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rise and ask leave to sit again ; in order to
o into Supply again at eight o’'clock.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding) moved that the committee rise, re-
port progress, and ask leave to sit again.

Committee rose, and it being Six o’clock,
the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

SUTPPLY—THE CHANGE OF GOVERN-
MENT.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field- !
ing) moved that the House again resolve
itself into Committee of Supply.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 rise, Sir, to
endeavour to discharge the most painful
duty that has ever fallen to my lot during ;
a somewhat lengthened parliamentary car-
eer. I ueed not tell you. Sir, that in my
judgment nothing is so vitally important to .
Canada as the maintenance of the great!
privileges which we enjoy under the British'
constitutional system that has been adopted :
for this country ; and when I speak of the
British constitutional system, I speak of
a system which, after a long struggle from
time immemorial between the Crown and
the people, was adopted in Great Britain, :
a system which has made that country, I°
think I inay venture safely to say. the
envy of nations and the admiration of the .
world. There is no question, Sir. that under
that system of parliamentary government
England has attained a position in which
she must be admitted to be the grandest and |
mightiest Empire in the world. I need not:
remind this House that Robert Baldwin, !
Lafontaine and other great Reformers of |
old Canada struggled and fought persistent-:
ly to obtain that same system of parliament-:
ary government for Canada ; that in 1841
the great and long-continued efforts of the:
old Reform party were crowned with abun-
dant success; and that from that time down |
to the present, I may say, all the provinces
of which British North America is composed
have enjoyed to the fullest extent the sys-:
tem of parliamentary government that pre-.
vails in England. The advantage of that:
system of government is most striking in.
one great particular. Under a republican
system of government, such as we see in
the great republic to the south of us, the'
executive head of the nation is not looked
up to by all classes and all parties as a
great and impartial representative of the
whole people., but he is the head of a great:
party from the hour of his election to that i
high and important position down to the'
end of the period for which he has been .
elected. The result is that very often quite !
one-half of the people of the United States :
~of America are engaged from the hour of :

( jesty
of

crying, attacking and assailing the execu-
tive head. That, Sir, I regard as a great
misfortune, and I think that the contrast
to that systemm which England presents is
one of the most striking and favourable
contrasts it is possible to conceive. There
you have the Queen of this great Empire
holding her position as the executive head
of the nation, and preserving throughout her
reign the entire contideace, respect and sup-
port of all classes 2nd all parties under her
sway. However fiercely the contests may
wage between the two great parties in the
state, no person ever fails in accordiug to
Her Majesty the most profound respect. re-
verence and continued support. Under our
system of parliamentary government, we

renjoy—we ought to enjoy—the same advan-
i tage.

Under that system we stand in
precisely the same position as Eng-
land. The representative of Her Ma-
in Canada, as the executive head
the country, enjoys the confidence.
the respect and the support of all parties
in the state; and however keen the strug-
gles may be between different parties, all
alike are ready to give to the representa-

. tive of Her Majesty that same respect, confi-
-dence and support that Her Majesty her-
: self receives throughout this great Empire.
"and from all classes and parties<in Great

Britain.
Now, Sir, I must take for granted that

.the gentlemen who form the present Gov-

ernment of Canada are necessarily respon-
sible for every act that the Governor Gene-

.ral of Canada has committed ; and that re-
-lieves me at once from the disagreeable

necessity of uttering a single word in dis-
paragement of His Excellency ; because,
under the form of government we possess,
my hon. friend the First Minister and his
colleagues, on assuming office, were neces-
sarily and naturally obliged to assume all
responsibility for every act of His Excel-
lency from the time of what I may cail the
crisis which ensued on the general election.
The position that Canada occupies in this
respect was very distinctly stated by the

' Right Hon. Sir John Macdonald in the con-

federation debates. On February 6th, 1865,
Attorney General Macdonald said :

In the constitution we propose to continue the
system of responsible government, which has ex-
isted in this province since 1841, and which has

- long obtained in the mother country. This is a

feature of our constitution as we have it now,
and as we shall have it in the federation, In

: which, I think, we avoid one of the great defects

in the constitution of the United States. There
the President, during his term of office, is in a
great measure a despot, & one-man power, with
the command of the naval and military forces—
with an immense amount of patronage as head of
executive, and with the veto power as a branch
of the legislature, perfectly uncontrolled by re-
sponsible advisers, his cabinet being departmen-
tal officers merely, whom he is not obliged by the
constitution to consult with, unless he chooses to

his election down to the close of the period i do so. With us the Sovereign, or in this country

[

for which he is elected in denouncing, de- | the representative of the Sovereign, can act only
Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
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on the advice of his Ministers, those Ministers
being responsible to the people through Parlia-
ment. :

Todd, in his * Parliamentary Government
in the British Colonies,” at page 817, lays
down the same principle in the following
words ‘

Upen a change of Ministry it is essential that
the gentlemen who may be invited by the Gover-
per to form a new Administration shall be un-
reservedly informed by him of the circum-
stanzes which led to the resignation or dismissal
of their predecessors in office ; and that they shall
be willing to accept entir2 responsibility to the
lccal Parliament for any acts of the Governor
which have been instrumszntal in occasioning the
resignaticn or effecting th2 dismissal of the out-
going Ministry. For it i8 an undoubted principle
of English law, that no prerogative of the Crown
can be constitutionally exercised unless some
Minister of State is ready to assume responsi-
bility for the same.
inviolate, however the propriety of its exercise
may be questioped, or its use condemned. The
authority of the Crown, in the hands of the
Queen’s representative., must invariably be re-
spected ; and no one subordinate to the Goveranor
should attribute to him personally any act of
misgnvernment, his Minister being always an-
swerable for his acts to the local Parliament and
to the constituent body.

This was further emphasized in a discussion
which took place in this House on the 1st
of March, 1877, when Sir John Macdonald
said :

I concur with the hon. gentleman that he can-
not be responsible for the speech of another in-
dividual when he does not know of it. He is,
however, responsible for every utterance of the
Governor General, except when that illustrious
individual expressly states that what he states
he says as an Imperial officer by Imperial com-
mand. It is important that the principle should
be laid down if we are to be a free country. If
responsible government is to be maintained, this
principle should be strictly upheld, and I am sur-
prised to hear an hon. gentleman, occupying the
position of Premier of this Dominion, who boasts
that not only is the country under responsible
government, but that its constitution is moulded
after the same plan and on the same line as the
British constitution, should aver that he is not
responsible for the language of the illustrious
individual who so worthily reprssents the Crown
in this country.

I may say that that remark had reference to
a statemert of Mr. Mackenzie, in the dis-
cussion which arose as to the speech made
by His Excellency the Governor General in
British Columbia. I drew attention to the
fact that an obvious error had occurred in
the report of that speech, and Mr. Macken-
zie said that, of course as it was obvious,
be was not responsible for any error of that
kind.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). Will the
hon. gentleman state the date and place
from which he takes this quotation ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is a quota-
tionp from ‘ Hansard” of 10th March, 1877,
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page 373. 1 do not quote the whole of the
discussion, but in the debate, I drew the
attention of the House to an obvious error
that had occurred in the report of His Ex-
cellency’s Speech, in connection with the
point in regard to the creation of a number
of senators. He continued :

I remember when the doctrine was propounded
long ago by the old Tories of Upper Canada, it
was dencunced by the whole of the Liberal
party of Lower Canada, and it was after a long
and severe battle fought by the Baldwin Reform-
ers of those days that constitutional and respon-
sible government was obtained. There have been
a great niany fights between the old Tory party
before it took the name of Conservative, and the
Reform party comprising the Liberals of Upper
Canada, as to which deserved most merit for
very many great reforms and changes ; but there
is one question in which the old Tory party has
no right to claim any share, viz., the victory won
by the Baldwin Reformers over the Crown Col-
cny system. That victory was consummated un-
der Lord Sydenham, in September, 1841, when it
was decided that thcreafter the Government of
i Canada was to be a responsible government, and
 tkat everythirg connected with the public wel-
 fare, whether legislative or administrative,
i shiould be done only on the advice of responsible
! ministers and advisers. This is the first occa-
i sion since 1841 that I have heard this doctrine
! denied and repudiated by the leader of what was

: the great Reform party. The representative of
!the Crown can have no more rights in Canada
| than the Crown itself, and the Crown could not
i make any utterances on public affairs for which
i scme minister would not be responsible. Some
: minister must be responsible for every announce-
{ment, every statement, every opinion expressed
iby the Sovereign, and, if that principle is once
;abandoncd, then we shall return to the old sys-
.tem so much decrizd and for which the old
i official party, both in Upper and Lower Canada,
| were attacked, and properly attacked.

. Mr. Mackenzie, after explaining his inability
. to be responsible for an inaceuracy in report-
: ing the speech of His Excellency the Gover-
-nor General, assumed responsibility for

‘every word he uttered. He said:

i
i The ministers are responsible for everything
' that affects the conduct of public affairs just as
-the hoa. member for Kingston was responsible
! for every despatzh he brought down by order of
| His Excellency. It was the duty of the hon.
| gentleman to bring the despatches down, and,
t if he thought they should not be brought down to
i Parliament, he should have resigned rather than
. have done so.

.1 think that puts in a clear and emphatic

:light the fact that we have a system of
| parliamentary government, carried out in
i precisely the same manner and to the same
i extent as it is in England. Todd again
!says, in his Government of the Colonies,
| page 324 :

In the absence of definite instructions, or posi-
i tive law, it is the duty of a constitutional Gov-
| crnor to be guided upon all questions that may
iarise. or matters that may be submitted to him
in his official capacity, by the usage of the
iCrown in the mother country ; which he should
| endeavour to ascertain and to imitate, so far as
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may be consisteut with his position and responsi-
bility as 2 colonial Gavernor.

1 trouble the House with these extracts
because it is important that we should start
wih correct premises. 1t is important, in dis-
cussing the correspondence which took place
between His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral and myself, that I should be free to
make animadversions on what I regard as a.
departure from the principles of parl.iamen-:
tary government which we enjoy in this:
country, without being open to the charge;
of, in the least degree, personally assailing.
the representative of the Sovereign; and.
when I make any remarks that may reflect.

I beg the House to understand that I am
presenting that as a matter, not in question’
between His Excellency and myself at pre-;
sent, but between hon. gentlemen opposite,:
who have accepted full responsibility of all:
the statements of His Excellency, and who!
are here to answer any criticism that may
be offered with regard to them. :

It is known to the House that, shortly:
after the opening of the last session of Par--
liament, my hon. friend, Sir Mackenzie
Bowell. then Prime Minister of Canada, did
me the honour of inviting me to accept the.
position of Secretary of State and leader of |
the House of Commons, under his Govern-|
ment. I endeavoured to discharge that duty:
to the best of my ability ; and although I am
conscious of a great many shortcemings, as:
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1 gave the date very closely, if not the exact
i period. The House is also awarée that the
: Government fixed, not only as early a day
| as they could for the purpose of holding an
' appeal to the country, but as early a day as
:possible for this legislature to assemble.
. Well, the fates of war were against us.
; After a sharp and short struggle, the result

e = )

‘was that the Government were not in a
i position to claim a majority of supporters

So soon as it was con-
venient for His Excellency to return from
the city of Quebec. where he had some en-
gagements that made it very difficult for him

. to come for a considerable time, I did myself
. . ; : the honour of waiting on him and conferring
upon the course pursued by His Excellency, j fon, o ¥ P position.

:on that occasion will be brought to the at-

What took place

tention of the House by a memorandum
which is on the Table and which I submit-

'ted in response to a memorandumn received

from His Excellency. In this memorandum
I said :

So socn as Your Excellency had returned to the
capital, the 2nd inst., I had the honour of waiting
upon you and discussing the present condition of
affairs, caused by thz general clection which took
place on the 23rd June. At that time 1 submit-
ted a memo. of the precedents indicating the
practice fcllowed in England and Canada on the
defeat of a government.

I may say, Sir, that the memorandum of
His Excellency and my reply thereto being
in the hands of hon. members, I shall not

might naturally be expected under such cir-: feel it necessary to go into this question as
cumstances, 1 accepted, as you are aware,: I should otherwise be obliged to do. But,
Sir, that arduous responsibility, in the face . Sir, I submit, and I am sure the recollection
of the fact that the great party to which 1:of every hon. gentleman in the House will
had the honour to belong, and which thatf sustain me, that perhaps there never Las
Government represented. were divided in; been an occasion in Canada when it was
this House upon a very serious and imporr-| found so difficult for a number of days, for
ant question, on which they held very strong-: a considerable period, to arrive at anything
ly antagonistic views. But notwithstand- | like accurate conclusions as to who had been
ing a large portion of very able and dis-jand who had not been elected.-Many of
tinguished members of the House of Com-:these constituencies were not easily access-
mons did not agree with the Government on, ible and, from a variety of causes, as every
that question, the fact remains that 1 had: hon. gentleman knows, in 2 number of cases
the honour of receiving the support of a the papers printed one day' the election
majority on every occasion. With the single of certain gentlemen only to contradict their
exception to which I bave reference, hon. rown statement next day and say that others
gentlemen opposite know that, during that: had been elected. So, while there was not
session, I was at the head of a very large a very large margin, the state of affairs made
majority of this House. !a very material element of uncertainty as to

The House was dissolved ; my hon. col-: what had actually taken place. Then, as I
league. Sir Mackenzie Bowell, accepted a;have stated before, the question of recounts
very important mission to England and ten-| was one that might, under existing circum-
dered his resignation. as leader of the Gov-:stances, affect the relative position of the
ernment, and His Excellency did me the:parties; and His Excellency at once. as I
great honcur of calling upon me to form ani have stated, assented to the reasonableness

Administration, which duty I undertook. An:
Administration was formed, and a general
election was held as promptly as it was
possible, under the circumstances. The
House is also aware that before Parliament
prorogued, in answer to a question of my
hon. friend who now occupies the position
of Minister of Trade and Commerce (Sir
Richard Cartwright), 1 stated the date on
which Parliament would be called together.

8ir CHARLES TUPPER.

of awaiting the recounts, and the course of
the Ministry to be taken up in the light of
the facts as far as it was possible to obtain
them. I need not repeat, I have already ex-
pressed, the pain and surprise with which I
received on the 6th of July a communication
from the Governor General dated the 4th,
but not placed in my hand until the 6th, in-
volving a grave and meost important de-
parture from all parliamentary usage known
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in England and in Canada. And it is neces-

sary to bear in mind the fact, though bear-
ing date of the 4th, this communication did
not reach my hands until the 6th, it has a
material bearing upon & number of papers
brought down in which the dates appear to
be a little conflicting. I may say frankly to
‘the House that the Government in the dis-
charge of what they conceived to be their
duty to the country and to the constitutional
practice that had prevailed here and in Eng-
land down to this period, felt it necessary
to close all business and make a number of
recommendations to His Excellency. But
from the moment that paper was placed in
my hand, no recommendation whatever was
made by the Government of which I had the

honour 10 be the head, because 1 felt that !

it was impossible that any gentlemen could
read the memorandum His Excellency
placed in my hands without arriving at the
conclusion that the Government did not
possess the confidence of His Excellency ;
and under these circumstances 1 felt it
would be as derogatory to my colleagues and
myself as it would be injurious to the public
service to attempt to make any recommen-
dation or ask any consideration of any ap-
pointment whatever. I mention this more
particularly because the dates are confusing
and would lead to a contrary conclusion un-

arise, or matters that may be submitted to him
in his official capacity, by the usage of the
Crown in the mother country, which he should
cndeavour to ascertain and ¢o imitate, so far as
may be consistent with his position and respon-
sibility as a colonial Governor.

Lord Dufferin, one of the most eminent,
most able, and most constitutional Gov-
j ernors General that Canada has had, stated
i that principle in clear and emphatic words
in his address at Halifax on the Sth August,
1873, when he said :

My only gui¢ing s:ar in the conduct and main-
I tenance of my official relations with your public
| is the Parliament of Canada.

fOn a very important occasion, as hon. gen-
‘tlemen opposite know, when a very large

i minority of the House of Commons memo-
‘ralized His Excellency and endeavoured to
igive him advice at a crisis which occurred.
'His Excellency refused to accept that ad-
‘vice, and acted upon the advice of his con-
' stitutional advisers. So high an authority
‘as Mr. Asquith, one of the members of Mr.
: Gladstone's last Government, and of Lord
. Rosebery’s Government, said, in emphatic
|terms, as found in the English * Hansard.”
;vol. 7, 1892, 97 :

! Parliament renders ecffective the considered
i jJudgment of the country.

less this fact were stated. Now, as I have | And Todd, in his * Parliamentary Govern-
said. the British parliamentary systenI1 haﬁ» . ment in England,” page 1852, says :
been placed beyond all dispute. And I will Parliament i .

e ! s the voice of the people. The
craw the attention of the House for a: House. of Commons is the legitimate organ of
few minutes to the statement with Whiich ! the people.

His Excellency commenced his communica- : - ,
tion. After referring to the arrangement of ; lord John Russell, in his . Life of Fox,”
the 7th July, he says : :says, as found in Todd's “ Parliamentary

’ ° ! Government in England,” vol. I1., page 512 :
After taking every means in my power to in-!

form myself, it i8 impossible for me to ignoreg
the probability that, in the event of your de- .
cision to meet Parliament the present Ad-.
ministration will fail to secure the confidence :
of the House of Commeus. :
I contend that the position taken there is
utterly unknown to the British constitution,

The verdict of the country having been, pro-
nounced against ministers at a general election,
it is nevertheless competent for them to remain
in office until a new Pgrliament has met and
given a definitive decision upon the merits, for
the House of Commons s the legitimate organ
of the people whose opinions cannot be constitu-
i tionally ascertained except through their repre-

to the English parliamentary system, and to! sentative in Parliament. It is necessary, how-
the system that prevails in Canada. I say |ever, according to precedents, that under such
there are no means by which His Excellency ; circumstances the new Parliament should be

without violating the constitution of the |
country, could take to inform himself with |
reference to the position in which his Gov- !
ernment stood. I take the ground, Sir, that:
under that glorious constitution, that under :
that system of parliamentary government for
which Baldwii and the reformers who !
stood with him fought so successfully
and established as the birthright and inheri- |
tance of the pecple of this country, the Gov-.

ernor General like Her Majesty had no!:

t

means of informing himself except by his:
constitutional advisers and the voice of Par-
liament. ‘“'Todd, In his Government in the!
British Colonies,” says in clear and em-!
phatie terms :

In the absence of definite instructions, or posi-

tive law, it is the duty of a constitutional Gov-
ernor to be guided upon all questions that may

called together without delay.

I have already reminded the House that
that question did not arise, because the day
of the assembling of the new Parliament
was then fixed, and, under that arrange-
ment, the House was to meet in a few days,
So as to place that beyond doubt. Now, in
1852, Lord Derby was called ujpon to accept
office when he was in a minority in the
House of Commons. The new Ministers
were defeated by 234 to 148, and the Douse
dissolved on 1st July, 1852. They were de-
feated at the elections, but summoned rar-
liament in November, and did not resign,
They were defeated by 305 to 286 on the
Budget. Again, in 1859, Lord Derby dis-

‘solved Parliament on 19th April. The Min- -

isters met Parliament on the 31st May, and
did not resign until defeated by a majority
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of 13. In 1892, Lord Salisbury dissolvad the | the regular Opposition, but the regular Opposi-
House, but the Opposition had praviously | tion in combination, or not in combination with
voted the Estimates for the year to expedite i any other section of the House.
public business—an example which certain- 1 call the attention of the hon. gentleman
ly was not foliowed by hon. gentle:nen oD-at the head of the Government to the -fact
posite on a comparatively repeut OCCASION. | that on that occasion the majority was
He was defeated by a majority of 40. but ' overwhelming in its character, and absolute-
did pot resign until he was defeated Dy 4 ']y homogeneous. I have said enough to show
direct_vote of want of confidence, 350 10| the eminent English authorities, about
316. Now, Sir, Mr. Gladstone, who will be: whjch there must be no difference of opin-
accepted by hon. gentlemen opposite, and by | jon, in regard to the right of a defeated
parliamentarians all over the world, as & Government to receive a verdict of the peo-
very high authority, gave his opioions with i ple from the people’s representatives on the
reference to the duty of meeting Parliament | fioor of Parliament; and I will now come
after a defeat. Mr. Gladstone, in the Eng-: qown to show that that was affirmed
lish “ Hansard,” vol. 218, pages 128 and 129, | ijn the most clear and emphatic manner by
in 1874, says: ' the Canadian precegent estal;]ished by the

e known and remembered that in:e€minent leader of the Liberal Government,
fogn:ll} otlilx];:iesbit has been the practice of a gov-| Whose party was defeated in 1878. On 9th
ernment that has not succeeded in obtaining a October, 1878, Mr. Mackenzie writes to Lord
majority at a general election to refer the de-: Dufferin as follows—'‘ Life of Mackenzie,”
cision to the arbitrament of Parliament. And I:page 529 :—

will not disguise from myself that although no, .
practical dangers could happen in the instances; The protectionist prinziple undoubtedly ob-
which have lately occurred, yet it is conceivable : tained a victory at the polls. The knowledge
that a government that had been guilty of seri- | ¢f the wonderful success of Great Britain in de-
cus malversation might seek, by the immediate : veloping her trade and commerce under the op-
surrender of office, to avoid the judgment or to: I'esite system, and the sad results of the at-
weaken the force of the judgment whick it might tempt 'by’ the United States to carry out a pro-
have to anticipate from an adverse House of ; tectionist’s Qohcy,. as exhibited in the ruinous
Commons. ; State of their shipping and manufactures, and
* * . . s . » . : the growth of a communistic feeling, were alike

After what had happened these were the con-: disregarded. We felt. howevet’, that it would

-to close up all business in the departments at
. the earliest possible moment.

t“ Close up,” mark you, Mr. Speaker, not to
iabandon the departments by leaving them

sidcrations which led us to the course we : be unpleasant to remain in office after ascertain-
adopted, although it is a course which was justifi- ";gt;lhaté there Wai go. pmbabtgi“yddb th:h policy
ed by the circumstances, it is one which ought'© e Governmen elng sustaine y e new
not to be adopted in the absence of strong justi- House.
fying circumstances. . 'Mark this, Mr. Speaker, just as Mr. Glad-
Mr. Gladstone, in point of fact, apologized  stone apologized for having departed frqm
for having established the precedent of re-the sound principle of a government receiv-
signing without meeting Par;iament, when | ;1)1;3: lt.he ve;'dict of 1éhe I{(Impll\e on the ﬂzor o}f
beaten at the polls. Mr. Balfour says, as: Parliament, so Mr, ) ackenzie, althoug
to the right of the Government, after defeat, ; beaten by an overwhelming majority. and
to meet Parliament, ‘“ Hansard,” vol. VIII,, @ that of a homogeneous character, apologizes
1892, page 220 : .for having surrendered his trust without
< r meeting Parliament. He goes on to say:
In meeting Parliament we are strictly follow-i
ing the best precedent. i The other course would doubtless be the one
~in accordance with the English practice, but
- The Government of which he was a mem- inhcre are two precedents of a recent date in fav-
ber, had been defeated, yet they did not re- . our ot a resignation before the meeting of Parlia-
sign, but met Parliament and accepted judg- . meit, these precedents being made by the leaders
ment at the hands of Parliament. :of both political parties {n England. Feeling that
i we are justified in pux:suing that course, 1 have
We are following StriCtslgg tvhvg precedeg]tﬁ of . resolved, with the concurrence of my colleagues,
1341, for example, and of 1859. We are not follow-
ing the precedents ofi 1868-1874, 1880 or 1886. 1
quite admit that. I have two replies to that ob-
jeztion of the right hon. gentieman. My first
reply is that the older precedents are precedents |
of far longer standing—that the older precedents - as they were, but to close up all the busi-
bave behind them a far longer concatenation of . ness, just as the late Government endeav-
authorities to support them, and that the pre-;oured to the best of their ability to close up
gegent 21 ﬁismil% %l;mabfglltlﬁzlbéegggglpl;;‘c?gedt?gé i the business that remained in their depart-
ave to ’ y ; .
the circumstances of the present time in no way ! ments before resigaing their trust.
resemble those which prevailed in the years 1868.; With the view of enabling our successors to
1874, or 1880. On these occasions the Opposittoni meet Parliament at an early day, with measures
w§sl returxizeditby h:r mtajorigl :]l))sollllllttél;r h%\!f:g- i for ca;;ry(iin%hinto ;eftect :bteh pol{cyﬁto which they
i n its character a 80 - | committe emselves a e election.
genee::ll: gin its character. The leader of the Op-! Now, Sir, I think with the Engilsh
position in tHose years came back to this House'! ’ 1; itted ngiish prece-
at the head of a majority on which he could ab- | dents I have submitted, the overwhelming
golutely rely to outvote not merely what is called i authorities I have submitted, backed and
Sir CHARLES TUPPHR.
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sustained by so high an authority as the
great leader of the then Liberal party in
this country, I have established beyond !
question the right that myself and my col-
leagues were in a position and fairly en-
titled to meet Parliament at the early day
at which it was called, if we so desired and:
wished. I do not mean to say that any in-
timation of that kind was given to His Ex-
cellency, 1 do not mean to say that that|

course would have been followed, but it
would have been open to us to consider!
whether we might not promote the public:
business of the country in the condition it
then was by meeting Parliament on .the:
day for which it was summoned, and placing
hon. gentlemen opposite, who would have
had control of the House, in a position to!
elect a Speaker and to take a vote of credit
from Parliament, previous even to the for-
mation, if they desired it, of their Govern-
ment and to have taken a vote of credit for
the purpose of avoiding all the difficulties
into which they were plunged by adopting
a different course. I can only say that had
that course been pursued, those hon. gentle-
nen would have found that we would not
have adopted the very unpatriotic, unparlia-
mentary and almost unconstitutional course
of obstruction of which they set an example
during the previous session. They would
have found that with a desire to promote
public business and to give effect at the
earliest possible moment to the clearly
understood wishes of the people as expressed:
on the floor of Parliament, that course might
have been more eminently satisfactory than
the ore which was taken.

But T will now, Sir, give another authority
almost as high in the estimation of hon.
gentlemen opposite, and of the great Liberal:
party throughout this country as even the
English authorities or the authority of Mr.
Mackenzie himself, and that is the * Globe ”
newspaper. The * Globe,” in 1878, said :

It has, w2 are aware, been held by high author-
ity that the vote of Parliament alone should de-
termine the actiom of the administration offi-
cially. It is true, Mr. Mackenzie knows nothing
of the strength of the respective parties until
that be tested by a division of the House of Com-
mons.

If Mr. Mackenzie knew nothing of the
strength of parties when there was a ma-
jority of between 80 and 90 in the House
of Commons elected opposed to him, I should
like to know what His Excellency knew of
the strength of parties and the state of
parties in the House of Commons after the
recent elections, and how he could ascertain
the facts. I have already shown from the
very highest authorities that His Excellency
had no eyes to see, no ears to hear, except
what was communicated to him by his re-
sponsible advisers or by the voice of Parlia-
ment itself. The * Globe ” further says :

He has the legal right to hold office until the
usual time of the meeting of Parhament, to do
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: Mark that.

all the acts that a ministry in possession of a
majority could do.

Mr. Speaker. Here is that
great authority to which every Liberal in
this country looks as a supreme authority

. in the press, declaring emphatically in the

face of a majority of between SO or 90 elect-
ed by the people of Canada in opposition to
the Mackenzie Government, that the Govern-

| ment had a legal right to hold office until

the usual time for the legislature to as-
semble, and to do all acts which a Ministry
in possession of authority could do. and to
disregard absolutely the popular manifesta-
tion at the late elections. I give that as an
authority which hon. gentlemen opposite
generally treat with great respect. The
*“ Globe ” #till further says:

We feel perfextly sure, too, that in the matter
of appointments the Premier will have the full-
est regard to the principle which should guide a
retiring Cabinet. Any vacauncies may properly
be filled up, and all such appointments may be

‘fittingly made as are necessary for the uninter-

rupted progress of the business ¢f Government.

Under these circumstances I placed, for the
reasors I have stated. in the hands of His
Excellency a list of the precedents. English
and Canadian, that bear on the question ;
and at the same time aund for the reasons I
have stated. I intimated that a number of
minutes sent to His Excelleney had net
been returned signed by His Excellency ;
and I placed in his hands a statement of the

 appointments, some 92 in all, if my memory

serves me, made by Mr. Mackenzie after this
unmistakable verdict of the people so far as
could be gathered from the popular voice or
from the press, for consideration, and [ left
the matter open until His IZxcellency had an
opportunity of seeingz the papers when. we
could take up and discuss the position of
the Administration in respect to those ques-
tions.

I need not detain the House long, I think,
on that point, but I draw attention to the
next statement in the memorandum from
His Excellency the Governor General. He
said :

In the first place, the business to be transaci.d
by Parliament, though foreseen——

Ihcall the attention of hon. gentlemen to
this :

——-And not in character exceptional, is urgent.

What do hon. gentlemen opposite think of
going down to His Excellency the Governor
General, who had put on record his declara-
tion that the business of granting the sup-
plies was foreseen and was not in character
exceptional. and calling on His Excellency
to sign a Governor General’s warrant on the
ground that it was unforeseen and excep-
tional ? I do not intend, although His Ex-
cellency was called upon, in the teeth of the
statute, as admitted by hon. members on
both sides of the House, to go in direct op-
position to his own declaration, that it was

REVISED EDITION.
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foreseen,—although that Act was one of a} liament, made over the signature of His
very strong character. 1 do not for a mo-  Excellency the Governor General, is, 1 say.
ment question the propriety of His Excel- | unaccompanied by the knowledge of the
lency appending his name to those Governor ; facts, calculated to mislead entirely any per-
General's warrants. But the responsibility | son who reads it. Why, there is no ques-
rests on hon. gentlemen opposite to tion as to what it means. When a Gov-
justify the declaration of His Excellency | ernmént cannot obtain supplies from Par-

that this absence of supplies was foreseen:
and was not exceptional, when at the same’
time they placed before His Excellency a:
report from the Minister of Justice, which,
although very halting and very lame, still
was found suflicient to satisfy his colleagues
that they were warranted in asking the Gov-’
ernor General, in violation of all he had in-
timated. to take an entirely different course. .
But His Excellency said :

The supplies for the public service are already
entirely exhausted. This contingency was in:
view when the date of Parliament was fixed.

So it was. His Excellency knew that his’
Goverament had fixed the date of the meet-
ing of Parliament at the very earliest day .
that P’arliament could ineet, because there
was an absence of Supply. He says:

liament, the presumption is that they are
powerless to do so because they have no
majority. There is nothing that would in-
dicate the impotency of a Government so
completely as their not being able to ob-
tain supplies, and yet His Excellency knew,
what every gentleman opposite knows, that
the Government of Sir Mackenzie Bowell
had a large majority in this Parliament

; ready to vote supplies. and they know, too.

that the Opposition were found, for the
first time .in Canada, unpatriotic enough to

cbuse the position which they found Par-
: llament in. :

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, Sir, I say,

- for the first time in the history of Canada,

It is in the public interest that Parliament
should meet at as early a day as possible, and
be able to proceed to business forthwith.

I say that having left with His Excellency
these precedents as to the practice in Eng--
land and Canada ; having left for His Ex-.
cellency’s consideration the course adopted .
by so eminent and distinguished an author-
ity us one of the most able and distin-
guished Governors Canada has ever had,
Lord Dufferin, who was present on the occa-
sion of two crises—the resignation of Sir
John A. Macdonald’s Government in 1873,
and subsequently the defeat of the Hon.
Mr. Mackenzie’'s Government in 1878—hav-
ing drawn the attention of His Excellency
to the course pursued and with the under-
standing that after he had time to peruse
the papers, I would have an early opportu-
nity of discussing these questions with His
Excellency again ; what am I to think when
hon. gentlemen opposite are prepared to de-
fend the placing in my hands of the declara-
tion to which His Excellency the Governor
General has committed himself in this me-
morandum.

Now, Sir, I will not comment further on
that, but shall next draw attention to the
following statement which is to be found
in His Excellency’s memorandum :

The previcus Administration (with Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell as Prime Minister), representing
the views of the same pclitical party and having
a' majority in both chambers, failed to pass its
proposed legislation, and on he 25th of April
Parliameat expired by eflux of time without
having granted supplies for the public service
beyond the 30th Jure.

Now, Sir, there is no man unacquainted with
the circumstances who cculd fail to be mis-
led by that statement. The bald statement
that Sir Mackenzie Bowell’s Government
was unable to obtain supplies from this Par-

Str CHARLES TUPPER.

.and I believe I may go further and say,

for the first time in the history of any
country in which parliamentary government
exists, the Opposition, taking advantage of
the unusual circumstance of the life of Par-
liament terminating on a certain day, adopt-
ed the unpatriotic course of sacrificing the
best interests of the country and involving
themselves in the most dire straits and diffi-
culties, from which they were only extri-
cated by following up a series of thoroughly
unconstitutional and unparliamentary acts.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That Opposi-
tion prevented those supplies being voted,
when the Government of the day had a
large, aye an overwhelming majority at their
backs, ready to give supplies. But for
that extraordinary circumstance of the life
of Parliament terminating on a certain day,
and placing the control of this Parliament
in the hands of a few individuals who were
ready to prevent supplies being voted ; sup-
plies would have been voted at the last
session. I therefore challenge that state-
ment as one that ought not to go forth to
the world unexplained, and unaccompanied
by a statement of the facts which wouid
relieve the statement itself of that weight
which otherwise would attach to it, if it
were true that Sir Mackenzie Bowell’s Gov-
ernment were in such a position that they
were not able to get supplies voted by Par-
liament, or were overruled by a majority,
which would be the only inference to draw
from it. Well, Sir, the Governor General
further says:

Subsequently when no Parliament was or could
be, under the circumstances, in existence, the
present Adminisusiion was formed. 8o far,
therefore, as these are dependent upon the sub-
sequent approval of Parliament, the acts of the
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present Administration are in an unusual de-
gree provisional.

I deny that, Sir ;
0 warrant for the statement that there
was anything of a provisional character
in the formation of the Government to
which His Excellency alludes. Drawing
his information from the only legitimate
source from which he could draw it, namely,
the voice of Parliament ; and having wit-
nessed the position which I held in this
House during the last session, His Excel-
lency did me the honour to ask and to
invite me to form an Administration. Why.
Sir, did he do that ? It was because he
had the best evidence that it was possible
for a Governor General to have that I did

enjoy the confidence of a large majority of

Parliament, and, vo far as His Excellency
had anv means of knowing, a klarge major-

ity of the great party which I was invited -

to lead. 1 say, therefore, Sir., that there
is no foundation for that. But let me call

attention to what occurred. I referred to

the case of Lord Derby in 1852. Lord Derby
was called upon to accept office when he
was in a minority in the House. He was
in the face of an open and avowed ma-
jority against him on the floor of the House.
He was bheaten by that majority against
him in ¢the House. He dissolved the House
in April, and he did not call that Parliament

together until November 4th. He was beat-

en at the elections, and yet he called Par-
liament together on November 4th, and was
defeated on the Budget by a vote of 305
to 286. Lord Derby did .not resign, but
continued from the time he formed that
Government, representing a minority in the
House of Commons, never having had a ma-
jority, being beaten at the polls; he came
back and discharged all the duties of
Prime Minister of England and the control
of this great Empire from the time of the
dissolution when his Government was beat-
en down to November., when he resigned.
For four months he performed all the duties

in the fullest and most complete manner
that any Prime Minister could perform them. .
Todd says, in the extracts which I have .

already read, that it is the duty of the
Governor General to imitate as closely as
he can the parliamentary system in Eng-
land.

a deaf ear to it all

and prevent me enjoying, and the Govern-
ment of which I was at the head enjoying,
that confidence which every authority, Eng-
lish and Canadian alike, said I should enjoy
—and no man said it more strongly than
the Hon. Alexander Mackenzie—sweeping
away the illustrious precedents established
by so distinguishd a man as Lord Dufferin ;
and looking at this with eyes that I have
no hesitation in sayving the strongest parti-
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I say that there is-

And yet, with all this long iine and
array of parliamentary authorities which I
placed in His Excellency’s hands, he turned
He addresses this:
memorandum, pointing out the reasons why
he should withdraw his confidence from me

"8an on the ministerial benches here could not
surpass.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. SPEAKER. I am exceedingly reluct-
“ant to interfere in any way whateve- in this
debate, especially when the leader of the
Government has frankly avowed entire re-
sponsibility for the acts of His Excellency
the Governor General; but I am inclined
to think that the last observation of the hon.
gentleman, practically accusing His Excel-
lency of partisanship, transgresses the rule
of this House which prevents any hon. mem-
ber from speakingz disrespectfully of His
Excellency the Governor General. I am
sure the hon. member does not desire to do
so. aud he will see that, if he has not in-
fringed, he has very nearly infringed, this
rule of this House.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I
bow with all deference to your decision. and
will endeavour to be as careful as possible
to avoid anything that can infringe the well-
known rule of this House that we must not
speak disrespectfully of the Governor Gen-
eral ; but I am speaking of his representa-
tives who are here.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 have already
~given you, Sir, the authority; and the
Prime Minister has frankly and openly, as
he was bound to de, assumed the entire re-
sponsibility for evary line, every word and
every sentiment contained in this document.

The PRIME MINISTER. Speak of the
First Minister. then.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Well, I am

afraid the hon. First Minister’s shoulders
are hardly broad enough to bear the weight
of all this. When I refer to that, I do not
charge His Excellency with being a pa-ti-
san ; but I say that, if he had been a par-
tisan, if this communication had been di-
rected to the First Minister by the strong-
est partisan on that side of the House, he
could not have expressed it in a stronger or
more unjustifiable manner. Now, Sir, I say
that, under the circumstances in which His
Excellency did me the honour to call upon
‘me to become his adviser, and with a know-
ledge of the position I occupied in this
House and in the party, if His Excellency
was not prepared to give me the fullest
and most unqualified confidence until I
ceased to be His Minister, he had no right
to call upon me. Having been called uporn,
i I maintain that I was entitled to the enjoy-
. ment of that confidence, and that 2 more
! fatal precedent cannot be established in this
' country than that the executive head of the
i country can go behind his Ministers and
 geek outside opinion. From the moment
i the administration of public affairs by out-
. side opinion exists, a fatal precedent, in my
| judgment, is established, and one that, if

ifollowed up. will deprive Canada of those
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zlorious British institv .ious which it is our?

pride and happiness to possess. I, therefore,

show that all English and all Canadian par-:
is diametrically op-:
posed to the course His Excellency pursued. :
a long and illustrious:

lHamentary precedent

Nir, we have had
line of Governors General in Canada, con-

sidering the period during which we have

been a confederation. We obtained, as 1

say. in all its fulness—as stated by the!
framers of the constitution and by the Im-:
perial Aets which gave to Canada the char-'

ter we possess—we obtained, in all its full-
ness, British parliamentary practice ; and

the authorities lay it down in clear and em-!
phatie terms. that the Governor General of :
the
affairs of this country. to follow parliament- ;

Canada is bound. in administering

ary practice. Now, Sir. what do you find
in England ?

page 513 :

Fer. notwithstanding their resignations, the

cutgoing Ministers are bound to conduct the
the :

ordirary business of Parliament and of
country so lcng as thev ratain the seals of
office. They continue, mcreover, in full pos-
session of their official authority and functions
and must meet and incur the full responsibility
of all public tramsactions until their successors
h?ﬁve kissed hands upon their acceptance of
cffice.

Do hon. zentlermen opposite, the successors, |
at a ve.-y remote distaace, of that great line .

of Reformers headed by Baldwin and Il.a-

fontaine—do these hon. gentlemen intend to
rewrite the history of parliamentary govern-.
Do they intend to give
Do they:

ment in England ?
a new and different version of it ?
undertake to say that the Governor Gen-

eral is not bound to follow that great illus-:

trious precedent which is our birthright—

the system of parliamentary government in:

ingland ? Is it possible for hon. gentlemen
opposite to agree that all these precedents,
both in England and in our own country,

shall be swept aside, and a new and differ-’
ent doctrine founded for the administration .

of public affairs in Canada ? I cannot be-
lieve, Sir, that gentlemen still claiming to
be Reformers. however little claim they may
have to the title, can ever consent to adopt

a course which is, not only fatal to all re-:

form. but which is the first step to a return

to a system of personal government, as op-'
posed to that parliamentary government:
which has made England what she is, and
which has hitherto been the birthright. the:

highly-prized birthright of Canada. Todd

again says:

It was always the practice to fill up vacan-
cies. Pecrages promised by a Minister's pre-
desezsors in office had been granted, though no
instrument had Ixen sigred or scaled on the
subject.

So highly, so completely, and so perfectly,
has this system of parliamentary govern-
ment received the sanction of ail these dis-
tinguished precedents for so long a period,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

You find it stated in Todd's:
* Parlinmentary Government in England,”:

and so clear and so emphatic are these pre-
'cedents, that they even go the length of es-
tablishing that, where a Minister, on retir-
ing from office, has not had time to confer
peerages—the highest. the greatest, the most
important office in its effects on the individ-
"aal and on the country—his successors. in
that spirit of honour. regard and respect for
-those great constitutional principles, have
been bound to implement and carry out the
unfulfilled determination of their predeces-
sors. Well, Sir, these hon. gentlemen will
have to look long and far before they will
‘find any ground or any intimation that any
Minister. however he had been placed in the
position of First Minister. whatever defeats
he had encountered, whatever the results of
his appeals to the country were—they will
‘search far and long before they will tind thoe
slightest precedent, either in that grear
country which is declared to be our greatr
lexemplar. or in Canada itself, for the course
;that is pursued. Todd furtlier says :

in 1858, Lord Palmerston, after his tender of
I resignaction, and hefore his successor was ap-
- pointed, al'ottcd three of the highest honours
i of the Crcwn—three Garters—which were thon
unappropriated, to three eminent noblemen, h'as
i friends and supporters. And in 1866, upon the
: dissolution of the second Russell Ministry, an
 office was filled up by that Governnment which
“did nct heeome vacant until two days aflter
the:r resigration had been tendered to Her Ma-
jesty.

~Mark this, Mr. Speaker.

The interference of Parliament with the exer-
cise of the prerogative under such circumstan.2s
has never *ak=n place, and would only be justi-
fiable under circum:ztances of a flagraut charvac-
ter.

:Now, Sir, I ask hon. gentlemen if the
JQueen’s  representative  in this  country,
bound, as the highest authorities tell us he is
i bound, to imitate the parliamentary practice
of England and the course pursued under
csimilar circumstances in that great country.
If, 1 say, Sir, he has evidences so unquali-
fied, so numerous, running over a long series
. of years, all tending to the same point, and
~confirmed by the principle adopted by the
Governors  General of Canada itself, 1
think these gentlemen will have great diffi-
cculty. though they may be able to convince

i this House of its duty to sustain them, in

sconvineinz the intelligent people of this
country that they have been faithful to
their principles, as guarding these inalien-
‘able rights of the people of Canada which
| were fought for and won by their predeces-
isors in the ranks of reform. Sir Robert
Peel took office when in a minority in No-
vember, 1834. Parliament was dissolved.
His government was defeated at the general
elections, and parliament met February
10th, 1835, and his administration governed
Great Britain from November, 1834, until
after February 19th, 1835, when his govern-
ment was beaten on the election of Speaker.
Here was another case in which a First Min-
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i
ister, who never had a majority at his back, !

who took office when in a minority, who

went to the people and was beaten, discharg-
ed all the functions and the duties of ad-

ministering public affairs, as, according to
all these authorities,
duty of a defeated ministry. Take Lord
Melbourne’s case. Parliament dissolved
June 2ist, 1841. Elections were over July
1st. The administration were beaten. Par-
liament met
soth. on a motion of want of confidence,
vovernment was beaten by a majority of
o1,

The following are some of the appoint-'

ments made by this Government, after de-
feat at the general elections and after an
adverse vote in the House. Mark you, Mr.
Npeaker, the general elections had taken
place. the Administration were beaten, and
Parliament was called on the 19th of Au-
sust, the elections havihg taken place on
July 1st, resulting in a majority of 91
against the Government, yet during the
period that the defeated Government held
office after the elections, these are some of
the appointments that were made. And
=ome of these appointinents were made after
the defeat at the general elections in 1841,
and others were made after an adverse vote
in the House. So that you have, in this in-
stance. a Prime Minister going to the coun-
try. being badly beaten. having a large ma-
jority against him. calling Parliament to-
gother, and yet, during that period he con-
tinued to exercise—not only up to the time
of meeting the House, but after the House
had defeated him by a vote of 91—all the
duties of a Prime Minister as completely as
any Minister could who had a majority at
his back. 1 will give you a few of the ap-
pointments made by that government, some
of which were made shortly after the gen-
eral elections, and some after an adverse
vote in the House :

Treasurer of H. M. Household, June 23rd.

Comptroller of H. M. Household, June 23rd.

Judge of the Supreme Court of Gibraltar.

Commissioner for the superintending the sale
and settlement of waste Crown lands in the Brit-
ish Colonies, &c., July 19th.

Colonizaticn Commissioners, July 19th.

Registrar of Deeds, July 20th.

Governor and Commander in Chief of certaia
islands, August 3rd.

Member of H. M. Privy Council, August 11th.

Peers, August 11th.

Chaplain to H. M., August 16th.

Secretary to a Legation.

Chief Superiniendent of British trade in China. :

British Consuls.

Consuls General, August 11th.

Baronets, August 24th.

Physician to Embassy, August 21st.

Governor and Commander in Chief over certain
islands, August 24th.

Governor of St. Helena, August 24th.

Clerk of Exchequer Court in Barbadoes, Aug-
ust 24th. ,

Queen’s Advocate in Sierra Leone, August 24th.

Kuights Grand Cross of the Bath, August 27th.

Companion of the Bath, August 27th.

the right if not the

August 19th, and on August

Qucen’'s Advocate at Settlement on the Gam-
- bia, August 27th. .
Clerk of the Legislative Ccuncil of the pro-
‘vince of Canada, August 2th.
Deputy Inspector General of Public Accounts
in the province of Canada, August 27th.
President of the Committee of the Executive
Council in Canada, August 27th.
Surveyor General in Canada, August 27th.
Registrar of the province of Canada, August
27th. :
Consuls, Knights, August 27th.
Lord Lieuteaant of the Courts of Lincoln.
Chief Justice of British Guiana, August 30th.
Solicitor G2neral, British Guiana, August 30th.
Governor of Sierra Leon2, September 13th.
Governor of Gambia, September 13th.
Vice-Chancellor of the United Kingdom, Sep-
tember 20th.
Governor of Newfoundland, October 8th.
Lieutenant and Skeriff Principal of the Shire
of Lanark, October 6th.
Knight Grand Creoss of the Bath, October 11th.
Privy Councillor, October 16th.
Inspector of Schonls, October 16th.
Chief Ranger, Keepers of Park, October 16th.
Treasurer for Island of, Ociober 16th.
L:rd Lieutenant for Southampton, November
10th.

These are some of the appointinents made by

-a gentleman defeated in the House of Com-
nions, beaten by a large majority at the
-polls, and yet continuing to hold oifice and
to make these appointments as- completely
as he could have done., had he received the
support of a large majority in the House.

I will give another and a very high and
distinguished authority, that of a genile-
man which has paid great attention to this
question of constitutional precedence, and
who is one of the highest authorities on
public life in England—I mean Mr. Disraeli.
afterwards Lord Beaconstield. In the Eng
lish Hansard, D). vol. 195, of 1864, page 733,
I tind Lord Beaconsfield, reported as say-
ing :

I entirely deny the position taken up by the
hen. gentleman, that because I had tendered my
resignation to Her Majlesty, and Her Majesty
had provisionally accepted it, I had ceased to
be the respcusible Minister of the Crown. That
I believe is a point upon which there is no con-
- troversy whatever.
. * ® . . * . - . .

It does not follow that, because a Minister ten-

ders his resignation and the Sovereign accepts

it that the Ministry will be changed. Under any
" circumstances a considerable time may elapse.
‘There is an instance of a not very distant date
when s8ix weeks elapsed. During all that time
the Minister whese resignation is contemplated is
performing the highest duties of the state ; he
-may be superiaterding negotiations upon which
‘ the peate of Europe may depend ; may be provid-
{ing for the successful conduct of public expedi-
‘ tiens in which the hcnour of the country is in-
' volved ;: and when he is obliged to fulfil all these
, duties and dis:harge all these functions, could
| apything more absurd be maintained than that
 he should not feel himself authorized to recom-
:med to Her Maj2sty those persons best quali-
: fied to represent the Sovereiga ? On this point
ithere is no doubt whatever. and there has been
| no difficulty about it in practice.
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There is not a function that a Prime Min-
ister in England is called upon to discharge
of a higher character than that of appoint-
ing a representative of the sovereign in
India, Canada or any of the colonies. 1
do not know that I have a case under my
band. but I remember very well that the
late Lord Mayo was named Governor Ger
eral of India by a Prime Minister after
his defeat, and I think after
nation, and Lord Mayo went to India and
discharged, until his untimely death there,
the duties of Governor General.

Mr. Disraeli refers to the case in which
three days after Lord Russell's resignation
and its acceptance and after an adverse
vote in the House., he recommended that a
Lieutenant-Governor be appointed and the
appointment was made and never questioned.

Mr. Disraeli alsno refers to Lord Palmerston |

in 1858, when he resigned in consequence of

a vote in the House— 2 vote of want of con- |

fidence :

He allotted, and I belileve most constitution-

ally, those thrce great distirctions (three Gar-
ters) to three eminent noblemen, his friends
and supporters. Therefore, Sir, in my opinion,
as far as the constitutional principle is con-
cerned. there
heard there was a doubt—that until your succes-
sor has kissed hands and acccpted the respen-
sibility of oflice, the ratiring Ministers must
meet aund incur the full responsibility of all pub-
lic transactions. * * * * T have had
the cppertunity of ascertaining the opinion of
two most emirent statesmen of the present day,
representing the two great parties in the state,
and once occupying the highest office, and they
told me not only that it was the right of the Min-
istry to recom:mend to the Sovereign under such
circumstances—of which there is, I believe. no
doubt whatever—but trat ir their opinion it
was his duty.
No stronger statement could be made than
Lord Beaconsfield, formerly Mr. Disraeli.
giviug his opinion. which was of the high-
est vilue, and fortified with a statement
that two eminent gentlemen who had held
the oftice of Prime Minister, declared that,
rot only was it the undoubted right of a
defeated Minister to discharge all the duties,
without any qualification, and perform: the
highest functioas that fall to a Minister.
down to the period that his successor is ap-
pointed, but it was his duty. Well, Mr.
Gladstone commented upon this—and this
will be the more imnportant. as hon. gentle-
men will see, when they have these opin-
ions of Mr. Disraeli endorsed by so eminent
authority as Mr. Gladstone. At pages 730
and 751 of 195, Mr. Gladstone says :

Taen we come to the third question, which is
connected with the conduct of the Government
n this matter., and I am bound to say without
giving any strong opiniom on that point, that the
doctrine laid down by the right hon. gentleman
with respect to the position of an outgoing
Minister requir:s some qualification, because if
we accept it in the terms in which it was de-
Hvered, it amcuats to this—that during the
perind which elapses from the time when re
signaiion is tendcred to the time when a suc-
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; cessor ecomes into power there is no change in
i the position cof the outgoing Minister. That
i doctrine, in my opirion, is just as far from the
truth as the unlimited proposition on the other
| side—that there was no capacity at all remain-
! ing in ar outgoing Minister to transact publiz
“ business. The truth, in fact, lies between the
. two statements. Much public business must be
! transacted by the outgoing Minister or the pub-
: lic interests would suffer ; but we all know that
it is a familiar practice of outgoing Ministers
]to leave behind them a memorandum on this
. subject or on that, and stating that, on account
. of the position of the Government, they think
: it expedient to take no step in the matter, but
! they lcave it to bz dealt with by their succes-
i scrs. Tlere is an intermediate region of cases,
! with respect to which it is in the option of an
! outgcing Minister to act, and that is in regarl
. to filling up vacancies in offices. This is a mat-
: ter difficult for the Hcuse ¢of Commons to deal
! with. It must be left to the convictions and
: feelings of the gentlemen in power. and if thera
i had been in the proce«dings of the righi hon.
' genilemar. any matter of a flagrant character.
i that circumstance would have justified parlia-
mentary interference.

! But, Sir, such a thing as parliamentary in-
{terference with the exercise of the highest
i functions of the Prime Minister, after his
!defeat, has never been known down to the
:present hour. There was the case of the
rappointment of Mr. E. R. Wetherall as I'n-
:der Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire-
'land, which is a life appointment. The late
I Government. on the eve of their resignation.
accepted the resignation of Sir Thomas Lar-
icom and appointed E. R. Wetherall.  Mr.
Chichester-Fortescue, speaking for the Gov-
ernment, said :

I think it wauld have becn a wiser course,
and on2 far morc advantageous to the publie
i sorvice to have purrued, if the late Government
had endeavcured to induce Sir Thowmas I.arcon
to continue in his office a little longer. and had
not- exposed the new Government to the in-
evitahle disadvantage cf coming into office wita
a new Under Secretary, cntircly unversed in the
dutiees of his department. * b * hd
In the first place, the present Government are
not responsible for the choice which was made
by the late Government, who were, stric:ly
speaking, ertitled to fill up a vacancy whicl: they
rad not created.

So that. even with reference to the appoint-
ment of an under-secretary to the Lord
Lieutenant of Ireland, who is practically,
you may say, a member of the Administra-
tion, this appointment by an outgoing Pre-
mier of a gentleman to hold that high and
important and confidential position, was ab-
solutely unquestioned in Parliament. On

page 785, Colonel Wilson-Patten says :

1t is, I believe, an invariable practice that all
the vacancies which occur within a reasonable
time befcre the recignation of a Governmenmt
are fllied up by thst Goavernmert ; and I think
that if my right hon. friend will only move
for a return of the number of appointments so
filled up within the three wecks before the
lasy six or seven Governments have left office,
he will find that he cannot support the impu-
tation he las cast upon the late Government—

*
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of having acted improperly in tilling this ap-
pointment. Mr. Gladstone, at page 757,
says :

1 feel ubliged, however, to demur to the pleas
offered in jusiification by my right hon. friead
opposite in the present instance. In tne first
place.

Government likely 0o go out of office ought to
make any appointments whatever. My hon.
fricnd did not lay down any propcsition so
absurd. It may be

office. It may be that it is an error to maks
other appointm:ents. The only question is—was
this an appointment which it was wise for a
Government to make on the very eve cof quit-
ting office ? It is not any general rule, but it
is the specialty of these appointments

the objection is founded. *

I think my right hon. friend opposite overlooked
this considerstion—that in case the late Govern-
ment had not gone out of office it would not
have been any gre:ut inconvenience to them tu
have postponed tha: appointment for three or
forr wecks
made themselves the judges of who was a (it
person to advise and support the new Lord
Lieutenant and the new Chief Secretary ; ithey
decided who was to be the prop, stay and ad- .

L3 L ] *
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on which .
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‘ sound advice. Ordinary vacancies should be filled

~up. Of these there are a number, some of them

“existing for weeks. I do think that we ought

"not to make any new appointments, or create
vacancies by any process, in order to get our

- friends in offices.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am not sorry
to hear hon. gentlemen opposite say * hear.
hear” to the sound doctrine which Mr. Maec-
kenzie laid down. that vacancies should not
be created for the purpose of filling them,
: because hon. gentlemen will search in vain
for any indication of a desire on the part of
. the late Government to create vacancies for
- the purpose of filling them. But 1 draw the
attention of the hon. gentleman, who is a
. little premature, perhaps. in his enthusiastie
"endorsement of that statement, to the fol-
'lowing sentence :—

I do not think we ought to make any new ap-
i pointments or create vacancies. It is quite con-

stitutional for us to do even that.
: Therefore, the hon. gentleman will see that

i even had we proposed to create offices. or

imake vacancies by any process, the hon.

gentloman sees that we would have had

viser of these officers, and that at a time when : . t
it was well known that Irish policy was the | the support of so eminent an authority as

cardinal point of public affairs, and when, eon-
sequently, it was of the utmost importarcce they
should work with those with whom thkey con-
joyed unbroken sympathy.
I do not think my right hon. friend on :nis
side has overstated the matter—while rendering
the freest acknowledgments to the late Gov-
ernment in the most important respects—in
venturing to say he considers thcy have not ex-
ercised a sound discretion.

Now, T think I have given a sufficiently long
line of illustrious precedents establishing
the practice in England regarding this im-
portant matter, and I now come down to our
own practice. I will quote from the course
ard opiniors of Mr. Mackenzie, and their
approval by Lord Dufferin. In the life of
Mr. Mackenzie, pages 514 and 515, you will
find this letter written to the Governor Gen-
eral. dated 19th September, 1878 :

Dear Lord Dufferin,—The elections are mostly
over, and sufficiently 80 as to be conclusive as to
the defeat of the Government. The protection
fsllacy has taken deeper root than we had
tlLought, especially with the farming community.

[ ] - L L J *  J L  J L 4

I shall endeavour to get my colleagues bere as
soon as possible to finish up what business we
beve in hand. after which I propose to. wait upon

Your Excellency at Quebec to tender you my :

recignation. 1 shall not initiate any new busi-
ness here, but 1 propose filling a few vacancies
which occurred within the last few weeks. [
propose also, dealing with several English des-
patches, which have beer unattended to during
the heat of the election contest, and were under
discussion before.

On 17th September, Mr. Mackenzie wrote to
the hon. zentleman who now presides ovar
this House, the Hon. J. D. Edgar :

You advise that we should make no appolnt-f»

ments. This, I think, we can hardly accept as

That being the case, |

i the leader of the Liberal Government
| that time.

{

, But the ground I took in 1873-74 was that I did
" not object, even after a motion of no confidence
. was moved, to the Ministry filling vacancies rs-
i quired in the public interest.

. I may say that the reason this return shows
‘a very small number of appointments madé
by the Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald
:after his resignation, is the fact that a good
tdeal of industry had been exercised, after
- the vote of want of confidence, in disposing
;of public business in the various depart-
‘ments. Now, I do not think it is necessary
‘for me to labhour that point more fully
;than I have done ; but I may say that a very
‘strong corroboration of this policy. both in
 England and in Canada, is given by the
‘Colonial Oftfice in regard to what was done
: by the Governor of New Zealand in 1891,
i as set forth in the official returns of the Im-
: perial House of Commons, referring to the
:recommendations of six members to the le-
; gislative council. Lord Onslow, a man of
: high standing. who filled the position of
'Governor of New Zealand, in a letter to
- Lord Knutsford, says:

It has, however, long been the practice in Eng-
‘land for Ministers even after a vote of censure
 has been passed on them in Parliament, to advise
| the Crown to create a limited number of peer-
: ages, not only for the purpose of strengthening
' the Upper House, but admittedly as rewards to
: those who, being qualified for the position of
: Peers, have rendered political services to the de-
! feated party.

' Lord Knutsford, in replying to that despiteh,
i says :

With regard to the appointments to the legis-
j lative council recommended by the late Govern-

at



1647 [COMMONS)] 1648

|

ment, I am of opinion that in accepting the ad-: ment of Indian Affairs which would devolve
vice\t{endered to gou bg Yc;ur Lortdship‘s ;espg%:‘&i upon him, was entitled to an increase of
ble Ministers under the circumstances aesc i o .

in your despatches, you acted strictly in accord-: 31’000’ “;?d tt_h:lt t“aihl;u}g‘é'{l“tﬁ?df{, e B‘:: f
ance with the constitution of the colony, but I draw attention to the Ia Iy ap.
do not desire to be understood to offer any opin- ; pointinent, every nomination, every submis-
jon upon the action of your Ministers in tender-' sion made, of which I think there were 180
ing that advice. :in all, on various matters of public business,
. . 'were approved. Hon. gentlemen will find
So that even though Lord Knutsford may, ., winning their eyes over the submissions
have disagreed with the action of the Govern- ., ,,jo hy me, that scores were of the most in-
ment in nominating so large a proportion of . ., )i6.qani character. but they related to pub-
the legislative council after they had ceasedy¢ yysiness which required to be dealt with
to have the confidence of Parliament, with-'y,¢ gyder in Council. A large number of them
holding his opinion on that point, he 8ays: ere merely matters of routine, many of
that the Governor of the colony was actilg, thuy acknowledgement of despatches and
in accordance with the constitution of the ! matters of that kind, but. as 1 shall show
coungy in giving effect to that advice. Now, ' directly, no undue proportion of appoint-
in view of these very strong and unquglified . jante”™’ Now, from the mode in which these
precedents to which I have drawn the at-: L.iins have been brought down, they are
tention of the House as briefly 4As I can, ' 5¢ very clear and distinet. and I have had
may come to the next point, anﬂ jghat is the 0179 20od deal of personal information
question of appointinents. I will give what . g5 10y hon. friend in order to be able to
actually occurred. In 1873, as the papers: ,nqerstand them myself. AS they are not
on the Table of the House show. after the' very clear, I may not be strietly accurate
resignation of the Right Hon. Sir John A. },,¢" g0 far as I can make out. between
Macdonald. there were eight appointments: yine 23 and July 11. 1896. 92 appoint-
made, including a judge of a county CouUrl.: ., ants”to office were recommended in all
As I have already said. a judge of the Su-j do not 'refer to the appointment of Queen's
preme Court. just previous to that reSig““'5C011nsol \‘X'liicll is not an oﬂi'ce but a dis-
tion being tendered. had heen appointed, “Etincti‘on. I i'e"roi to s:;v that the p;esent
Lieutenant-Governor had been appointed, .\Iinistex.' of .Iﬁsti ce has dealt with gi'eat

and a number of other important officers: _ . ... .. . s .
had been filled. Well, in 1878, as 1 havc,sment,\ with the recommendations made by

Al S i i the late Minister. Mr. Dickey. but so far as
.1!19.1;15. said, .}Ix. Mackenzie went to the ;g was informed a long time has elapsed
country ; and if 1 remember correctly thae;

2 h since there had been a general list, and it
first vote in the House of Commons showed | .. tetinett ’

. . At - w s Y arriste
him to be in a minority of 85. He was. as a distinction which barristers are very

A B anxious s re, is is
therefore, defeated by tne overwhelming ;t \,’Siwlf&;ﬁgg eQu'l(;lexgg'se lC ngs%?mﬁfn:l?g
pajority of S0 to 90, yet he claimed the:  ° B

e, . Pl ountry and in England, as the present
constitutional right, the undoubted right. to P . .
close up the ln?sinoss of the departments. Alinister of Justice would lead the people

. . : to suppose. It is a complete misapprehen-

) h oxisted. I < .
cause it would take up too much time. but.%’n can Cbc maldg betu?iep tlge 1 (iltlo‘nv]ots
they are to be found in the papers in the| ueen s Lounsel here and In mnglang. 1y

: : - are there so few in England ? Here it is
hands of lhon. members. = By examining, .., cgered rather derogatory—I am not a
those papers they will find that every sub-|,. oo "\t gentleman at the bar will know
mission to Lord Dufferin by Mr. Mackenzie, e

after his overwhelming defeat, was approved | 1hat such is the case—for a lawyer to seek

" = M i the office of Queen’s Counsel, which is a
%’u#g:?np ggextgxé ‘I)ul;'t;lg;nsgubg:;;si::?ytoul;:gg : position they like to have offered to them

: - by the Government of the day as a mark
after their defeat of the 17th September. . .
and. before the resignation :)f the pGovern- of appreciation of the position they have

ment in October. 1878. was approved by the; attained. But in England it is quite the re-

Governor General. There were 116 appoint-| Yerse: The office of Queen's Counsel is con-
xflents to O’ﬁice. and I think 17 prom%lt);:)ns. ferred on persons who seek and press their

There were ten cases of superannuation, | APPointment, and they desire it as a most
there were cases cof sincreasep of salaries, : lnportant step in their position at the bar,
county court judges appointed., a judge ap- ‘l‘)nd hundr'edscof me;: who mxtght otll)lggwxse
pointed to the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia, | D¢ Queen’s Counsel are not so fluse
judges appointed to the Supreme Court of | they cannot afford to take it. Instead of
“Calfada, ‘judges appointed to the Superior the office of Queen’'s Counsel being conferred

Court of Quebec, a Deputy AMinister of the merely as a distinction upon a barrister as

Interior, and an increase to Governor Laird’s 15 done in this country. in England it dis-
salary. 1 assume there had not been any |dualifies him from the means of prosecuting

provision of Parliament for that purpose certain branches of his profession, and the

but it was a most proper increase. The out-| lioment he has taken silk he is unable to
going Prime Minister felt that his old friend | 80 o0 and discharge the duties in which he

who had accepted the Governorship of the had been professionally engaged. The Min-
North-west, in connection with the manage- ister of Marine and Fisheries intimates by

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. . ’
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his smile that I am getting into deep water
in discussing a question of this kind ; but
the hon. gentleman will confirm my state-
ment no doubt, if he has considered the
question, that there are hundreds of men in
England who refuse such compliment be-
cause they cannot afford it, and because it
deprives them of following that branch of
the profession in which they are most effi-
cient and in which they desire to continue.

But apart from this distinction, which it
‘was proposed to copfer on a number of gen-:
tlemen, I think the appointments recommend-
ed between 23rd June and 11th July were 92,
and of these recommendations, so far as 1
can make out, 66 were approved by His
Excellency and 26 refused. That in general
terins., is the statement. I confess I have:
been totally unable, giving the subject the
closest attention I could. to arrive at the.
grounds on which the distinction has been :
arawn. These appointments were confirned.
His Excellency's approval being withheld
from all recommendations which involved :
1. The creation of new offices or appoint-
ments. 2. The filling of vacancies for which
no provision has been made by Parliament
and which have existed for more than one .
clear fiscal year. 3. Superannuations, (and
the consequential appointments) for whiclh
application has not been received. So far
as superannuations were concerned. it was
not desired that any superannuation that
had not been called for by the party should -
be pressed upon His Excellency. The one .
case in which superannuation was asked
was that of the surgeon of the penitentiary :
at Kingston, and I was not aware when it’
was submitted to His Excellency that an ap--
plication had not heen received hefore from
the very old and highly respectable gentle-.
man who held the otlice. My attention hav-.
ing been drawn to that, we found it was nort
in our power to make it. But so far as the
creation of vacancies or anything of that:
Kind is concerned. I am satisfied that hon.:
gentlemen will search in vain for any ex-!
cept legitimate vacancies which the Govern-;
ment had an undoubted right to fill.

But it is not a question whether these were !
proper appointments or not. I take the'!
ground, and I take it most emphatically,
and I put it to bon. gentlemen opposite, that
they will do much to undermine the system
of parliamentary government we now enjoy
in Canada if they yield the point that a Gov-
ernor General, in the teeth of all parliamen-
tary precedents in England and in this coun-
try. can undertake to dictate to his consti-
tutional advisers what they shall do and
what they shall not do. I say there are no
means by which such information can be
obtained by the executive head of the coun-
try that are not entirely at variance wita all
constitutional doctrine, and it opens the
door to that kind of influence to which no
government under any circumstances can
for a moment submit without yielding and
surrendering the " very - birthright of the

; .
people of Canada. Why should the execu-

tive head., Hi8 Excellency undertake him-

. self, of his own motion, to say to his re-

sponsible advisers that this appointment is

‘a suitable and legal one and that is not.

Where does he get his information ? He
has responsible Ministers. In the Ministry
there is a Minister of Justice, and if he does

“what Her Majesty the Queen has always
~done, accept unquestionably and without
hesitation every nomination made by an out-

going Ministry, which is responsible for it—

“for if a mistake is made Her Majesty is not
: responsible—no person dreams of raising the
“gquestion as to whether the act is a proper
.one or not.
"an improper act, but it is a part of the con-

It may be an unwise and even

stitution of the country; and hon. gentle-

"men opposite cannot surrender it without

giving up the birthright of
Canada. and taking a step

the people of
towards that

"personal rule, that influence of the Crown

in opposition to the people and to the Par-

liament of the country that led ¢o
‘great struggles not omly in the mother

‘country in times far gone by but in Canada
down to a period within the recollection of

persons within the sound of my voice, when

. there were bitter struggles, when the great
. reformers—and they were great reformers—

struggled to secure free institutions for this
country. and to whom our present free in-

'stitutions are greatly due. Those institutions

would have been obtained no doubt at a
later period. but those men hastened the
advent of a system of British parliamentary
rule under which Canada has enjoyed so
much peace. so much happiness and so much
prosperity. Under these circumstances 1
say that any more dangerous principle
cannot for a single moment be applied.
If the Governor General is to make him-
self responsible, or to make the successors
of his Ministry responsible for the action
that he takes, where does he place himself ?
The Governor General of this country, hold-
ing the high and dignified sccial position
that he does. so long as he preserves untar-
nished the constitution of the country, so
long as he imitates the high_ position which
his Sovereign. whom he represents, occupies
in the motherland : if he is a man of ability
and judgment and tact. he will possess—as
every gentleman who has had anything to
do with government knows—a very wide, a

i very broad and a very great influence in

the management of the affairs of govern-
ment. Like unto Her Majesty the Queen.
who does not interfere with the advice of
her constitutional advisers, the Governor
General of Canada, as a great social and
executive head, should wield an enormous
influence. But, Sir, if the Governor Gene-
ral, instead of listening to his constitutional
advisers and to the voice of Parliament, who
alone are constitutionally in a position to
instruct him ; if he undertakes to pass upon
these questions himself, he must get his in-
formation from outside of his advisers. What
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does the Governor General know about an
appointment to a small office that is brought
under his notice ¥ He knows nothing, Sir.
If the Governor General adopts the position
that he is responsible for the acts to which
be signs his name, instead of throwing the
responsibility—as he .is entitled under the
constitution to throw it upon the shoulders
of his coustitutional advisers, if he takes
such a position. he is driven to that which
would render good government utterly im-
practicable in Canada. He must go amongst
strangers for his advice if he adopts such
a course. He does not know the people,
and he has no means of judging of their
wants. He must go outside and obtain in-
formnation from sources that are secret and
hidden. and are therefore utterly at vari-
ance with the psinciples of constitutional
covernient.

I will give you an illustration of that in the
next point that comes under consideration. I
refer to the question of the Senate and the
judges of Canada. What does the Governor
General know about the Senate? He has
the voice of Parliament to guide him, and
if he wants to know what the character of
the Senate of Canada is. let me invite him
to read the able speech (although it con-
tains a slight inaccuracy) delivered a few
days ago by Sir Oliver Mowat, the Minister
of Justice. Does Sir Oliver Mowat say
that the Senate of Canada is a partisan
Senate ? Does he confirm the statement
to which His Excellency has unreservedly
committed himself, * that it is said. that
1 have been told. there are only five Liberals
in the Senate of Canada.” Sir Oliver Mowat
paid a high and a well deserved compliment
to the patriotism and high character and
impartiality of the Senate of Canada. But
while paying them this compliment, he made
the mistake of saying that there was no
Parliament in the world, he believed, in
which there was so great a disproportion
between one party and the other. But, Sir
Oliver Mowat says, not that there are only
five Liberals in the Senate of Canada as
the Governor General says he was informed
and acts upon that information : but Sir
Oliver Mowat estimates the relative pro-
portion as one-fifth and four-fifths. Why.
Sir, the informant of His Excellency did not
even know how many Senators there are.
There are eighty-one Senators, but His Ex-
cellency’s informant supposed there were
only seventy-eight, and that of that number
only five were Liberais. Sir Oliver Mowat telis
him that there are sixteen Liberals or there-
abouts in the Senate to-day. You cannot
have a better illustration (except the next
one I will give you) of the utter unwisdom
of a gentleman in the position of the exe-
cutive head of this country undertaking to
inform himself in reference to public ques-
tions otherwise than through the legitimate
channels which the constitution of our own
country, and the practice of our own coun-
try affirms is the only safe channel through

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

which the Governor General should seek ad-
vice. Mr. Mowat—Sir Oliver Mowat, 1 beg
his pardon for calling him “ Mr..” for he
wears his title with great credit to himself
and with the very hearty approval, I believe,
of the .people of this country. Sir Oliver
Mowat says:

I feel the great difficulty that there may be in
dcaling with all these questions by a Liberal
Government, because the Liberal party has so few
followers here. Probably such a state of things
r.ever existed in any county before with repre-
sentative institutions, that four-fifths of the num-
ber in one Chamber belong to one party and that
the remaining fifth, cr less than a fifth belong
to the other party. I have felt that difficulty, and
every one must have felt it, but T would not have
consented to come into this House. I would not
kave felt it right to avail myself of the honour
to have 2 seat in this House, and I feel it to be
an honour, if I did not believe that the House
would be found to be workable, even with a
Liberal Government.

Now, Sir, that relieves at once the stigma of
partisanship placed upon the Senate. 1 may
say, Sir, that when in Quebec we were con-
sidering the question of a second chamber,
a very remarkable thing occurred. More
than thirty representatives of all the pro-
vinces of Canada. Ontario, Quebec, Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince Edward Is-
land and Newfoundland. were present on
that important occasion. When the ques-
tion of the constitution of the upper chamber
of the Canadian legislature was taken up,
as I have said, a very remarkable thing oc-
curred. It is well known that for many
vears previously Canada enjoyed the re-
presentative system in the Upper House,
and a number of very able and distinguish-
ed men had been elected to the legislative
council of old Canada. It must be remem-
bered that the representatives present at
the Quebec conference were of both politi-
cal parties. The Government of Canada
was a coalition Government of Liberals and
Conservatives. The delegates from Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick representved both
Liberals and Conservatives, and the same
applied to Prince Edward Island and New-
foundland.  Among the representatives of
both these parties from all these provinces.
there was mnot one single voice but was
unanimously in favour of a nominated Sen-
ate for life, except Sir Oliver Mowat and
the Hon. Wm. McDougall. One of the ablest
men at that conference, the Hon. George
Brown—as will be found by a reference to
his subsequent speeches—was one of the
strongest supporters of a Senate nominated
for life in opposition to an elective Senate.
I say that the eulogium passed by Sir Oliver
Mowat upon the Canadian Senate is well
deserved. I say that from the day it was
created, from the day that appointments
were made and gentlemen went into that
chamber to discharge the duties of an upper
chamber for the Parliament of Canada ;
from that day down to this hour, their con-
duct has evidenced great abhility in dealing
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with public affairs. They are worthy re-
presentatives of the wealth. the intelligence.
the intellect and the patriotism of Can-
ada. Many of them are men of grear
experience who have previously
in the Parliament of their

I can give no better evidence of this than

Commerce (Sir Richard Cartwright)—who
remembers it well. if the hon., First Minis-
ter does not—that the only oceasions on

which the Senate failed to give that sup-:

port that was desirad by Mr. Mackenzie.
during his Administration.
on which several of the foremost men of his

own party walked out of this House rather’
than vote for the measures which the Sen--
ate rejected : and I myself heard Mr. Mac-

kenzie say. at a later day, as [ have npo
doubt many others did. admit that on rhcse
ocecasions on which the Senate differed from
his Government, the Senate was right. and
he was wrong. I say. therefore, so far as

that they certainly are not entitled to be

party standpoint.
ited partisanship.
in saying that
to find any deliberative
sembly in  the
bited through
independent and impartial spirit.
tirely irrespective of what party was
power.

hesitation

impossibie
legislative
world that has

I have no
it would be

exhi-

in

were treated by the Senate in regard to im-
portant measures with the sam: independ-
ent spirit that they exhibited on those two
or three occasions during Mr. Mackeuzie's
régime. Any one who knows that great

body. knows that it may be fairly looked:
upon in the light of a chamber of revision ;:

and its services to this country on many
occasions have been of the most important
character. Whether the measures have been

sent up by Mr. Mackenzie’'s Government or'
by Sir John Macdonald’s Government, the:

revision they have undergone in the Senate
has been of great value. But, when Sir
Oliver Mowat says, as he says here. that he

doubts whether any country in the world'
what doesx:

possesses a similar disparity.
he say of the House of Lords ? The House
of Lords consists of 557 members :

when Prime Minister, estimated his emntire
support in that House at 64, or a little less

than one-ninth. instead of one-fifth. the pro-:

portion in which the Liberal party is said
to be represented in the Senate of Canada.
And yet, Sir, with this great disparity, what
did Her Majesty say. when Lord Derby,
taking office in a minority. went to the coun-
try, and being badly beaten and compelled
to resign, asked Her Majesty to increase
that great disparity ? Did she say: * You
have got too many Conservatives in this

|
: House ;

served :
enuntry.

were occasions

~worthy of the positions they filled.
“were recognized as men of high character,
of independence, and of thorough knowledge
.of the wants of the country. and they never
the character of that body is concerned,
“they leave those positions ?
called l.iberals and Conservatives, from a -
They have never exhib--

as- -

its whole career a more:
en-
rered.
There have been occasions—I con-
fess I did not think the Senate was right at
the moment—on which the Liberal-Conser-
vative party. with which I was connected. :

and it
is a well-known fact that Lord Rosebery, :

the Liberai party have only c<ne-
ninth of the whole House, and I cannot ac-
cept these nominations” ? Her Majesty
knew too well what the constitution of the
country requires at her hands : and she has
ever shown, from the hour she ascended the

_throne down to this moment, that she has
to remind the hon. Minister of Trade and

ro eyes to see and no ears to be guided by
any statement in opposition to that of her
constitntional advisers and the Parliamea:
of her country.

Then. Sir. what was the character of these
appointments ? In the case of Mr. Anzers
and Mr. Desjardins, the nominations that
~were submitted to His Excellency. had those
gentlemen no claim ? Having adorned. as
they did for years. seats in this House, they
went to the Senate. and they were recog-
nized by every man in that Chamber as
They

failed in discharging their duty. Why did
Sir, they left
them at the invitation of the Crown : and
came down and placed themselves in the
hands of the people ; and, having met with
a reverse at the hands of the people. having
failed to obtain the support of the cou.atry.
I say that they had an indefeasible claim to
be restored to the positions which. at the
invitation of the Crown, they had surrend-
‘Had those appointments been marle,
they would have vindicated the choice in
the future. as they had vindicated it in the
past. and would have shown that they weve
worthily placed to do their country i ser-
vice. .

I will not detain the House further witn
that; but I come to the question of the
judges. « The informant, the adviser of His
Excellency. whoever he was, and upon
whose advice His Excellency relied. ven-
tured to say. and to convince the Governor
. General. that there was not onc Liberal
"juudge on the bench in Canada. I say
‘ that distinetly, that the declaration on which
His Excellency rested. was a declaration
that there was not a Lipberal judge on the
-bench in Canada. I say so. too. I say there
is not a Liberal judge on the bench. 1 say
‘there is not a Conservative judge on the
bench. If there is anything of which this
Parliament and this country have reason to
be proud. it is the character of the judiciary
of Canada. 1 say, Sir, there is no country
in the world—not even the great mother
. country. England—that presents a judiciary
! which deservedly commands to a greater ex-
tent the confidence of every man. every
' party and every class of people in the coun-
‘try than does the judiciary of Canada. But,
. Sir, with regard to the imputation that no
! man had been a Liberal when he went on
. the bench, it gave me no trouble—and I have
‘no doubt that I have overlooked a great
' many cases—to give His Excellency at once,
! from the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court
i of Canada down to the judges of the Super-
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ior Courts and County Courts in all the pro-
vinces. the names of no less than thirty
judges who. when they went on the bench,
were men of avowed I.iberal proclivities.

under a system that enables persons holding
no position of responsibility, secretly, un-

known to the country, unknown to Parlia-:

ment, unknown to the Government of the
country. to obtain the ear of the Governor
General of Canada. In this manner His
Excelleney placed reliance upon statements
that are found, upon the most cursory ex-
amination—-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, orvder.

Mr. SPEAKER. I am afraid the hon.
member is making an imputation a:rainst
the Governor Generai.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. XNot the slight-
est. If you will allow me, Mr. Speaker, I
will give you His Excellency's own lan-
guage on the subject. and you will find that
he says he has been told, he has been in-

formed. YNot by me—not by a responsible
adviser. Therefore, I am commenting, and,

in so doing. am not making any reflection
upon His Excellency. on the question of re-
sponsibility assumed by the Government.

The PRIME MINISTER Mr. Laurier).
The hon. gentleman spoke all along of the
secret informants of His Excellency. He
has used that expression three or four times,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I can only say

that I had no knowledge of His Excellency’s

informants.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think the hon, gentle-
man implies something certainly disrespect-
ful to His Excellency.

Sonie hon. MEMBERS. No. no.

Mr. SPEAKER. In my judgment he is,
and I am sure he does not want, in the judg-
ment of the Speaker of this House, to be
considered disrespectful.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 can only say,
Sir. that I am afraid, if you will permit me
to say so, that the imputation comes from
the Chair, because 1 have not charged any
disrespect.

Mr. SPEAKER. 1 caunot allow that from
any hon. member of this House. I cannot
allow the hon. gentleman to say that the im-
putation comes from the Chair. The de-

cisions which I make on questions so ex-

ceedingly delicate as this is, may be right
or may be wrongz. In my judgment, they

are right and not unfair to either party of

the House. and I am sure both sides of the

House desire to maintain the rule which I
-quoted before, that, in this Chamber, the:
Governor General must not be spoken of
I quite appreciate the diffi-

disrespectfully.
<culty of making a distinction between His

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

I
give that as another evidence of the great.
danger—of the impossibility, Sir—of the gov-:
crnment of this country being carried on.

I

- Excellency and the responsibility his ad-
! visers have assumed, but at the same time
1 think that can be done without casting
any slur upon His Excellency.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I bow with
great deference to your ruling, and I am
quite certain that it does not arise from the
slightest desire to limit my statements on
:this occasion any further than you feel
obliged to do. I fully recognize that. and
if I refer to these matters, it is beeause I
want to place before the House the gravity
~of the position of opening the door to a
course of conduct that, in my judgment, will
. be found fatal to all constitutional govern-
“ment in this country. I am glad to know
that my remarks have nearly approached a
conclusion, but there are one or two matters
here that I scarcely know how to deal with.
This communication from His Excellency
says :

There is a recommendation of a refund of
money which requires the sanction of Parliament.
Such recommendations will have to be placed be-
fore Parliament by the Ministers of the day,
and vou may perhaps consider that they may be
left to be dealt with by thase Ministers.

Will the House believe me when I say that
this involved a paltry sum of $£400, not a
cent of which could be touched until Parlia-
ment had voted it, and yet the First Minister
of Canada is told by the Governor General,
on a question on whieh nothing can be done
except Parliament gives its sanction. that
the advice of His Excellency's constitutional
advisers must be rejected.

I do not intend to deal with Mr. Payne's
case. and I will tell my hon. friends opposite
“why. [ have reason to believe—in faet [
should be doing a great injustice to the First

Minister if I did not say that I do believe—
“that under the peculiar circumstances, he
“will do all he can to consider Mr. Payne's
position. and that is a matter of very great
importance to him. But I simply draw s
attention to this very briefly. Mr. Payne
filled the position of private secretary to
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, and after Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell went to England, he becaine
my private secretary, and I can only say that
I found him a very faithful and a very able
and a very well informed man. In fact. he
is a man of very considerable ability. Bo-
fore Sir Mackenzie Bowell left the Govern-
ment, the Council, of which he was the head,
recommended that Mr. Payne should succeed
to the position rendered vacant by Mr. Pope
when he became Under Secretary of State,
namely, the position of Assistant Clerk of
.the Privy Council. Well, 1 can only say
-that that recommendation was made subject
to Mr. Payne's passing the promotion ex
ramination. When the time came for thar
examination, he failed ; but although he
failed. according to the report of the ex-
aminer, I found that he had passed a most
excellent examination. I found that in
.every fair and legitimate test of his ability
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to fill the position for which he was ap-:
pointed. instead of getting 70 he obtained !

over 20 per cent of the marks. Then my
attention was drawn to the fact that thej
questions  prepared by the Clerk of the:
Council were of a very dificult character,
1o say the least of it, and I think that any |
hvn, gentleman who will take the trouble
to peruse these questions, ax they are found:
on the Table, will come to the same conclu-:
sion. T am inclined to think that most of .
the members of this House would have been
rejected on an examination of this kind. I
have had a good deal to do with public!
matters myself during forty years. but 1;
would not like to be examined on those!
auestions myself. and certainly would not:
have liked to have my tenure of office de-:
pend on my answering them ; but be that
as it may, the Governor General in Counci!
are the persons who arrange what the ex-;
amination shall be.  The examination is not
held under statute, but under regulations
miade and altered from time to time by the
Governor General in Council, and that beln,«'
the case, if the Governor in Council believed :
that the examination had been well passed:
and that the party was entitled to his pro--
motion under it, and that these questions
which were not answered. were &ll of too
technical and far-fetched i character to give
a fair chance to the candidate, there was:
rothing to prevent the Governor General in
Council, whiclh has the responsibility of the .
whole thing in their hand, modifying those:
regulations in such a way as to apply to that
examination.  On that ground the Coun-
il asked the Governor General to give:
the promotion on the ground that a
thoroughly good and satistfactory exami--
nation had been passed by Mr. Payne.
The question of legality was raised, but, if 1
may be allowed to say so. that is not a ques-
tion for Iis Excellency. but for the Minister:
of Justice. and if the Minister of Justice re--
ports, as he did. that it was all legal, and if .
there was precedent after precedent to be:
found for exactly that same thing in other:
departments, I do not see why the advice.
of the responsible Ministers is to be ignored:
and set aside.

An hon. MEMBER. What did you do;
with Mr. Mackenzie’s secretary ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I shall answer:
that fraukly. Mr. Buckingham was ap-:
pointed by virtue of the power that Lord:
‘Dufferin permitted Mr. Mackenzie to exer-
cise. Mr. Buckingham had only been a short
time in the service, and he was appointed
before Mr. Mackenzie went out a Deputy;
Minister. He had been very rapidly ad-
vanced to a very high position, with a large
salary, in the Department of Railways and
Canals. He was a man, I believe, of great
ability, and would no doubt have made a
very able Deputy Minister. As is well known
to hon. gentlemen familiar with these mat-
ters, private secretaries to Prime Ministers
are considered entitled to exceptionally fav-

-to provide for his private secretary.

fing Mr. Buckingham

-

ioured treatment,
i Minister is

and the outgoing Prime
always anxious, as far as he can,
My,
Mackenzie was animated by that sentiment.

rand was only in the exercise of his right
fwhen

he
to the high

appointed Mr. Buckingham
position of Deputy Minister.

' But 8ir John A. Macdonald was going to be

the Minister of that department—the De-
partment of the Interior, and the Governor
General approved of the appointment to this

¢ high office of a man who had been only a
'short time in the service and made him a

deputy minister. Sir John A, Macdonald did
ot cancel, but he nmodified this by relegat-
back to the Depart-

‘ment of Public Works, where he was in re-

ceipt of a very good salary for the time he
had been in the service. Now, 1 am dealing
with the question whether I may say
that had Mr. Payne been appointed to the

cposition, had his appointment been contirm-

ed to the position of assistant in the Privy
Council office. 1 could quite understand that
it is just possible that my hon. friend tak-
ing the position of the President of the
Privy Council—and I had no knowledge at
the time that he would take that position.
for 1 preferred the portfolio, as Dremier,
of Secretary of State—put that is a4 matter

cof opinion—might have preferred some per-
son in more contidential relations with him-
-self and translated Mr. Payne to some other

position. But we are not dealing with that,
I am dealing with the question whether a
Governor General in Canada shall undertake
to obtain opinion from any outside source
and overrule and override the advice given
him by his constitutional adviserk. That

-the Governor General is entitled to the full-
-est and most complete information in re-
~gard to everything that comes before shim 1

quite admit. But 1 believe the proper prac-
tice was that the information was sought
in a legitimate source of the Prime Minister,
and the Governor General discussing with
his Prime Minister any point that presented
itself for his consideration, the question

-was solved by considerations presented and
.a conclusion arrived at satisfactory to both.
: But I say that under the circumstances 1

do not intend to go into it further than to
give this brief statement of the position,
hoping and trusting and sincerely desiring
that my hon. friend will take some measure
to do justice to the fair and legitimate
claims of Mr..Payne. I do not wish to bribe
the hon. gentleman, but I can only say that
if the time should come when he will have
to make a similar appeal to me in regard to
his private secretary it will receive my most
favourable consideration.

Now I am glad to be able to say that I must
conclude these somewhat lengthy and
tedious observations. But the point is an
important one. We have been very fortu-
ngte in the Governors General we have had.
Lord Monck, Lord Lisgar, Lord Dufferin,
Lord Lorne, Lord Lansdowne, Lord Stanley.
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!
And I never had greater pleasure in my life f tions that have enabled England to become
than I had in attending the banquet which ; what she is and which have been adopted
was given to Lord Dufferin. I have said:and copied down to the present time by
that until Mr. Mackenzie retired from office | Canada and have enabled all classes and all
Lord Dufferin gave him his fullest confi- i parties in this country to look teo the Execu-
dence and fullest support. Mr. Mackenzie | tive head of Canada with the same respect
was beaten, as I have said, by an over- and confidence that the people of the whole

whelming majority, yet Lord Dufferin ac-.
cepted every nomination he made, appoint-:
ing judges of the Supreme Court, judges of |
the Superior Court, county judges—in fact,
accepting every nomination, without hesi:
tation of qualification. And Lord Dufferin
left this country, as every person knows,
after a very brilliant administration with
the hearty approval and affectionate regard
of every person regardless of party. He
was here on the occasion of two very im-
portant political crises. Yet when I had the
pleasure of attending the banquet in the
city of London given to him when he return-
ed from his Governorship, side by side with
me sat Mr. Mackenzie ; and it was a great
source of pleasure to Lord Dufferin and to
his friends to hear from the lips of both Mr.
Mackenzie and myself the declaration that
Lord Dufferin then enjoyed the hearty confi-
dence and kindly feeling of every inhabitant
of Canada of every party and every class.
Now, Sir, that has been a condition with re-
gard to every Governor General we have
from confederation down to the present
hour, and there is no gentlemen on either
side of politics but will feel it to be of great
importance that that should continue. No
greater misfortune could happen to Canada
in my opinion than that the time should
come when anybody would feel that the
Governor. General of this great Dominion
represented not his sovereign who reigns in
the hearts of the whole people but a party in
the state. In this we should lose one of the
great distinctions that give British institu-
tions, in my opinion, such great superiority
over republican institutions. And I can only
say, as I said in rising that I have never
been called upon to discharge so painful a
duty in my life as to animadvert in the
slightest degree upon the floor of Parlia-
ment upon the executive action of the ex-
ecutive head of the country.

I do not intend to conclude with a motion,
and 1 will tell the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Laurier) frankly why. It is because I felt
that it would intensify the difficulty if a
majority in this House were to affix, by a
solemn vote, their approval to what has
taken place. I say I should regret that as
intensifying the unpleasant nature of a posi-
tion which nobody deplores more than I do.
What I have said in relation to this matter
has not been tinged with personal feeling.
So far as I am personally concerned, I make
no complaint. So far as the great party I
have the honour to lead in this country is
concerned, I make no complaint, But,I
feel that there are some things above and
beyond party, and one of these is the main-
tenance of these great parliamentary institu-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

Empire look to Her Majesty the Queen.

Mr. LAURIER. Mr. Speaker, the hon.
gentleman has rested the case which he has
drawn to the attention of the House largely
upon principles which no one disputes, upon
principles which have come to us from men
whose names will ever be dear to all shades
of Liberals and Reformers. But when it
came to the application of these principles.
the hon. gentleman once more showed that
when an ingrained Tory, if I may so speak
of him, or a Liberal-Conservative, as I sup-
pcse he would prefer to be called. undertakes
to apply Liberal principles. he is always
apt to fall into sad and lamentable error.

It may not be uninteresting. at the
outset of this controversy, to review
the facts and the arguments which

constitute the head and front of the hon.
gentleman’s speech. in the light of events
which arc now matters of history. When.
on the 9th July, the telegraphic wires spread
the news throughout the country that 1le
Administration of the hon. gentleman had
surrendered the seals of office into the hands
of His Excellency the Governor General.
the impression was general throughoat the
country that he and his colleagues had at
last loyally accepted their defeat, that they
were loyally obeying the mandate they had
received from the people, commanding them,
in no uncertain tones, to vacate their oflices
and to give them up to men in whom the
people had declared their confidence. But
this impression, natural as it was, was er-
roneous ; this impression, honourable as it
was on the part of hon. gentlemen opposi:c,
gave them a measure of credit to which
they were not entitled ; because we have it
to-day from the mouth of the hon. gentle-
man himself, we have it in these papers
which have been laid on the Table of the
House for some time, and to-day we have
it confirmed by the hon. gentleman hiniself,
that, if they surrendered the seails of otlice,
it was not in obedience to the mandate of
the people, but it was because, although
they still presumed. to offer advice to His
Excellency, His Excelleacy would no longer
accept the advice of men whom the people
had rejected. If His Excellency had ac-
cepted the advice of those hon. gentlemen,
defeated though they were, they would have
remained to govern the country until, as the
hon. gentleman has said himself, they had
been kicked once more by the representa-
tives of the people. Now, such is a plain
statement of the facts, and under .such cir-
cumstances the hon. gentleman comes here
and has the boldness—I might perhaps use
a stronger word—to ask Parliament, mpli-
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edly. not actually. to censure His Excel-:
lency for the course which he adopted on-

that occasion. Well, Sir, here is my answer

to the hon. gentleman : The Governor Gen-'

eral has committed no wrong against the
people of Canada. His Excellency has doue
what he had received a command from Her
Majesty the Queen to do, h2 has made him-
self the custodian and the champion of the
rights of the people of Canada. I
do mnot hesitate to say more: if the
conduct of His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General
compelling the hon. gentleman and his col-

leagues to abide by the verdict of the peo- -
ple, which otherwise they would have dis--

cbeyed, I say here, tnat the name of Aber-

deen, like tlie name of Elgin. will ever be-

reverenced by the people of this couuniry
who cherish constitutional and popular gov-
ernment. There is something, I will not
exactly say comical, but verging on the

comical, in this sudden, new-born zeal and
respect of the hon. gentleman for the con--

stitution. They are not in their element.

They are reactionary, and, whenever reac-’

tionary people attempt to become Liberil,
they are very apt to become revolutionary.
It is only two weeks ago since the hon. gen-

tleman who sits beside my hon. friend the

leader of the Opposition, and whom I re-
gret not to see in his seat to-day. the mein-
ber for York \Mr. Foster)—it is only two
weeks ago that he confided to us, in dolor-

has been the means of:

" tario, he was sure to sweep all Canada wich
the cry of religious passion which his fol-
lowers were raising. It was expected that
the Liberals would be snowed under for
ever. But, Sir. events did not turn out that
way, and, as soon as he found out that the
Government had been defeated, my hon.
friend and his colleagues were equal to the
occasion. They set their hearts and hands
at onece to the task of filling the public ser-
vice, from the Senuate Chamber to the mes-
sengers’ room, filling every hole, every rook,
and corner, and crevice, with their appoint-
ments, so that the new Adminisiration
would bave b2en forced to live, if that sys-
tem had been carried out, in an atmosphere
saturated with Toryism; and for years.
perhaps, they would have been paralyzed
by the conditions imposed upon them. The
hon. gentleman, when under the strain of
defeat, undertook to advise His Excellency
to appoint Senuators,” to appoint custom-
house officers, to appoint inland revenue
officers. to appoint messengers and light-
-house keepers, and to fill the civil service in
“every grade. ‘But His Excellency took the
~ground that, under the peculiar circumstan-
ces in which the hon. gentlemen were offer-
ing their advice, he could not appoint the
Senators. neither would he appoint civil ser-
vants unless they belonged to a certiin
category. He would not make life appoint-
ments, and appointments involving the cre-
. ation of new offices, or fill appointments for

ous tones, that, since sitting in the «old|which no provision had been made by Par-

shades of Opposition, his poor soul was har-
rowed with doubts and scruples from which
it was quite free when sitting on this side
of the House. When sitting on this side, he
never hesitated to use and abuse special
warrants in order to cover expenditures
more or less questionable; but, sitting there,
in the cold shades of Opposition. the hon.

gentleman confessed to us that his soul was

tortured because, forsooth, this Governmaat
had used special warrants in order to pay

the wages and salaries of men who are giv-.
ing their. daily toil to the service of the:
country. To-day, we have the hon. gentle-
man the leader of the Opposition coming

here and telling us that the constitution has
been outraged because he was not allowad,

under the circumstances of the case, to fill!

the Senate with his followers, and to fill the
public service with his creatures.
us look at the case, such as it is, let us ex-
amine it closely.

cellency the Governor General and the at-
titude maintained by the present leader of
the Opposition ? There was an election on
the 28rd of June, as we all know, and tkat
election did pot result as the hon. laader of
the Opposition had expected. He had in-
dulged_a good deal in the line of prophecy.
He had told the admiring crowds of
ofice-seekers that he was sure to
sweep the country; he was sure to
sweep the maritime provinces, he was
sure to sweep the western section of On-

Now, let:

What is the line of cleav-!
age between the attitude taken by His Ex-

| iament. Recommendations to that class of

| appointments His Excellency would not

sanction. Now, Sir, here is another griev-
i ance of my hon. friend. I think I put the
_case just as he puts it, when he asked what
"information .had the Governor General of
'the defeat of the Government. What right
had he to make any distinction between one
“appointment and another ? How did he
.know that the Government were defeated *
He could only know that from the Prime
Minister. Those were the questions the
hon. gentleman put; this was the answer
he gave. Again I ask, How could he know
whether. on the 23rd of June, the Govern-
ment was defeated ? Who could have told
him ?. How did he know ? He knew from
' his adviser, the Prime Minister, Sir Charles
‘Tupper. He it was who had acquainted
' ITis Excellency with that fact. Sir, on the
. 25th June. two days after the election, there
appeared in the Montreal * Gazette,” the
organ of the hon. gentlemen, the following
i despatch from Ottawa :(—

Ottawa has not yet recovered from the sur-
prise and astonishment caused by the defeat of
the Conservative party yvesterday. As far as
tkis city is concerned the blow came like thun-
der from a clear sky, for although it was admit-
ted that owing to the split in the Conservative
ranks here one seat and possibly two would be
lost in Ottawa, still the greatest conflience was
felt that the party would be sustained by a ma-
jority throughout the Dominion. As to the
causes of the defeat, there are a thousand and




1663

[COMMONS)

1664

one theories, but probably no one comes SO near
to the real cause as does Sir Charles Tupper in
an interview which your correspondent has just
had with him. Sir Charles attributes the disas-
ter—

Sir Charles Tupper knew the disaster. then.

—to the fatal mistake which had been made of
refusing to dissolve Parliament after the adop-
tion of the rem->dial order and the calling of a
session to deal with the Remedial Biil when the
life of Parliament expired on a fixed date.

Sir. from this statement, it is clear that the
leader of the Opposition knew quite well,
two days after the election, that a disaster
had overtaken his party. Then, the follow-
ing day. the Montreal * Star” had the fot-
lowing despatch from Ottawa :—

It is understood that Sir Charles Tupper has
received from London a large number of tele-
grams extending sympathy on his defeat.

W hy. even in London they knew the hon.
gentleman was dofeated. Telegrams of
sympathy were being sent him ; and it is
only at Rideau Hall where it is supposed
that nobody Kknew.

It was long after five o’clock last evening
when the Ministers came out of Council. Sir
Charles Tupper came almost last and walked
Lriskly around his room in the Secretary of
State’s Department talking on the outcome of
the elections.

-t There is nothing for you to say,” he said to
a correspondent, “ except this, that as soon as
Cceuncil can conclude the routine business now
before it, so soon will the Ministry resign. 1 can

) My Lord. there is nothing now to do except
;that as soon as ever Council can conclude
: the routine business now before it, the Min-
listry will resign. That is the language
i which the hon. gentleman must have used
! to His Excellency—he could not have used
‘any other language. So His Excellency in
i just two days after the elections learned that
: his Ministers had been defeated, and from
i that moment His Excellency was within his
: right, not only within his right, but within
i his duty when he kept the hon. gentleman
- strictly to the advice he had given—that is
' to say, that he was prepared to resign after
: he had completed matters of routine. but he
i would not go beyond that. That is the case
i as it is at the present time. My hon. friend
i spoke with his usual vigour on the British
. constitution, and if we are to believe him
~in the speech he delivered this evening. he
. had nothing in view but respect for the
 British constitution. If I understood him
caright., Government is responsible to Parlia-
. ment but not responsible to the people, and
i the voice of the people, can only be heard
"through the voice of Parlinment and the
.voice of the people, as spoken by the
“people, is not to he taken into consideration.
I do not say that there is not something in
that argument. But that is not the modern
doctrine. which is, that the Government is
not only responsible to Parliament but to th>
“people in whose behalf Parliament speaks.
"The theory propounded by the hon. gentle-
-man is a hundred years old. The hon. gen-
"tleman well knows that the British consti-

give you no date at present, but probably IR & y,4iop js not a cut and dried instrument. If
few days. ! there is one characteristic which distin-
got two houis (il;.;(l) tl;;r hqou.lleadgl'u;)(; It-{hiogguishes the British constitution more than

pposition asked the House. Lhow Co 5, another it is its elasticity. It has been
Excellency know of the defeat of his Gov-iround applicable as statute has followed
ernment ? Will the hon. gentleman pretend . gtatute and precedent followed precedent.
here that he would not treat His Excellency ! and it has adapted itself to new eras of
with the same respect as he treated the;gavelopment as they have progressed from
COrl‘t‘Sl)OndOllt of a lleWSp.‘l])e.P? “ lll lle:age to age. It has bepn applied without
pretend here that when he said to a news-!affort, wrench or hindrance from the time of

paper correspondent that his party had been
defeated, that he was prepared to vacate
office as soon as the routine business was
closed, he would have us believe that he
was so disrespectful to His Excellency as not
to give him the same advice ? Is the hon.
gentleman prepared to have this House be-
lieve that he had so little respect for his
duty and obligation to the representative of
the Sovereign not to tell His Excellency the
same fact which he had told the newspaper
correspondent ? Now, what is there left of|
the case presented by the hon. gentleman,
when the whole case is rested on the as-;
sumption that His Excellency could not act,
except upon the advice of his Ministry ?:
There is nothing left of the hon. gentleman’s
case, because the hon. gentleman cannot
come here and tell this House that what he
stated to the newspaper correspondent he
did not state to His Excellency. What then
did the hon. gentleman state to His Excel-
lency ? He wrote to Quebec possibly, or
when His Excellency came here, he said :

Mr. LAURIER.

the personal absolutism of the early Plan-
tagenet kings down to the Democratic Gov-
ernment of Queen Victoria. Responsibie
government was the greatest conquest
achieved by the British people under the
constitution. In early days government was
responsible to Parliament. But it could
hardly be said that Parliament represented
the people—it represented the classes and
the privileged classes, but not the people ;
and the great Reform Bill of 1832, followed
as it has been by successive instalments
and extensions, brought the Parliament of
Great Britain and the Parliament of Canad:t
to be expressions of the direct voice of the
people. This is a new doctrine, which is
new in operation,—that as soon as the voice
of the people has been heard, immediately
the Ministers of the Crown shall take advice
as to whether they have been supported or
not by the people. The first statesman to
deal with this question and to take this view
was Mr. Disraeli after the great Reform
Bill of 1868. Mr. Disraeli appealed to the
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country. He was defeated, and on being ' Charles Tupper) made another point. He

defeated, immediately he sent his resigna-
tion to the Crown. It was a novel step.
step not possible in the last century, but a

step not only necessary but advisable under

the new development of the British consti-
tution. And this is the reason given by Mr.
Disraeli for his aection :

Although the general election has elicited, in
the decision of numerous and vast coastituencies,
an expression of feeling which, in a remarkable
degree, has justified their anticipations, and which
in dealing with the question in controversy, no
wise statesman would disregard. It is now clear

that the preseut Administraiion cannot expect to .
command the confidence of the newly-elected .

House ¢of Commons. Under these circumstances,
Her Majesty's Ministers have felt it due to their

own honour, and to the policy they support, not -

to retain office unnecessarily for a single day.
This is the first precedeni. Six years after-
wards Mr. Gladstone. who had been in oftice

stated that although defeated the outgoing
Administration had the right te appoint
Senators, because, as he says. it is acknowl-
edged in England that the outgoing admin-
istration has the right to appoint peers. But,
Sir, there is a qualitication upon this. Does
the right of the outgoing Administration in
England go so far as the hon. gentleman has
stated ¥ Does the rights of the outgoing ad-
ministration in England o to the extent
without qualification of appointing peers ?
It does not as I understand it. Let me quote
an authority upon this subject. Todd says :

The moment it was proved that those peerages
hiad really been agread to bhv the outgoing Min-
ister. he having taken the pleasure of the Crown
on the point, that moment the Ministers in
power agreed to confirm the grant. and thus re-

- spected the engagements of their predecessors.

during that time, went to the country and’
was defeated. and forthwith he sent in his:

That was in 1874,
into: power.

resignation.

Disraeli came back In 1880

Then Mr.:

aeneral elections took place. and resulted in |

the defeat of Mr. Disraeli’s Government.
Forthwith Mr. Disraeli
signation to the Queen.
wards at the general elections the Govern-
ment of Mr. Gladstone was defeated. and

again on that occasion Mr. Gladstone, with

forwarded his re-
Nix years after-.

Sir, I ean understand thar., It the outgoing
administration before the election had taken
the precaution, or had advised the Crown,
of nominating Mr. so and so to the House
of Lords, and if the Crown had agreed to
that, T could well understand that the
honour of the Crown under such circum-
stances was pledged © and thar it was the
duty of the new ministry to fulfil these obli-
gations, since the honour of the Crown was
pledged to them. But, does the hon. gentle-

~man (Sir Charles Tupper) pretend that he

out waiting to meet Parliament, sent his

resigniation to the Queen,
tions, 1802, Lord Salisbury was defeated,
but instead of sending his resignation to the

At the last elee-:

Queen, he chose to meet Parlinment, and to-
be defeated on the debate on the Address.”
The reason which induced Lord Salisbury to .
meet Parliament was that a majority was.
. feated by the people, I shall claim the privi-

not apparent. and that the Liberal strength

was made up of a heterogeneous combina-!
tion, including Radicals. Home Rulers and:
labour representatives, whose opinions could !
not be obtained except by a vote in the;

House. We have it clearly set forth that

this was the reason why Lord Salisbury did

not resign at once.
not apply in the present case.
had the words of the hon. gentleman oppo-

site (Sir Charles Tupper) that two days after!

the elections he said he knew he had been
defeated. 3Well, Sir, if he knew he had been
defeated. in the view of the precedents 1
have quoted. he had only one course to take,
and that was, to discharge all routine busi-

ness. then take his cane, gloves and hat and:

walk out and make place
This is the only view in my estimation
which the question can admit of. This is
the view which His Excellency took, and
this is the view which the advisers of His
Excellency are prepared to maintain not
only on the floor of Parliament, but to main-
tain nflso with great confidence of success
all over the country. It is the view which
is in consonance with the rights of the
people such as we understand them at the
present time. The hon. gentleman (Sir

53
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for another.!

But this argument can-':
We have:

i
!
i
1
!
!

1l

had obtained the sanction of the Crown to
the appointment of Mr. Angers or of Mr.
Desjardins or of Mr. Nat White or of Mr.
(rooderham. Ie cannot pretend anything of
the kind. If the hon. gentleman had told
His Excellency before the election: I have
advised Mr. Angers to resign in the Senate,
but I warn Your Excelleney that if he is de-

lege of re-appointing him to the Nenate ;
and if His Excellency had agreed to such an
extraordinary bargain as  that—hecause it
would be nothing short of a bargain—then I
can understand that the hon. gentleman
would have some ground to stand upon. RBut,
he pretends pothing of the kind, and his
argument therefore is untenable. There is
another point of difference, and what is it ?
I am glad for my part that we should be
able to compare the Canadian Senate to the
House of Lords, but, Sir, there is an im-
mense difference between them as the hon.
wentleman knows, The number of the
Senators is limited, and therefore if the
Senate is crammed with one party the in-
coming administration might find it an ab-
solute impossibility to carry on its legisla-
tion. On the other hand, the House of
Lords is not limited in number and if the
outgoing administration were to make ap-
peintments which would be embarrassing to
the incoming administration. then the incom-
ing administration has the right of suggest-
ing and making other appointments. There
is no similar feature in the Senate here.
But there is something more. The hon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) is strong

EDITION.
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upon the constitution. I charge here against
him and against his party, that in so far as
the Senate of Canada is concerned, they
have all along for the last eighteen years
disregarded the constitution of Canada in
the nature of the appointments which they
made to that branch of the legislature. 1t
was one of the well understood principles at
confederation—and the hon. gentleman re-
ferred a moment ago to the debates of the
Quebec¢ convention—it was one of the well
understood principles then, that if the
Senate was not elective, and if it was to be
appointed by the Crown, then both political
parties should be equally represented on the
floor of the Senate.
forgotten that rule in practice although it

cannot have escaped his memory. He quot-'

ed a moment ago the opinion of Sir Oliver
Mowat who at that early date was against
a4 nominative Senate and in favour of an
elective Senate. Certainly, Sir., the practice

of late years has shown that at that time as'

now, Sir Oliver Mowat possessed the same
sagacity which has distinguished all his poli-
tical career. That very same question came

up for debate in this House some twenty-two '

years ago. In 1872, Mr. Mackenzie had
made some attack upon the constitution of
the Senate (the very point which we have
before us at the present time). and Sir John
Macdonald who was the leader of the Gov-
ernment resented the attack with great
vehemence. This is how Sir John Maec-
donald spoke :

With regard to the provinces of Upper Canada :

and Lower Canada, a full selection was made
without reference to political principles. In the;
province of Upper Canada a fair arrangemernt |
was made between himself and the Hon. George |
Brown, then and now the leader of the party of
which the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mackenzie) is a |
member, and although Mr. Brown retired from |
the Government before the selection was made, -
he (Sir John) felt that still the arrangement was:
obligatory, and he asked his hon. friend from |
North Lanark, and the present Lieutenant-Gov- !
eror-of Ontario, the representatives of the Reform
party in the Government of the day to sit down
with him and select the twenty-four men for the
Senate. He (Sir John) wrote a name, choosing -
from his own party, and they selected their man.
and the consequence was twelve Reformers and
twelve Conservatives were elected to sit in that :
Chamber, and no cne knew better than his hon. :
friend that it was a fair understanding that the
claims of members of the legislative council of
cld Canada to seats in the Senate should be .
considerel as vacancies might take place, and'
that had been faithfully carried out.

This was the pledge which was taken by all .

the members who sat at the Table to frame
the confederation resolutions. Has that |
Pledge been kept by the hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Tupper) and his party ? No, for the
hon. gentleman and his friends saw to it
that no appointments were made to the
Senate but those of their own partisans. The
hon. gentleman spoke a moment ago of the
high character of the Senate. I have nothing
to say derogatory of the character of the

The hon. gentleman has

1t His Excellency as well.

upon the hench,

Mr. LAURIER.

gSenate. Let it be ever so able a body, does
| the hon. gentleman pretend that it has that
| character of fairness which was expected
iof it when the Senate was created to be
:neminative and not elective. Sir, the hon.
i gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) knows very
iwell that His Excellency had a fair case in
f hand when he pointed out to the hon. gentle-
.man, that if four new Senators of the Con-
,servative persuasion.were appointed it would
"be a source of embarrassment to the incom-
+ing administration. At that time the hon.
gentleman was defeated. He knew that he
ihad to resign for he had stated so himself,
iand he knew there must be a new Liberal
. Administration. How would the case have
:stood ? There were four vacancies in the
Senate including one from the province of
: Ontario, which the hon. gentleman proposed
‘to fill. It had been stated throughout the
. whole country during the election campaign
i that Sir Oliver Mowat was to enter the Ad-
ministration as leader of the Liberal Gov-
; ernment in the Senate, and the hon. gentle-
rman (Sir Charles Tupper) knew it. If the
i hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) had
had his wish ; if he had been able to fill the
tonly vacancy which then existed in the
province of Ontario, the Liberal Admin-
istration. the Government of to-day, would
have been placed in a position of al-
most superhuman difficulty in that re-
spect. Sir, the hon. gentleman, under
such circumstances., does not hesitate to
blame His Excellency for the course he
took. Every man in this House or out of
the House who has the instinet of justice in
his bosom will approve the course of His
Excellaney upon that oceasicn.

Then. Sir, what about the judges ? I do
not see much importance in discussing the
question of the judges upon this occasion.
because the matter came up simply hypo-
thetically. But, Since the hon. gentleman
has alluded to it let me refer to the sub-
ject. This is what His Excellency «aid with

‘regard to the judges. and T submit. Sir, that

the statement of the hon. gentleman a

-moment ago was not only most disrespectful

in tone and words, but it was most unfair
This was the
simple remark made by His Excellency :

In the case of judges, I will only add that,
bearing in mind the ordinary length of their
tenure of office and also the long political pre-
deminanece of one political party in the Domin-
icn Parliament, the current deduction &8 to the
ccmplexion of the political opinions represented
whether baseless or well

‘ founded is not unnatural.

Sir, the hon. gentleman finds fault with that.
The hon. gentleman knews the condition of
things in this country. 1 have nothing to
say against the bench. I am prepared to
admit everything he said in honour of it.
But, Sir, judges are men like all other men ;
and the hon. gentleman knows very well
that whatever may have been the practice
before 1878, since that time all appointments
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to the bench have been made not so much! Mr. Payne, in order to qualify for that posi-
for judlcial fitness as for the reward of poli- | tion, had to pass an examination. He passed
tical service. I am sorry to have to speak | the general examination creditably, but he
in that way ; but, Sir, I speak the truth as:failed in the technical examination. The
it is known to every man in this country.!hon. gentleman a few days ago—I hope 1

That there are men whose political services
svere not ignored when they were appointed :
to the bench, but who are a credit to the:
bench, I admit; but suppose every man:
appointed to the bench were ever so free;
from partisanship, we have all had sum-»
cient experience of life to know that uncon-;
sciously, whether Liberals or Conservatives, :
we grow into one groove of opinion ; and:
happy is the man who can say that he 1s,
never biased by the opinions of his life.,
Judges on the bench continue to be human.
1 do not impugn their motives or their good:
intentions ; and fortunately at this moment!
it is not necessary for me to do so. But.:
Sir. who can say, when a case arises, espe-;
cially one of a. political nature, that the
judge on the bench is not biassed by the.
political opinions he has held during his life?:
If I went through my own country, I might:
find instances of that. I prefer not to do it;

but let me go to another country ; let me gof
to the republic to the south of us. The Su-:
preme Court of the United States, as is well"
known, has been long regarded as one of the:
great judicial tribunals of the world. It haex
earned the praise of de Tocqueville and
other great thinkers ; and certainly all praisce:
bestowed upon it was well deserved. But;
we know that on a famous occasion, after;
the presidential election of 1876, when the!
question was referred to a commission iun’
which thar great court was represented,:
whether Mr. Hayes or Mr. Tilden had a
majority of the ‘electoral vote, the judges
of that court who sat in the commission’
divided on eévery question upon party
lines. Does the hon. gentleman pre-
sume to say that Canada is better than other:
countries in that respect ? <Canadian judges'
are liable to all the passions of mankind ;

. questions.

shall be pardoned if I refer to it—was most
unfair to Mr. McGee when he stated that
he could not ¢btain the questions from Mr.
McGee. Why should Mr. McGee have con-
cealed those questions ? Mr. McGee has as-
sured me that the hon. gentleman in this
respect must have been in error, because
: he was not conscious of having refused those
But why, in the name of com-
mon sense, should Mr. McGee refuse those
questions when they were prepared with the
sanction of M. Angers, then President of
the Council, and approved by the Governor
in Council ? Mr. Payne, having failed in

that examination, was not qualified for the

office ; and when under these circumstances
the hon. gentleman advised His Excellency
to appoint Mr. Payne to that office, he ad-
vised His Excellency to commit an illegality,
and under those circumstances His Excel-
lency was not bound to accept the advice of
his adviser.

Now, Sir, I come to a reproach which I
was not a little astonished to find in the
mouth of the hon. gentleman. The hon.
gentlemman quoted from a state paper of His
Excellency the following sentence, in which
His Excellency deals with what took place
here during last session :

The previous Administration (with Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell as Prime Minister), representing
. the views of the same political party, and having
a majority in both chambers, failed to pass its
propos=d legislation, and on the 25th April Parlia-
ment expired by eflux of time, without having
granted supplies for the public servlce beyond
the 30th of June.

- The hon. gentleman challenged that state-

ment of His Excellency. He said that there
was an innuendo here, which was not borne
‘out by the facts—that His Excellency con-

and in view of the fact that every man ap- veyed thereby the impression that supplies
pointed to the bench for the last eighteen had been refused by Parliament to the then
years had been taken from the ranks of existing Gevernmert, which the hon. gentle-
the Conservative party, it was not unnatural; mman characterized in strong and severe lan-
for His Excellency to think that perhaps!guage as most unwarrantable, and as con-
it would be in the interest of the country if. veying a false impression to any man who
judges were now taken frow the other sidedid not know the exact state of the facts.
of politics. Not, Sir, I am sure, that His: Sir, I invite the attention of the hon. gentle-
Excellency wanted to convey the impressxonl man to a motion which was moved in this
that judges carried their politics with them! House by his neighbour the hon. member
on the bench ; but simply because His Ex-- for York (Mr. Foster), for which he spoke

cellency could not be blind to the fact that:
judges are weak and human like all other
mortals.

As to the case of Mr. Payne I do not care
to say much, and I would not have referred
to it had the hon. gentleman not introduced
it. I think it is a very small thing to be
brought into this debate. Mr. Payne was the
private secretary of the hon. gentleman,
and my hon. friend before he left office
wanted to have him appointed to. one of the;
most important offices in the civil service,
that of deputy clerk of the Privy Council

531,

and for which he voted. Here it is :

That on the 28th of January the House was
asked to go into Committee of the Whole for
granting supply, and to consider first the appro-
priations for departmental salaries and contin-
gencies.

That reithar then, nor on the several occasions
tl.ereaf*er when the House was asked to grant
supply did the Opposition agree thereto.

That appeals were made by the Government
setting forth the urgent necessity for making
provision for the orlinary and regular expendi-
tures for the approaching fiscal year, or in view
of the impending dissolution and of the fact that
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the new Parliament could not possibly assemble :

before July 1st and would probably meet shortly -
thereafter, for a part therzof.

That despite these representations and although
the circumstances were

well-known and there |

was ample time at the disposal of the House, sup- :
plies fcr the vear 18396-97 were refused and Par-
liament reose on the 23rd April without these -

surplies being granted.

Sir, the statement which the hon. gentleman

characterized a moment ago as conveying

to the public a false impression, is not half

so strong as the statement for
spoke and voted less than two weeks ago.

which he.

Here we have the statement, not by innuendo

but positively made, that Parliament de-

liberately refused to grant supplies to the.

outgoing Administration ; and, Sir, in the
face of that condition of things, when the
late Government could not obtain supplies
from Parliament. when it was resting under
the strongest censure that could be passed
by Parliament. the hon. gentleman dares to
complain that he was treated with severity.
I say. Sir, that he was treated with great
leniency, because under such circumstances
he had not the right even to appoint a

“was asked.

1672

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-

“ingl. We will let that item stand.
Tidal service, Tide gauges, instruments
and staff.. .. ... tiiiiiiieroreraeaaann $15,000

Nir CIIARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Can
the hon. gentleman explain this increase of
$5.000 ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AXND FISH-
ERIES (Mr. Davies). These Estimates are

in exact ccouformity with those brought
down last session. I have not made any

alteration whatever. I find that the vote
for 1895-9G was $10,000, and the expenditure
within a few dollars of that su:n. In the
Estimates submitted for last year $£135.000
and I assume that it was for
some oxpenses of the service. But Mr.
Dawson has not returned from his labours,

‘and I have had no opportunity to consult

messenger or to spend a single dollar.
The hon. gentleman to-day comes bhefore:
Parliament—for what ?- To vindicate the

constitution ?  No, Sir. The complaint of
Yy hon. friend is the last wail of the disap-
pointed ottice-grabber.

-coming of,

All this quibbling.

and equivocating, and pettifogging, and hair-:

splitting is absolutely meaningless.
there were behind it some moral wrong.
moral wrong there is  none.
celleney committed
and conferred great benefit op this nation.
because he showed that,
century,

under the British Crown, and by

unless .
But !
His Ex-.
no harm to anybedy, .
;and have an opportunity of consulting with

in this nineteenth

the aid of the British Crown, the pecple

shall have governmelt of the people by the!

people and for the people, and for this ali'
true Canadians will revere the name of:

Aberdeen for ever and for ever.

solved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Clothing and necessaries, ordinary vote.. $90,000

Sir ADOLPHE < CARON.
that this item was reserved in order to give
an opportunity for general discussion, and
I believe the late Minister of Militia wishes
to discuss it. As he is not in the House
now, I would ask the hon. gentleman to let
it stand.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think it was
understood that this should stand for ihe
purpose of general discussion. I should like
to ask the Minister of Militia if he wou'd
lfiindly lay upon the Table the letter I asked
or.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FEXCE (Mr. Borden). I will lay it on the
'Table to-morrow.

Mr. LAURIER.

L ject.

with him.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
am glad to see the additional amount here.
This service is a very important one, and I
have always been afraid that we were voirg
a little too slowly, for the result of the cur-
vey in connection with the currents of the
St. Lawrence and approaches to it are te-
greater importance every day.
We began on a small scale, and zradually
increased.

The MINIiSTER OF MARINE AND FISII-
ERIES. I do not wish to mislead the ITouse
into believing that I have formed an opinlon
as to the desu‘abnlxt; of expending this ex-
tra £5.000. TUntil I see Mr. Dawson’s report,

him, I cannot form an opinion.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPLER.
will find you need all the money.

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANID» FISH-
ERIES. I keep an open mind on the sub-
So far, 1 have only adopted the esti-

You

. “mate of my predecessor.
Motion agreed to. and the House again re-: a ybp

I understand:

of obstruction in navigable
.................................. 33,000

Mr. CLANCY. [If my memory serves me
well, some discussion took place in this
House last session as to whether the re-
moval of obstructions in rivers should come

Removal
rivers

‘under the head of Public Works or Marine

and Fisheries. Will the hon. gentleman say
what service this $3.000 is intended for ?
Of course, the amount is small.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FisH-
ERIES. It is largely a nominal vote. Last
vear the expenditure was only £433. It is

ronly for emergencies.

Winter malil service ........... ceerrrecans $6,000

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Is the hon.
Minister able to state what decision the Gov-
ernment have arrived at in connection with
the service between Portland ard St. John,
N.B. ? The hon. gentleman is aware that the
late Government arrived at the couclusion



