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PROVINCIAL LEGISLATURE. 

Speech of the Attorney General and 
Reply of Dr Atkimson, on the 

Budget. 

HON, MR. BLAIR. 
He (Blair) would now reter to the state- 

mea 8 uf snosher hon, member. Perbaps he 
owed an apology to the house for doing so. 
The conduct of that hon. member, his past 
cosdacs in the house, his declarations to the 
peopie, his promise to support the govern- 
meas, his defense of the government's policy, 
his vo es 10 this house up to the close of last 
#83:8ivn, were all in marked contrast with his 
vpeech of to day, The hun. gentlewan had 
doae bim the credit of showing that be had 
bezn reading his (Blair's) epeech of some 
ye:rs sgo. 
Notwithetanding that the bon. member 

secs to have paid the closest attention to 
those speeches he seemed to have studied 
them with little effect. The bon. member 
bad presented figures purporting to give 8 
correct idea of the finances of the couotry. 
He (Biar) bad known from certain news- 
paper lewters the course the hon. member in- 
vended tak-iog in this house. 
He was glad ot this opportunity of meeting 

the incorrect statements 1n reference to the 
fioances of the country and was quite willing 
thas bis statement should go to the country 
side by side with the utterly incorrect figures 
ot the hon. genileman. The latter did not 
ssem to be able to realize the difference be. 
tween current and capital accounts. Any 
une understood that there must be calls upon 
» government thut cannot be met out of the 
current account. No government could live 
wishout drawing op capital accounts. We 
could not build railways without doing eo. 
T'ne suggestion of the bon, gentleman was a 
) eresy 10 politics. In 1882, the Legislature 
provided for the erection of the Fredericton 
ridge, also for the building of a large num- 
bar of railways in different parts ot the pro- 
virce, and tor the erection of a dock at St. 
Jobo, ‘Toe hon. member for Carleton went 
tu the country as u defender of that policy 
and cme to this Legislature as an exponent 
ot that rawe policy. Last year at the close 
of the session he suddenly changed bis views, 
Why? Because the government was Dot 
prepared to saddle on the country an enor- 
wous debt 80 ue to build more raiwaye in 
every county in the province. 

Mr. Atkinson—1 didn’t contemplate the 
building ul railways in every county in the 
province. 

Hoo, Mr. Blair—You don't? Let ue see 
what wus the resolution thut you wanted 
carried. Here it is: Resolved, that any 
action of the government, or messure ior 
enabling contracts for any province aid to 
railways, should be general and not sectional, 
and should include all, or at least the most 
important of said lines of railway in each ot 
the counties of the province.” Continuing, 
Mr. Blair said, because the government wae 
not prepared to saddle upon the country such 
a debt as contemplated by this resolution the 
hon. gentleman then, and not till then, with- 
drew us support from the government, Since 
toen be coudemned every set of the govern- 
went which for years he bad approved. Ile 
( Blair) could only pity him from the bottom 
ut bis nears because of the position in which 
be hae placed himself. Tbe hon. gentleman 
in his tigures had charged the expenditures 
on account of tbe Fredericton bridge, the 
Arylum anvex, and the importation of stock, 
to current account. He thought the publi 
vould prefer that these expenditures be made 
out of capital account rather than not to be 
made at ull. The actual receipts of the old 
g 'veroment were in 1882, $579 710: in 1881 
they were $553 584; 1n 1880 they wer- 
¥6U7,389; in 1879 they were $516,449; in 
1375 they were £566 939, or an average of 
$566,000. The actual expenditure of the 
oid government during the same yesrs were 
10 1882 $610,236. 10 "81 §590.768, in "80 
$601,000, 10 '79 $605,654, in ’78 $622,767 
ur an average of $605,000. Here we find un- 
der the old government an average deticit of 
$40.000 a year as compared with a saving of 
$12,000 a year by thie government. An 
examination of the public accounte will show 
how this government has saved $12,000 a 
year or in all §72 000 of a saving since we 
came into power. I'ne actual receipts were 
as foll we: '84 $650,465, '85 $617,194, 86 
$634,523, 87 8635.500, "88 $644,879, or an 
average of $636,000 Toe actual expend 
isure under this government and for the same 
years were 1884 $633,658, "85 $584,472, "86 
$623 592, "87 $637,300, ‘88 $640 806, mak- 
10g an average expenditure ot $624,000 which 
clearly shows that our average receipts were 
$12,000 a year more than our average ex- 
penditures. There are some items of expend- 
1ture that are controllable. Such an item to 
sume extent is that of public printing, the 
average cost of which under the old govern- 
ment was $11,000 a year, and under thie 
government $12,500, but the increase could 
be very easily and satisfactorily explained. 
During the government's term of office the 

Consolidated Statutes bave been re-priuted 
at a cost of upwards of $40,000. This gov- 
ernment has the bills for the House of As- 
sembly printed, which iavolves a large ad- 
ditional item. The printing of the Educa- 
tional report ie not included in the public 
printing account of 1881 but is included in 
1887. The Lunatic Asy'um report, the 
Board of Works report, the Board of Health 
report are now chargeable to the item of 
Public Printing and the government also had 
printed the Liquor License Act. Under the 
old government the average for contingencies 
was $15,200 a year. Under this government 
the average is $12.000 a year. The expen- 
diture for Executive Government averaged 
$33,000 a year while under this government 
1t has been reduced to an average of $26,300. 
Under this latter item the old government 
expended $40,000 a year. The cost of legis. 
lature under the old averaged $28,000 a year 

while the average under this government is 

§25.900, The average of the old for the ad- 
ministration of justice was $14,509 while un- 
der this governwent it was $14,400. In re- 
ference to this item he might say that a large 
increase in it last year over the previous year 

was due to the fact that for jury fees alone it 

cost $30,000 more in ’28 than in "87. There 
was a deficiency in Supreme Court fees, this 
the government could pot regulate. The 

government besides carrying on all the diff- 

erent services of the country paid $50,000 
in interest charges more than the old govern- 
ment. He quoted these figures from the 
offi ial records. 

DR. ATKINSON. 

Mr. speaker, before you leave the chair I 
shall ack the indulgence of the house while 1 
endeavor, as | feel it my duty, and claim it 
ae a right, to place myself properly before 
the house and country, and especially before 
the electorate of that fine county which I 
have the booor to represent in this house. 
And first, sir, as the hon. attorney general 
has said that I bave not been able to under- 
stand tbe statements which in this house he 
wade, and by which, in 1881, be sought to 

influence people in his favor, I shall ask him 
bere, and now, what he does mean by those 

statements, What does he mean when he 
says that a work demanding a call upon the 
public treaeury ehould be open to public ten- 
der? lo view of that statesman like princi 
ple, how does be justify its persietent viola- 
tion ? 1 will cite him contracts made with- 
out tender in his own county; to contracts 
made io the county of Carleton without ten- 
der. 1 will cite bim the public printing, ® 
work which demands a call, and latterly a 
constantly increasing call upon the public 
treasury, and yet, so far as I am aware, for 
which there bas not been a single call for 
tender Is it because some one outside of 
the county ot York might happen to get the 
tender, and thus, those political larvae, those 
political hickspittles, who have come out to 
sun themselves in the prceperity of the hon. 
gentleman, and who, while they bless him 
tor five dollars would curse him for six, 
might be deprived of public pap? Another 
watter to which | referred wbeo speaking 
the other day, I will call the attention of the 
bouee to it again, I may bave misunder- 
stood the drift of the attorney general's 
meaning. | ask of him an explanation. 
I demand of bim sn explanation. What 
does he mean when he saye, according to 
the synoptic reports of tha debates of 
this house for 1881 :** He protested 
against the administration keeping open 
tbese poeitions (vacaot seats in the 1-gie 
lative council) and sspping and wining 
the independence of the members of this 

house. * * * Toy talk about abolishing 
the legislative council is absurd. As long as 
there 18 anything to be gawned by promises 
of seats, the council will exist,” Will the 
principles here npplied to the old government, 
when they kept the seats vacant, not app! 
to the new guvernment when they do pre- 
cisely the same thing? The legislative coun- 
cil 18 a part of the constitution of this pro- 
vince. Uuder the law, just as soon as the 
number of members in that body drop be- 
low a certain number, no law can be made, 
and the whole work of legislation will stand 
still. Lt 18 therefore neccesary to fi | the va- 
cancies. Why are they not filled? 1 do- 
mand from my place in this bouse, and as 
one of the representatives of the peoole who 
are here met to deliberate, | demand of the 
leader of the government to know why be 
follows a vourse which once received and 
merited his mostecathing denunciation? Oa 
page 7 ot the debates of this house for the 
same yeir, you fiod this same gent'eman 
reported as huviog said: "There should be no 
increase of the public debt; this ia the feel 
iog in the country, and the opposition is in 
favor of it.” And yet the very pext year 
you fiad the hoo. gentleman voting for an 
addition of $1,500,000 to the debt of this 
province by the general subsidy act, 1882, 
We fiod him, since he came into power, add- 
ing very materially to the public debt. This 
ie the hon, gentleman who would read to me a 
lesson on consistency, and to the St John Pres- 
bytery a lesson on morals! He saye I donot 
understand hie past sayings. [ demand then 
of him an explanation of what he does mean. 
Again you find him saying: “$50,000, or 
$60,000, or $80 000 for our local legislature; 
cannot she half of it be saved?’ Doubtless 
this is a very abstruse proposition. I confess 
that to me at least it only means just whet it 
says; and when every item of expenditure of 
our local government is counted, the hon, 
gentleman will fiod, I think, that the cost 
bas never been less than $80,000 per year 
eince he came into power. The hon. gentle- 
man found a great deal of fault with me for 
including all items of expenditure in each 
year on one side, and the real revenue on the 
other. | may say, 1 applied to his govern- 
ment the same mesure which hes applied to 
the old government, He now siys 1t most 
unfair, altogether contrary to rules of finance, 
and entirely incorrect. Very well. it is pre- 
cisely the rule which he adopted when leader 
of the opposition. Mr. Blair, as premier, 
quarrels with Mr. Blair in opposition. I 
leave him to fight it out But, says the hon. 
gentleman, 1 have been inconsistent. Well, 
Mr. Speaker, what was the platform upon 
which I was elected in 1886. It was abolition 
of the legislative council and reduction in the 
cost of administration of legislation. I came 
to the house during the session of 1887. Did 
I go back on my platform ? or did I not advo- 
ocat the abolition of the council ? or did I 
not advoate a reduction of the cost of 
the administratration of legislation? And, 
sir, the opinions which I held then I 
n>w hold. I must eay that I waited for 
the first session for something to be 
done in the direction of the reforme 
whioh the hon. gentleman had promised. 
The first session passed; nothing was 
really dons. The hon gentleman introduced 

a bill into the house for the abolition of the 
legislative council, aud in an interview with 
him, while the bill was, as | supposed, in the 
process of preparation, I suggested to him the 
propriety of granting a liberal Jife indemnity 
to each member of the council, hoping there 
by to secure the passage of the bill. The 
hon. gentleman stated that he would maka 

the indemnity provision broad enough 
to secare the passage of the bill. Well, 
gir, how broad did he make that pro- 

vision ? Only broad enough to include those 
members of the council, two, I think, who 
bad been appointed prior to confederation. 
Ot course, just having been elected to support 
the administration, I did not feel it my duty 
to begin by criticizing their acte, but rather 
to wait, to give them a fair opportunity to 

carry out their pledges if they would; and 
the bouse will remember, I am sure this 
country remembers, the impaseioned declar- 
ation of the hon. gentleman during that ses- 
sion that he would advise the governor to 
cancel the commissions of one or two mem- 
bers of the council and have the case tried 
out in the courts. Sir, he has never attempt. 
ed to carry out that declaration, nor do I 
think he intends to do so. Now, Mr. Speak- 
er, as the hon, gentlemon has dwelt upon 
the unfair manner in which I have made my 
criticism, of the finanees under his govera- 
ment, I would say that be finds no fault with 
the way in which I dealt with the finances 
under the old government. I desire to take 
out of my calculation the exceptional expen- 
ditares of which he complains. The bon. 
gentleman accepts, I believe, my statement 
that the average annual income under the 
old government, from 1877 to 1882, was 

$570,000; that the average annual expendi 
ture was $610,000; that the deficit was on 

an average $40,000 annually, He does not 
find fault that I dealt in that way with the 
old government in my estimate, But, Mr. 

Speaker, included in that was a good deal of 
exceptional expenditure as well as in his 
own. Now I propose to take from both 
statements the exceptional expenditure un- 
der the old administration, for the period 
over which I bave gone The exceptional 

expenditure was $393.000, including the 

Normal School. $53.000; the St. John fire 

relief fund, $25,000; redemption of dehen- 

tures, $69,600; school houses, 31.875; 

consolidation of the statutes, $18 000; R d- 

ney street wharf. St. John, 4 000; lunatic 
asylum, $53,873; exhibition buildings in 

Fredericton and St. Joho, $21,335; vice 
regal reception, $16 339; school loxns, $19, 
42%; free grants, §55.042; importation of 

stock. $10,000; expenses of Eoglish delegates, 

$4,423; special committees, #3 000; short 
session, 1877, $7,240; making in all, $393. 

000, an average of $65,000 per year. Ex- 
ceptional expenditures under the present 
government, which I need not again go over, 
you all know them, $170 000; average per 
year, $35, 000. Now we will take out these 
exceptional expenditures from both accounts, 
far both periode, and what do you find? 
That, if you take $65,000, the annual” ex- 

ceptional penditare, from $310.000. the 
average total expenditure under the old gov: 

ernment, you will get £535000 as the pet 
ordinary expenditure, and as, according to 

the attorney general himself, the average an- 

pual receipts were $570,000, there was, un- 

der the Fraser administration, an average 
annual surplus on ordinary current account 
of $35 000 Applying the same test to the 
nogounts of this administration what do we 
find ? the following result: — 
Average annual expenditure, 
Less average annual exceptional 

expenditures, 

$674,000 

35,000 

Average ordinary expenditure, 639.000 

Average actusl reveoue, 630,000 

Average annual deficit under Mr. Blair, 9,000 

As to the mistake to which the hon. pro- 
vincial secretary referred yesterday, I would 
say that according to the figures which I gave 
him the anoual deficit was a little over $46 

000 per vear, whereas I only stated it to be 
$44,000. The mi-take occured io this way. 
In calculating tbe unpaid interest on the 
bonded debt of this province on Dec. 3lst, 

1888, and although I had originally deducted 

this amount—in my calculations—yet inad 
vertently I bad included it in the statement 
which I gave to the house, as will be seen by 
the faot that the deficit of which I spoke was 
not $44 000 but $46,000 by the calenlacion. 
This I did not intend, and certainly did not 

state, Ic 18 not a very large mistake when 
you take the amounts of the figures with 
which I dealt. Now, sir, the hon. attorney 
general referred to the extra interest paid by 
the present government as against the amount 
paid by the old government, Io round num- 
bers the interest paid for the period 1877 18 
82 was anousally, $34.000; for the present 
government, 1834 1888, $79,384; extra in- 

terest annually paid by the present adminis- 
tration, $45 384. 

Average revenue for old administra- 
tion 

Average Tevenue for present adminis- 
tration, 

$570,000 

630,000 
EE ——— 

Extra revenue, $ 60,000 

Now, Mr. epeaker, I bave made the state- 
ment that the unpaid interest on the bonded 
debt of this province was on Dec. 31st, 1888, 
about, or very nearly $23 000. 1 repeat the 
statement. invite the attention of the 
houee to this matter, Go back to the year 
1885, and if you do, you will find that the 
interest paid in that year was $71,850. Turn 

to the public accounts for the year 1886 and 
see how much was the interest dne in 1885 
and previous years, but not paid till 1886, 
and you will see that $45.000 due in 1884 was 
paid in 1886; that $13,995 due in 1885 was 
paid in 1886. Go next to the accoun's of 
1887, and you find that there was $30,000 
due in 1884, but paid in 1887; that there was 

L 

and if you turn to the accounts of 1838 you 
will not find any interest due in 1885 or any 
previous year that was paid in 1888. There- 
fore, I say, that these various accounts, the 
amount paid in 1885, together with other 
accounts paid in 1886 and 1887, but due ic 
1885, and previons years, in all $85,895, 
was the actaal interest due at the 
end of 1885, or which should bave been 
paid to make wus equare, Of that 
amount $71,850 only was paid, leaving 
a balance of $14,045 due Dee, 31-8, 1885. 
Now, had the dent not been increased during 
1886; had it remained at the same figure as 
in 1885 the interest would have been $84,- 
180, as will be ssen by turning to the public 
accounts of 1885, at the end of the debenture 
debt account. But the debt was increased 
during 1886, and sir I have taken this 
amount of bonds daring 1886 and caloulat- 
ed the interest onthem from the date of 
the iesue till the close of that year, 
aod I find that the interest on the debt 
added during 1886 would amount to 
$8 232, and these sums added together, 
toe interest unpaid during 1885, the interest 
on the debt of 1885 for 1886, and the interest 
on the debt added during 1886; these sums 
all make $101,457, the smount of interest 
which ought to have been paid during 1886 
to equare the bill. Well, eir, only $83,815 
was paid during that year. There was, 
therefore, unpaid interest at the end of 1886, 
$17,642 Now the interest on the debt of 
1886. if it bad not been increased during 1887, 
was $91 940, The interest on the debt added 
daring 1887 was $2 030, and these amounts 
due on Dec. 31st 1886, $17,642, the interest 
on the debt of 1886 ; during 1887, $91,940; 
and the interest on the added debt of that 
year, $2.030, all amounts to $111.612. Bat 
only $92,407 wae paid during 1887; hence 
the interest due Dec. 31st, 1887 was $19,205. 
Now come down to 1888, and you will find 
by looking at the memo. at the close of the 
statement of the debenture debt ot this Pro- 
vioce for 1887 that the interest on the debt 
of that year if it had not been increased, 
would bave been $97,910 for 1888; but she 
ded: wae increased during 1888, and the in- 
terest on tbat increase 1 have calculated to be 
$1 923. That amount together with the in- 
teress on the debt of 1887, had it not been 
increased, $97 910, and the amount of inter 
es’ unpaid during 1887, and due in that and 
previous years, $19 205 in all, amounts to 
$119 038, the total am ant of interest due 
but unpaid previous and aecrning during 
1888. Of that amount $96 227 was p+id 
during lust year, leaving a balance of $22 - 
811, due but unpaid at the close of 1838 
Now, sir, the interest on the debt of 1888, )f 
not increased in the present year, will be 
$102,49), as will be seen by an examinatjon 
of the public accounts of this year on page 
196, and estimating the in-erest cn the debt 
added during the year at $2 000, and addiog 
to the sum the unpaid iotarest of last year 
we get $127 301, an the in 'erest which ought 
to be paid durinz 1889 $100,000 is all that 
has been provide !, aod as it 18 probable that 
that amount will not be paid bv two or three 
thousand dollars, I estimate thas there will 
be about $30,000 of interest on the bonded 
debt due but unpaid «t the end of the present 
year, and | would ask the Piovincial secre- 
tary, | would ask the the attorney general, I 
would ark any member of the government, or 
any ot 1te friends in thie bouse to exp'ain 
how it is that on Dec 31st, 1883, there was 
only 9 890 of interes: due on the honded 
debt, whereas there was nearly $23 000 due 
at the clecee of 1888; and as to statements 
tht the revenue ot 1334 was only $625 000 
aud not $650,000, as written down in the put - 
lic account. I defy contradiction, and in 
confirmation of what I stated in that regard, 
[ will read from the debate of 1885, a speeab 
of one of the m1st distinguished men in this 
house, the epeech of a gentleman who, 8s a 
scholar, as a speaker, and as a statesman || 
easily distances any gentleman in the cabinet, 
with but one exception. 1 refer to the hon 
member from the city and county of St. Jobn, 
Dr. Stockton, whose worth has not been re- 
cogmzed by thie cabinet, and whose ability 
emivently fi 8 him for any p s:tion in the gift 
of the Province. What does the hon. genile- 
man eay regarding the financial statement of 
1884. He eays on page 25 [debates 1885]: 
*The nominal revenue for the year 1884 wus 
$625,895 97 ; the expenditure $638,194 91 
Well sir, in addition to that expenditure, 
take the expenditure during 1884 oo the 
Fredericton bridge, $36.545, and you have 
a total expenditure ot $674,545.” 1 think 
this will show that I was not very far wrong 
when [ stated that our expenditure wae §49,- 
500 for on this estimate, which I know the 
Provincial secretsry will not dispute, the 
over-expenditure is $48,774. Nex: take the 
accounts of 1885, and I would ask the Pro 
vineial secretary if the cost of the teachers’ 
salaries for the school term beginning with 
July lst, 1885, and ending Dee. 31, 1885. 
was paid out of the revenue of 1885? I io- 
vite the attorney general to conrider that 
question, and reply to it. I invite the care 
tul consideration of the house to it. I would 
ask if itis not just to count the cost to the 
country for that term for the teachers ot this 
Province in trying to reach a just knowledge 
and a proper estimate of our financial stand- 
ing. I eay that the accounts are cooked up, 
and are entirely misleading. I a1 not aware 
that the bon. geutleman who replied to me 
ventured to ariticise my estimate of the over- 
expenditures of 1836, 1887 and 1883 1 
sought to reach a truthful statement of the 
fioancial position of this Province, and with 
exception of sums of money expended last 
year or in previous years and carried into the 
ext, I believe I have probed our financial 
position to the bottom. T shall not follow 
the attorney general into a discussion of minor 

details and by which he hoped to divert the 
attention of the house, except to say that 
even on bis own showing there is a large io- 

$75,000 due 1885, but not paid till 1887, crease of the public printing of thie Province, 

I come now, sir, to deal with the hon. 
gentleman's] remarks regarding my action on 
railway resolutions brought up by the govern- 
ment, during last session. He began by 
dealing with the amendment moved by the 
hon. member for Westmorland. If hon. 
members will refer to the journals of last ses- 
sion they will find that the hon. gentleman 
stated then as he states now that that amend- 
ment committed the house and the govern- 
ment to the building of lines of railway in 
every county in the Province. He therefore 
objected to the amendment as out of order, 
and unconstitutional. Well, if the speaker 
had sustained his contention 1 certainly would 
not have had the opportunity of voting on 
the amendment, and to put it in hie own 
words, would not have committed political 
suicide, but hie honor ruled that the amend- 

ment was only an expression of opinion that 
any aid given to the lines mentioned in-the 
resolution should be postponed till aid 
should be given to other lines andwould 
not commit the house or the government 
if passed toa general subsidy act. That 
gir, was my view then, that ie my view now; 
moreover, the hon. gentleman knows what 
my sentinente were on tho question of the 
snbvension of railways io this Province. He 
knows that [ urged upon every member of 
the government, with but one exception ; he 
knows that I urged upon this house the policy 
of subsidizing such lines of railway as have 
already received the Dominion saubeidy. He 
knows perectiy well that I stated bere in 
this house that when Nova Sootis, British 
Colambia, P. E. Island, Manitoba, Ontario 

and Quebec combined to give halt eneugh to 
the construction of any local line of railway 
in New Branswick, that it was a sound policy 
for the Province to contribute the other balf 
to its own development. He knows that I 
stated then, and I repeat it mow, that the 
policy of the government as embodied in the 
railway resolutions submitted to this house 
during the last session, Jeprived the Province 
of participating in the benefits of railway 
subsidies. granted by the Dominion govera- 
ment to local railways, situated in this Pro- 
vince. Sir, these were my sentiments then ; 
these are my sentiments now. But rir wha 
is the position of the bon. gentleman? It ie 
a well known fact that the subsidies voted for 
railways in King's, and Ss. John was not the 
heart of the hon. gentlemen's policy. His 
ohief object was to get a subsidy for a rail 
way between Fredericton and Woodstock. 
It is true that railway wae contained in the 
subsidy act of 1882, but the bon. gentleman 
koows that the act of 1832 only subsidize 
unconditionally, 250 miles ot railway, a1 d that 

no proposition from any compaoy could be en- 
tertained for any line or railway not contain- 
ed in the 250 miles mentioned, unless by the 
assent of the assembly of thie Province, 
Therefore the passing of the railway resolu- 
tions bas all the force of granting a subsidy 
to a third line of railway between Fredericton 
and Woodstock. The policy of tbe hon. 
gentleman was to eubeidiz- a line of railway, 

to plunge the Province $200,000 furtber in 
debt ; to aid the cooetrgction of a third lide 
of railway between Fredericton and Wood- 
stock, between two other par-llel lines, not 
averaging 25 miles apart, and in which the 
Province bas invested §1.600 000 of money 
or land. His policy wae to force through 
this house a measure for the construction of a 

railway entirely superflaous; to leseen the 
volae of railways already existing, and in 
which the Province has so largely invested. 

My policy was for the lrcal government and 
the federal government to work together in 

the construction of our railwayeand in the 

developments of our Province I am willing 
for the electorate of this Province to say which 
was, which is, the most statesmanlike p liov. 
And now, sir, before | resume my seas, [ 

desire to express my obligations to the hou. 
member for the County of Northumberland 
Mr. Burebil'] for baving the courage and 

che manliness to express bis disapprobation 
[io which 1 »ra sure be voiced the sentiment 
of this house] of the manner and method of 

the unjust atiack, made by the attorney gene 

ral, and I desire rurther to say that the good 

sense, the firmness, the moderation snd fair- 

nees with which the hoo, gentleman has re- 

‘presented the fine county from which he comes 

will commend him to the electorate of thas 

constituency. To the hon. member for the 

County of Kent, a gantleman whose rectitude 
of character, whose talents and whoee learn- 

ing so well fit bim for the duties of a repre- 

sentative, and enable him, with s» much 

credit to himself, and so much edvanta.e to 

his county, to perform the duties which bere 

fall to his lot, my thanke are due for his de- 

fence of myself againec the ridicule of the 

hon. member for the County of Kiog's. Sir, 

the position in which I stood at the time, 

baving been lashed by the hon. attorney 

geoeral to the extremity of his bility, unable 
either to reply to him or tbe hen rable mem- 

ber, I do submit it was amount of very graat 

tyranny, and whether I have written, 
as intimated by the atttorney general, 
anononymous letters to the public press 

deuuneciastory of the government, 1 sball 

neither affirm nor deny, but will remind the 

hon. gentleman that although he regards 

such an act as a nefarious crime, a distio- 
guished writer upon the B itish coostitation 
has said, **he who criticises the actions of a 

government does a service to the state,” and, 

sir, it I bave been guilty of eo unparallelled 

a crime, | bave had for an example a most il- 

lostrious etatesman, 8 gentleman, than 

whom a more powerful writer, a more elo- 

quent orator, a more patriotic Statesman 

never was given to parliamentary life in any 

Provinte in Canada; a gentleman whose 

pame aod fame will be eterniz:d in bronze 

acd marble, by his grateful countrymen, 

long after the name and fame of the attorney 

general of this Province is covered with 

the dust and ashes of forgetfulness or re- 

membered only with execration—I refer to 

the Hon, Joseph Howe. 


