Local Government of Ontario.

Dr. Parker said the whole correspondence
could not be very extensive, and might be
supplied, for there were several subjects of
interest involved—the dispute for instance as
to magistrate appointments. If the Govern-
ment objected, however, he would only ask
for the correspondence which had taken place
up to the middle of August.

Sir John A. Macdonald replied humorously
that the request of the honourable gentleman
could be easily complied with, for the corre-
spondence relative to the formation of the
Government of Ontario was covered by a
word of three letters—mnil. There were no
instructions to the Lieutenant-Governor—no
despatches—no correspondence—and the only
thing issued on the advice of the Government
of the Dominion was the commission to
General Stisted appointing him Lieuten-
ant-Governor. But:the honourable gentleman
(Dr. Parker) desired to have a fling at the
member for: Cornwall and himself (Sir John
A)), and had therefore brought this motion
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before the House, What right, however, had
he, 'who complained of interference with the
Local Government of Ontario, to bring a
subject of this. kind before the House of
Commons, which had nothing to do with it?
That Government was independent of this
Parliament, and he (Sir John) did not doubt
that it was capable of maintaining its rights.
He glanced at the circumstances connected
with the formation of the Government of
Ontario, and justified the course pursued by
the member. for Cornwall in forming a
Government 'in' harmony with the Privy
Council, pointing to the results of the elec-
tions as ‘satisfactory proof that that course
met the approval of the people. He reflected
rather severely on" the fickle support the
member for Wellington Centre had formerly
given the member for Cornwall, and on his
generally erratic and inconsistent course. He
(Sir John A.) had gone before the electors to
explain the conduct and views of the Gov-
ernment, and said he was proud to have the
opportunity of standing before, his fellow
countrymen to give account of what he had
done, and ask renewed confidence at their
hands. He would do it again when occasion
arose; and he was told by his friends that if
he had done it before, he would have had a
stronger party in the House in former years.
Because, by appearing before the people, he
was enabled to refute many calumnies, and
remove many misrepresentations. regarding
his political course.

Mr. Mackenzie said the Minister of Justice
had made a most undeserved attack on the
member for Wellington Centre. He had spok-
en in a strong manner of the inconsistency of
that gentleman’s course in Parliament, and of
the fitful support he had given the adminis-
tration of the member for Cornwall. He (Mr.
MacKenzie) ventured to assert that the adhe-
sion of his friend to that Government was
unwavering. The Coalition Government of
1864, also of which the learned knight was a
member, received the unwavering, the almost
too unwavering, support of his honourable
friend. So anxious was he to maintain good
faith with the Government that he voted with
them last session on occasions when he (Mr.
McKenzie) thought his duty to his party and
to his country might have dictated a different
course. However, they might speak of him
now they had not thought it beneath them to
make special journeys to obtain the adhesion
of his honourable friend. The Minister of
Public Works went to Hamilton fo convene
secretly some members of the party, and a
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special invitation, he understood, was sent to
the member for  Wellington Centre. They
thought they had him in their net, but finding
that they were mistaken, another Minister
went shortly afterwards to Guelph to bring
out opposition against him. (Hear, hear). The
motion, he presumed, would not bring out
any information of importance. The House
could not ask for verbal communication
which passed’ between Ministers of the Do-
minion and General Stisted, or the member
for Cornwall; but it was well known that the
member for Cornwall came to Ottawa, and
that the whole programme was arranged be-
tween him and the Premier of the Dominion.
The honourable gentleman would not deny
that.

~ 8ir John A. Macdonald—I do deny that.

Mr. Mackenzie—Do you deny that you had
a conversation with him on the subject,
before he was Premier?

Sir John A. Macdonald—Yes.

Mr. Mackenzie said that the member for
Cornwall had himself admitted it in his (Mr.
Mackenzie’s): county, and also-when he oc-
cupied a platform beside the Minister of
Justice in London. He admitted that he was
asked by gentlemen opposite to form a
Coalition Government.

Sir John A. Macdonald—That is a different
affair,

Hon. John Sandficld Macdonald—I never
did so.

Mr. Mackenzie said the member for Corn-
wall had admitted it to himself, and all that
he denied in London was that he had accept-
ed office on -condition of forming a Coalition
Government. Of ‘course there was no regular
contract which could be brought before this
House. But there could be no doubt that the
honourable gentleman did enter into a bar-
gain the design of which was to destroy his
own, party. Mr. Mackenzie went on to refer
to the" circumstances connected’ with the
organization of the Ontario Government to
show that this' was the case, and to the
crusade made on his county, during the late
election, by the Minister of Public' Works
and the Premier of Ontario.

Mr. Blake contended that the member for
Wellington Centre 