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Prologue

In 1867 Nova Scotis ceased to be a separate colony under
the Pritish Crown, and became one of the four provinces forming
the Dominion of Canada., Confederation was the issue which divided
Kova Secotians from 1864 to 1672, and which led te & new alignment
of parties. |

The people of Hova Scotia had never elected an Assembly
on the platform of Union or Hon~Union. On September 18, 1867,
they were able to express thelr opinions at the polls. The Con-
federates or "Canada" party advocated Confederation because they
claimed that "Union is strength"™ and because Nova Scotians would
benefit by belonging to a strong nation such as the Dominion of
Canada., The Anti-Confederates or "Nova Scotla" party urged the
people to elect their candidates as a protest againat Union., They
felt that Hova Scotla was belng uﬁad as & pawn by the Canadian
politiclans, and that her independence and interests were beling
sacrificed,

The Anti-Confederates won an overwhelming mes jority in
the elections -~ ocut of the ninsteen members sent to the Dominlon
Parliament only one was & Unionist, and out of the thirty-eight
members elected to the local Assembly only two were committed to
the cause of Confederation.

The Antl-Confederate Government of Nova Scotia devoted
most of 1ts energies from 1867 to 1871 to attempts to obtailn Repeal,



Some Hova Scotians, ineluding Joseph Howe, obJected less
to Confederatlon than to the way in which 1t was effected, without
consulting the wishes of the people. They alsc objected to ape~
cific details, particularly in regard to the financial arrangement,

Joseph Howe, and many other Antl-Confederates, became
convinced that Repeal could never be secured, and accepted "Better
Terma" from the Dominion of Canada., Although Nova Scotia accepted
new finsncial terms, the bltter iIndignation against Confederation
subsided very slowly.

In the Provincial election of 1871 the iassues of 1867
8till exerted a powerful influence on the general public. The
Anti-Confederates won again in spite of & larger and stronger
opposition,

The Anti-Confederates who had been elected to the Dominion
Parliament in 1867 had worked for Repeal and had held sloof from
both partiai. Oredually these men Jjoined the Gavarnmgnt and worked
for "Better Terms" or transferred their hatred from Confederation to
Sir John A. Macdonald and his party., By 1874 the Anti-Confederates
had coalesced with ths two federal parties.

In the local election of 1874 it was clear that iho
federal parties were exerting a powerful influence on Nova Scotian
politics, The Nova Scotlian Reformers gsve thelr unquelified support
to the Mackenzle ministry st Ottawa while the Cpposition in Nova

fleotlia adopted wholesale the policles of the Liberal-Conservatives.



CHAPTER I

SECTION X

The Federal and Provincial Elections of 1878.
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In 1878 both the Federal and Provinelial elections were
held on the same day - September 17th, 1878. In both Instances
the loeal groups had identified themselves wlth the respective
Federal parties, The Relormera were in power in the Pederal
rParliament under the leadership of Alexander Mackensle, and in
the Nova Seotian Assembly with the Hon, P, C, Hill as Provincial
secretary. The Reform party of Hova Scotia and the Reform press -
THE CHRONICLE, THE ACADIAN RECORDER, and the NOVA SCOTIAN - worked
for the re-slectlion of Mr. Mackenzle and ¥r, Hill., The provineial
Conservative party, alded by THE HERALD and THE REPORTER, fought
for the defeat of both governments.

It wag difficult to wage two political campalgns at once.
Both parties concentrated on the isaues of the Federal election.
Each party tended to lgnore the local contest, considering that
the Provineial election would follow the lead of the Dominion one.

The chief issue of the Federal election was the severe
Depression from which Canade had suffered since 1873, The election

battle~ery of each party, "Protection" or "Free Trade™ was merely

the weapon that the perty offered to grepple with the Depression
and to restere prosperity. -

Host of the revenue of Cansda was derived from a small
duty on imports - "a tariff for revenue." During the Depreasion
trade fell off and the federal revenue sccordingly declined. An
increase was necessary to fill the Treasury. 8ir Richard Carte
wright had raised the tariff two and one-half per cent. to seven~-

teen and one~half per cent., The Reform government were determined

l. MORNING HERALD, September 14, 1878,
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to raise the tariff a further twe and one-halfl per cent. Its
Maritine members protested against a further increase on goods
they consumed bul dld nct produce., The iHackenzle government
scquiesced 1n their protest. Then the Conservative party began

to advocate their "Natlonal Poliey" - & teriff which would pro-

tect Canadlian industries from foreign competition, increase the
revenue, and create prosperity.

"The issue belween the contending parties is that
of Pree Trade or Protection., Put in a few words, it
is vhother Canaclan legisiation shall be directed to
the development of Canadian industries, agriculture,
and commerce, or not, whether we will legislate to em~
ploy the lsbor of our own people, and retain the pro-
duet of that lasbor to be spent among ourselves or em-
ploy the labor of other nations, and_send our wealth
to be expended in these countries,” 1

Doth partles advanced genersl arguments sbout Pro-
tection, and 1In addition they indulged in detailed debates
over the speciflic dutiss on flour, sugar, coal, and salt.
Conservatives and Reformers alike recognized the lwportance of
the people's cholee belween Free Trade and Protection:

"Ere a month hae pessed away, the most momentous

Bave Sranapired and the Fell results besoms Known.®

The bold spesches of the Conservatives, clalming that
Protection would cause Prosperity, caught the Iimagination of
the peopls, who wanted to feel that Lhe Government was doing

something to relieve the Depression,

1. ¥ORNING HEERALD, September 14, 1878,
€., ACADIAN RECORDER, August 26, 1878,

Most of the arguments used in this election had been
rehsarsed in the by-election of the previous January, when
under the Independence of Parlisment Act (31 Vie Cap XXV)
lir, W, Vail and ¥r, A. G. Jones had been compelled to seek
re-glection in their constituencles,
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The Opposition Poliey promised a Re-adjustment of the

Tariff to meke the duties fall more equitably, and to revive
the West Indla Trade, to remove the present barriers to the 60»
velopment of the ¥ining Industries, to encourage Home Industries
with Home Harkets for Home Produce, to promote Shipping interests,
and to protect the rights ér Fishermen. They wanied economy in
dnparﬁmaﬁtnl administration and the management of the Intere
colonial Rallway as a Netionsal work in the interests of Inter-
Provineial trade and so to constitute Halifax the great grain
and winter port of the Dominian.l
The Reformers opposed the principle of Protection
although some, like Laurier, admitted that a smell amount of
protection was necessary to foster the industries of a new
eﬂuntrﬁ. 8ir Richard Cartwright, the Finance iinlister, had
stated that he aau}d do nothing more to rellieve Hard Times,
He and Premier Hackenszie admitted that Protection could glve
temporary prosperity, but that this prosperity could not last,
Indeed, Cartwright blamed the American depression on over-
production encouraged by extreme protection. The Pinance Min~
ister objected to any alteration of the fiscal polliecy which was |
based on the principle of "tariff for revenue."
The Reform press boldly proclaimed that Protection
was nol adapted to a xnfitimx eountry because the pecple thrived
by ships and commerce, and that it would therefore be sulcidal

for the ¥aritimes to support Protection,

1, HERALD, September 11, 1878,



The ACADIAN RECORDER expressed 1ts views as follows:

Wihat Protection Cannot Do

"l. It cannot make us e manufacturing country.
feceuse Ontarlc and GQuebec are far ahesd of us, and

wages are too high In Nova Seotia to make 1t profitable.

2, It cannot lessen the price of & single article .

we use, The object of Frotection 1s to make articles
high by shutiing out competltion.

3, It cannct extend our trade. The dealgn of
?rctuctign is to shut down trade and buy everything
at home. g :

The KOVA SCOTIAN argued that Protection could raise

the prlce of flour, cotton, woolens, boots, sugar, molasses,

and everything that goes into dally household consumption; 1t
could close foreign markets and destroy the trade with England,
the West Indies, and the United States; it could nearly destroy
the great fishing industries by werely increasing the price of

salt; and that the "Tories™, 1f slected, intended to place a

4.

duty of fifty cents & barrel on flour, The sole purpcse of this

“Eread Tax"™ was
"to compel the people of the Maritime Provinces to
consume Ontario flour whether it suits them or not, and
pay the Ontario producer a highgr price for 1t then he
could get without protection,
The Conservatives in the Maritimes (including Dr.
Tupper) contended that protection would not affect the price
of flour as Canada produced a surplus of flour,.
The Reformers countered this with the retort that

Canada does not produce & surplus of breadstuffs, and quoted

many statistics in support of this statement, The Haritimes

l. August 29, 1878.
2, September 14, 1878,
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had an extensive carrying trade with the United States taking
local produce auohAas fish, vegetables, and lumber to their
neighbour, and in return bringing back goods, chiefly flour,
from the States. 4An increased tax on flour would ruiln this
profitsble carrying trade.

Although both parties asdmitted that the West Indla
Trade 1in asugsr waa'languiahing, and both agreed that the remedy
lay in lowering the duty on raw sugar and increasing the duty
on refined sugar, navertheless, much time and many newspaper
" eolumns were devoted to a lengthy discussion of the Sugar
Questlion.

Previous to 1873 Cenada had possessed a flourishing
sugar refining industry., From 1873 to 1877 the refineries had
suffered from increasing competition from the United States.
This competition was encouraged by a drawback given by the
American government on the duty of all sugar exported, In the
spring of 1876 the Redpath Refinery in Nontreal had closed, with
the result that the entire Canadlan supply of white sugar came
from the United States.

Herchants and induatrialists who were interested in
the sugar trade becams convinced that if the Jduty on raw sugar
were lowered, and the duty on refined sugsr raised, the Canadian
industry would be revived. The Canadlan sugar interests began to
demand that the government srotect the sugar industry by legils~
iatian.

A1l Hova Scotis, and particularly the port of lialifax,

was interested in securing the increased importation of raw sugar
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and reviving the West Indian trade., The leaders of both parties
made similar promises about the readjustment of the sugar tariff,

Dr. Tupper, in his speech at NHorth Sydney on the vexed
sugar qguestion, assured his audience that the duty would be
lowered with the aoﬁauquant restoration of the sugar trade and
the return of yro:par&ty.l

¥r. Jones, the iinlster of Militia and the Reform
representative for Halifax in the Dominion Parliament, and also
a Halifax merchant, had long advocated a change in the suger
duties. He hed protested agalnst the action of the Americans,
and in 1873 had esked the Kacdonald government for government
aid to the sugar industry. A4 contributing factor to ¥r. Jones' ‘
election in the by~election of 1878 had been his promise to have
the sugar duty lowered.

The discussion of the sugar teriff was compllicated by
the fact that the Liberal Conservatives, who were now in favour
of lowering the suguar duly, had refused tec change the tariff in
1873; and in 1874 hed prevented the Mackensle government from
altering the duty. Accordingly, the Reformers blamed the "Tories"
for the depression of the sugar industry, while the Conservatives
retorted that lir. Jonss had been in the Casbinet for nine months
and that he had falled to fulflll his eleetion promise to assist

the sugar &rado.ﬁ

The question of a coal duty was eagerly debated because

it seemed to promlise prosperity. The coal industry was of vital

b A EERALD, July QQ, 1878,
2. MORNING CHRONICLE, January 11, 1878.



importance to Nova Scotia., PFive thousand men were employed in
the coal mines, thirty thousand were dependent on the mines,
and twelve million dollars caplital had been invested in them.
Koreover, the royalty of ten cents per ton contributed fifty
to eighty thousand dollars & year to the provincial treasury.
Kova Scotlans were led to belleve thet the adoption of the
Kational Policy would revive the coal industry, which was suf-
fering from a severe depression,

While the sales of Nova Scotlan coal had declined
from 881,106 tons in 1873 to 634,204 tons in 1876, the amount
of coal imported, free of duty, from the United States to

Guebec and Yntario was increasing. The Nova Scotian mine owners

naturally coveted this trade, and they insisted that a small

7.

duty would secure the Quebec and Ontario market for lova Scotien

coal.

The MORNING HERALD pointed out that a duty of fifty
cents per ton on coal would either give Nova Scotia the sale
.or & possible million tons of coal, or wouléd provide a half a
million for the Dominion revenue,

Dr. Tupper, acting as spokesman for the Conservative
party, promised that a duty of fifty cents per ton would be
placed on coal, and that this tax would restore the prosperity
of ﬁapa Breton. He c¢laimed that Mackenzle and the Reformers
had fostered the petroleum industry of Ontario by & duty of two
hundred per cent., and he demanded to inow why the Reformers or
the people of Ontario should object to a tax on coal for the
benefit of Nova Scotia. 2

1. HERALD, July 27, 1878
2. HBRALD, July 29, 1878.



The Reformers insiasted that the duty on coal proposed
by the "Tories®™ was tco swall to be of any value. lir. Jones
stated thet the tax must be at least a dollar and a half a ton,
In eny event, he d4id not belleve that Nova Scotia should ask the
rest of Csnada to pay & dubty on coal for bher benefit alone.

The Reform press repentedly explained the evils of
Protectlion to the electors. The fishermsn were warned that the
Conservatives planned to tax salt and so provide protection for
the salt mines in Kincardins, Although eix million dollars' worth
of Cish were exported each year from Nova Scotia, the {ishermen
obtained little enough profit from their labour, If salt were
taxed they would be utterly ruined.

"And for what end, we ask, is this most unjust,

oppregssive, and iniguitous burden to be imposed upon
the ahruggiing fishermen of Nova Scotlat Simply to
build up an artificial industry in Ontario, and make
make two or three men who have money invested rich." i

In a column called Housekeeping Under the Natlonal

Poliey the exponents of free trade gave specific examples of
how preotection would inerease the cost of living so that a
young wmarrisd mah earning fifteen hundred dollars a year would
live no better than if he ea2rned nine hundred dollars now. For
example, |

"Suppose he 18 renting a house of eight or ten rooms
for about L300 per annum. The first bless! he must be
prepared to face 1s a ralse in his rent, Under a To
regime houses wlll be bullt with dearer lumber or protected
brick; or protected nails or screws; each protected nail
will be driven by a protected hamwer or driver; protected
saws and plains wielded by unprotected hands will do the
fitting ..., until the tenant will be exitremely fortunate if
he gets houased for @G&O tead of | «es His boots will
be made dearer by 58%..."

l. ACADIAN RECORDER, August €, 1878,

8.

2., RECORDER, September 11, 1878, reprinted from the TORONTO GLOEBE,
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Personal recriminations, veiled contempt, and ridicule
towards opponents were certainly not lacking in this campaign.
S8ir John A, Macdonald and Dr, Charles Tupper were singled out
for attack among the Conservatives, but Hesars. Richey and Daly
were sneered at because they dared oppose such able and exper-
ienced men as Mr, Jones and ¥r. Power, Fremier Wackenzle, ir.
Cartwright, and Blr. Jones were blamed for the sins of the Reform
government,

The Feform press persisted in referring to the Canadian
Pacific Seandal and to the corruption of the "Tory" party. The
ACADIAN RECORDER reprinted the incriminating documents, including
the telegrams signed by Cartier and Macdonald, under the caption
"National Poliey", leaving its readers to infer that 2 man who
sold charters for public works was no person to lead a government.

Dr. Tupper, who had not been personally involved in the
Pacific Scandal, defended Sir John, and insisted that his chief
. was not guilty of eorruption,

The CHRONICLE urged the support of the Reform cendidates,
Jones and Power, because of thelr record. They had been true to
Reform prinelples; they had supported a government which intro-
duced vote by ballot, the trial of controverted elections by
Judges, the Supreme Court Act, the Temperance Act; and had spent
£750,000 in extending the rallway inte Halifax; and had made

Halifax Canada's winter port. 1

1. BSeptember 6, 1878,
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2.

The election for the Nova Scotlan House of Asseumbly
was overshadowed by the federal contest, Only the "Tory organ®,
THE MORNING HERALD, devoted much attention to the loeal campalgn.
The ACADIAN RECORDER accounted for this by stating that the "Torle
knew that they could not win the Dominion. election, but that they
hoped that they might compensate for this defeat by & local
victory.

The Reformers relied on the record of the provincial
government to seocure re-election. The Heform press published
the Hon, P, C. Hill;n\adﬂreas to the people without any comment.
Mr. Hi1ll reviewed the accomplishments of his government, He
agsked for a renewal of the confldence of the electors. The Re-
form government had earned its return to power in the Assembly
of Nova Secotia because it had passed so many excellent statutes,
@.g8., it had established the trial of controverted elections
before the 3uyr&$& Court instead of a parlliamentary committee;
improved the system of voting by ballot; changed the Education
Act; bullt the Hormal School at Trurc; eatablished the University
of Halifax; abolished the office of Queen's Printer by opening
printing t~ competition by tender and thereupon saving publie
money; by e movement towards economy by the amalgamation of certain
offices such as the Commissioner of Urown Lands and the Attorney-
General, and the Provincial Ireasurer and Provinciasl Secretary.
The revenue of the province had steadily declined due to the
depression and the expiration of the additlonal subsidy of
$02,698 on July 1, 1877. The most strenuous efforts to get the



11.

Dominion to continue this subsidy had falled. However, the
Pederal government did make an allowance of (68,998 as a com-
pensation for stores in lighthouses and railways taken over at
Confederation, The provinelal govermment had attempted to pro-
mote trade by the construction of railwaya. Liberal ald had been
granted towards the completion of the Western Géuntiaa Rallway
‘and the Nictaux - Atlentie Railway, and the Bastern Extension
had been put under aantraat.l

The Conservatlives concentrated on attacking the pro-
vinelal government by accusations of corruption, and by the
discussion of the railway tangle. The MORNING HERALD ren a
series of editorisls on "Eleven Years of Robbery and Ruln®,
attempting to show the sins of the government., Thias paper
beoldly stated that the Reformers had remained in offlce only
because of Anti-~Confederate feeling, corruption, and plenty of
promises. It accused the local govermnmenit of squandering three-
fifths of the provincial eredit at Ottawa on raillroads. If the
Opposition policy had been pursued, some of these schemes would
not have been pursued, others would not have cost half the money.

Further, the HERALD acocused the Reform government of
corruption in the adminlstration of crown lande, of payling
unauthorized sums of money from the Treasury to the members of
the government and their friends, of corruption in connection
with the travelling expenses of the Executive Councillors and
Road Advances and Immigration, and of paying the whole government
grant to the Western Countles Railway for half the rallroad and
for inferior work on that half. The HERALD supported each
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accusation by quotations from the Journals or the Debates of the
Assembly.

This paper alsc claimed that Premier H1ll must be held
reaponsible for any ecrrupbidn in connection with Immigration,
a3 he wee a member of the Cabinet at that time, It also stated
that in 1872 the lLocal government began to spend large sums on
a systex of immigration, amounting to {41,511.85 by 1877, by
which only twenty French families were brought from Alsace to
work in the Pletou coal mines, and twenty-five famllies of Ice~
landers were settled in Shelburne and Husquodobolt. The direct
charges from the settlement and support of these people amounted
to £74.28 per head by 1877, whereas the cost of the axtru#ﬁgunt
Imnigration system of the Dominion government was only {185.24
per head, Ilneluding all charges,

- "It is elmost needless to say that nearly the whole
of this $41,500 found its way intc the pockets of members
and supporters of the Loecel Government ,.. In faet the
tscheme' was made to admirably serve the purposes for

which 1t was designed, vis,, the fllling of Orit pockets
and the purchase of dishonest poumm&“'. B

The completion o the Pacifle Railway in fulfillment
of the pramis§ to Hritish Columbias recelived little attention from
glther party in Nova Scotia during the election campaign of 1878,
The menagement and rate schedules of the Intercolonial, the
government's difficulties with the Windsor and Annapolis Rallway
and the Western Countles Railwey were matters of far greater
importance to the people of Kova Scotla.

In 1866 the Nova Secotian government had granted a
cherter to an English ecompany to extend the Windsor line by

1. HERALD, Auguet 28, 1878,
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conatructing a railway from Windsor to Annapolis., The charter
guarenteed that the Windsor and Annapolls Rallway should receive
running rights to Halifax over the Windsor Brench, At Confed-
eration the Hova Scotia Rallway was taken over by the Dominion
of Canada as part of the Intercolonial, Not unbil 1871 eould
the Windsor and Annapolis Railway make arrangements with the
Dominion for exclusive rumning rights over the Windsor Branch
on eondition that the Windsor and Annapolis Rallway should pro-
vide a ecertain service to the publie and pay a rental of one-
third of the gross earnings of the Erench. Any fallure would
terminate the agraamant.l
The Windsor and Annapolis Rallway Company experienced
many difficulties and 1t let its govermnment rental fall into
arrears. After an investigation in 1873 by the Frovinelal and
Federal governments, Sir John A, Hacdonald's governmwent resumed
control of the Windsor Erench. The Dominion government resigned
before taking further action. The Muckenzle government allowed
the W, and A, to operate the Ersnch until Zeptember, 1877, when,
without warning, it transferred the ¥Windsor Branch to the Western
Counties Rallway immediately, on condlition that the Yarmouth -
Annspollis line should be completed before Uctober lst, 1879.-
There waa at that time & definite break in travel
between Halifax and Annapolis., A passenger buylng his ticket
on eilther aide of wiﬁdaar could only purchase it to that point,
If he wished to continue he was obliged to buy a new ticket to
his destlinatlion, have his baggage re-checiked, and change cars.

1. M. Woodworth: HISTORY OF THE DOMINION ATLANTIC RAILWAY,



Train connections were erratic. The Windsor and Annapolls
tried to meke this as diffiecult for the Western Counties Rall~
way as possible and to foster dissatisfaction among the publie
until public demand would force the government to restore the
running rights of the Windsor and Annapolis., FPreight slso was
moved only sas far as Windsor, where it had %o be transhipped to
the cars of the othor line.

7 This inconvenlence and confualion in travel and dis-
location of trade had caused & public demand that conditions be
remedied, Halifex had suffered a loss estimated at five thousand
passengers and six thousand tons of freight, because of the suc~
cessful atiempt by the Windsor and Annapolis to divert the trade
in apples, potatoes, pears, and other frults from Halifax to
Annapolls,

Each party in Nova Scotis tried to blame the other for
the tangled situallion between the Windsor and Annapolis Rallway
and the Western Countles Raillway. The CHRONICLE and the HERALD
quoted the same statlistics labelled "The Road to Ruin" - each
inferring that the cther party was responsible.

The HERALD naturally blamed the Local and the Dominion
governments for the difficulty. It declared that Premler Hackenzie
had deliberaiely caused the troudblse by handing over the Windsor
Branch to the Western Countles Railway and ignoring the clalms of
the Windsor and Amnepolls. The Conservatives accused the Local
government of exerting undue influepnce upon the Premler of Canada
to force him to transfer the Windsor Branch to thtIW¢sbura Counties
Bailway in attempt bo help the Western Countles Rallway raise funds
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to complete the railway., They stated in "The W. C. R. Swindle"
that the provineial governmzent had pald the govermment subsldy
to the Western Countlies Rallway as the Company demanded so that
the subsidy had been exhausted by 1877 before the rallway was
half finlshed.

The CHRONICLE pralsed ir, Nackenzle for the delay of
four years, and blamed 2ir John lacdonald for glving the line
te the Western Counties Eallway. It objscted to the sub ject
being made pollitieal capital when 1t wae already before the

couris,
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On September 17th, 1878, the Reform government was
defeated in both the Federsl and the Provincisl elections, The
Liberal Conservatives won a majority of sixty-eight in the
Dominion Parlisment. NHova Scotla sent fourtesn Conservatlives
tc the House of Commons and seven Reformers. In the House of
Asgsembly thirty Conservatives were elected, seven Reformers,
and one Independent.

Scome reasons for the defeat of Mr, Mackenzie were the
fact that he led & divided party and that he did not have a
strong cabinet. Wr, Mackenzie was both Premier and Minlster of
Public Works. He neglected his duties as leader of the party,
and protected the Treasury funds so well from grafters and con-
trectors that he offended many influential men. The Reformers
were weak in Quebec, They were blamed for the depression and the
defleit, while the Conservative National Policy stirred the
imagination of the publie.

The defeat of the Loocal Covernment was partly due to
the end of the Anti-Confederate feeling, and to the desire of
the people for a change, as tnalnercrmara had been in power long
snough to make enemies, but ebove ell to the coalescence of the
Federal and Provineial Parties, The Federal and the Loeal Reform
parties were ldentical in the minds of the people, It was impos-
#ible to favour the Conservative party in the Dominion Parliament

without preferring it in the local Assembly.



CHAPTER I
SECTION II

Domestic Legislation, 1878 - 1888,
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SECTION IIX
Domestic Legislation, 1878 - 1882.

The new Government will have the fullest opportunity
to carry out the numerous reforms that lts members and
their friends have, direcily or indirectly, promised the
country. Their course will be watched with interest by
& people who will not be dilsposed to listen to excuses
for failure. -~ HOVA SCOTIAK, October 26, 1878,

‘In the Nova Scotian Legislature from 1878 to 1882 the
Liberal-Conservative party had an overwhelming majority. ©Of the
thirty-eight members of the Assembly, thirty were Conservatives,
seven Reformers, and Mr, Kinney, from Yarmouth County, was an
Independent who usually supported the government, but who was
capable of opposing both partica.l The Reform Opposition ad-
mitted that they were too weak to block government measures.
They adopted the policy of stating their objections to govern~
ment bills and permitting these bills to pass without a division.
Very seldom was & division made, and the names recorded. Most
questions were discussed on a non-partisan basis.

The real opposition te the government policies came
from the Legislative Council., The Council amended or deferred
many bills passed by the Assembly, In 1878 there were only five

2

Conservatives in & Council of nineteen members. Before re-

linquishing office the Reformers had secretly filled four

vacancies in the Couneil.®

l, B8ee Appendix IX.

2, Creelmen, Parker, Praser, KcKinunon and Cutler. 300 HERALD,
December 20, 1878,

. C. M, Boudrot, Arichat, C.B.,; C. M, Francheville, Guysboro;
John Dickle, Truro; and David MeCurdy, Baddeck. 8See HERALD,
Mareh 7, 1879,
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The Conservatives appeinted Hiram Black, of Amherst,
and James Hacdonald, of Halifex, both of whom were pledged to
vote for the abolition of the Council, to the Counecil in Hovember,
1879, HNevertheless, the majority of the Council consisted of men
of Reform principles. These members could usually discover that
the important measures of the "Tory" Assembly were not wise, and
that it was the duty of the Couneil to defer such hasty leglse
lation in the intereats of the province,

The members of the new Executive Council of Nova Scotia
were appointed on October 22, 1879, The Hon. Simon Holmes (Pictou)
became Premier and Provinclal Seeretary. John 8. Thompson (Anti-
gonish), later to become Premier of Canada, was made Attorney-
General, and Samuel Creelman, the Commissloner of Public Works
and Mines, William Troop (Annspolis), Nathanlel White (Shelburne),
Charles Townshend (Cumberland), James McDonald (Kings), and Hector
MeDougall (Cape Breton), were Ministers without Portfolio. 1

The first sesslon of the twenty-seventh Parliament of
Nova Scotla was opened with due ceremony on Thursday, March 6,
1879, by Lieutenant ~ (Jovernor Archibald. The Covernor directed
the attention of the Assembly particularly to the finsnclal affairs
of the Province and to raillways.

The reply to the Speech from the Throne, moved by Adem
Bell (Pictou), wes passed unanimously, In the debate on the
Address, Kr. Gayton, the Leader of the Opposition, criticized the
Government vsery mildly for the absence of any refaranao to the
Flshery Award, and for Better Terms, and for favouritism towards
the Zastern Extension. The Opposition poliecy of supporting all

1. NOVA SCOTIAN, Oetober 26, 1878,
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government measures for increased efficliency in public services
and economy in public expenditures was endorsed by Dr. Campbell
(R, Inverness) and T. B, Smith (R, Hents),

The chief sub jects discussed were the Abolitlon of the
Legislative Couneil; the County Incorporation Aet; Finance, in-
eluding the Pishery Award and "Better Terms"; Rducation; the
Bridge Bill; and Rellways.

The measure for the Abolition of the Legislative Council

was strenuously debated. This toplec had been the subject of much
bickering in the press of both parties. Publie opinion was aroused
upon the guestion., 1In 1876 the Aasembly had been unanimously in
favour of the abolition of the Council, and the Couneil ss unan-
imous in its refusal to agree to such & resolution. When Mr,
Holmes had been in opposition he had advocated the abolition of
the Counell as a measure of economy. Yet iir, Creelman, snother
member of the government and a member of the Counecil, had voted
against the abolition of the Couneil in 1876,

The Conservative government felt that it was their duty
to abolish the Legislative Counecil. On March 8, 1879, ¥r. Creelman,
(C), introduced in the Council itself a resolution for its abolition.
Thomas Horrison, Reform leader in the Counecil, greeted the resoclution
with the remark that, "Wonders will never cease.,”

On March 1llth, the Provincial Secretary moved a resolution
for a conference between the Assembly and the Council to arrange

for the abolition of the Council. 3

1. JOURNAL OF THE HOUSE OP ASSEMBLY FOR WOVA SCOTIA, 1879, p. 17.
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Premier Holmes "believed that throughout the length and
breadth of the land there was & very general, almost universal
sentiment in favour of the sbolition of thet body." The reasons
advanced for the populsr desire for Abolition were the expense n:
supporting & Couneil when it was of no value to the country aince
the curtailment of the legislstive powers of Nova Scotlia at Con-
federation; and the fact that the Couneil had felled to check
unwise legislation passed by the Assembly, and aapnazallf had not
prevented the province from plunging into financial difficulties.
government supporters and Opposition members were unanimous about
the necessity for the Abolition of the Counecil, All felt that
its Abolition would save monsy, and that the people wanted thia-
measure., L Committes, which consisted of Premier Holmes, Hon,

My, White, and Kr. Cayton, was appolinted to confer with the Couneil
about its abollition,

seanwhile the Legislative Council had considered Hr.
Creelman's resolution, The Councillors with Conservative leanings
had supported the resolution, although they all regretted that it
was neceasary to abolish the Council. The arguments advanced were
similar to those expressed in the fssembly, but the need for
economy and the fact that the people were determined to have the
Council abolished were stressed.

The Reformers in the Councll opposed its abolition. They
insisted that the Council was very valuable because 1t made useful
amendments to bills passed by the Assembly. Also they declared the
Abolition of the Council would save only ten or twelve thousand



21,

dollaers when the province nesded a much larger sum to ward off the
expected deficlt of {315,000, Nr, Horrison proposed that ¥r,
Creelman's resolution be struck out and his own resclution that

it &8 inexpedient and unwise to sntirely abolish the upper branch
of the leglslature” be sudstlituted. This reasslution also proposed
several methods of retrenchment such as the reduction of the member-
ship of the Council end the Assesmbly, and a cut in the salarlies of
offieials, which would save at lesst thirty thousand dollars a year.
The Reform leader urged the Councillors to vote against Kr., Creel~-
man's "guleldal, disloyal, and un-Eritish resolution®.

¥r, Creelman's resolution was defeated by a vote of 13
to 6, The Conservatives, except ¥r. Fraser, supported 1t, while
the Reform members unanimously rejected 1%. -

A8 the conference between the twoe branches of the Legls~-
lature falled on March 28, 1879, Mr. Holmes introduced in the
Assembly‘“knvact to Abolish the lLeglslative Council of Nova Scotia."
The Previnecial Secretary stated that the House should pass a bill
to abolish the Couneil so that the responsibility of rejecting it
should rest upon the Council, The Assembly, without discussion,
passed the bill unanimously, but it was defeated by the Couneil,

On April 17, 1879, the Assembly adopted an Addreass to the
Queen respecting the Abolition of the Council, The petitioners
asked Her Wajesty to grant the Lisutenant - Governor the power to
appoint nine additional Counecillors who would be willing to support

a measure for the abolition of the Couneil, 3

1. Por the resclution: Plarker (C), Cameron (C), Hacdonald (C),
Blaek (C), MecKinnon (C), Creelmen (C) =
Against: Oakes (R), ¥oCurdy (R), Butler (R), C. Dickie (R),
J. B. Dieckie (R), Baker (R), Cochran (R), Morrison (R), Tupper (R)
Fraser (C), Francheville (R), Boudrot (R), the President (R) - 13

2. JOURBAL OF WOVA SCOTIA ASSEMBLY, 1879, P, 108 - 110,
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In 1880 the government anncunced that Her lajesty had
not sancticned the proposal to inerease the number of Councillors
to obtailn a majority favourable to Abolition.

During the session of 1881 tnoehor attempt was made to
abolish the Upper House. On April 12, 1881, Charles Townshend (C),
ef cnmborland, moved a resclution authorizing the Government to
correspond with the other Maritime Provinces to arrange taking
concerted action for the abolition of their respective Legislative
Counclls.>

The underlying motive for this renewed attempt was
exasperation because the Council had defeated two govermment
measures and two or three others in which the government was
interested. Kr. Townshend said,

"It was a most unprecedented state of things when the
members of the House find themselves in the humiliating
position of being unable to carry out the well-understood
wishes of the people they represented. Why should ten or
eleven men in an irresponsible body be sble to thwart the
action of the representatives of the peoplet”

A1l the arguments advanced during previous debates were

repesated, MNr, Townshend's resolution was passed by a vote of 26
to 3. Three Reformers, Mr, MeCurdy, Mr. LeBlane, and Nr, T. B.
Smith, voted sgalnst it, |

In the session of 1882 the question of the Abolition of
the Council was revived in the Counecil itselfl., lir. Butler, a
Reformer, changed his mind, and introduced a bill to abolish the
Council. After a very short debate the bill was defeated on its
second reading by a vote of 12 to ®., Butler wes the only Reformer
in favour of Abolition., It is interesting to note that MeKinnon -
a Conservative supporter - also changed his mind and refused to

vote for the sbolition because it was not a government measure.

- AN AU A S 2 JAdEE BRI R S AN el & o oA el i e b i B st i -~ e
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The County Incorporation Act of 1879 was very important
as 1t altered the method of county govermnment and it provided the
basis of the present organization of municipal government in Nova
Seotia,

Until the County Incorporation Act came Iinto foree in
the autumn of 1879 the countles had been governed by the Sssaians.l

The Provincial Secretary thought that "the people should
have it in their own hands to say when they should be taxed and
how much," He explained that the main feature of the bill was
that every county would be incorporated. The exlsting electoral
machinery would be utilized because each polling district would
elect one county councillor. The County Council would manage thcl
local affairs now administered by the Sessions, and in sddition
the Couneill would have the management of the road and bridge service.

The County Incorporation Bill was adopted by a vote of
28 to 7. The Conservative Party, supported by ¥r. Kinney, voted for
the bill, while the Reformers voted solidly against it. This was
the only time in the session of 1879 that all the Reformers opposed
& government measurs.

The Conservatives were in favour of County Incorporation
because they all agreed that the present vicious system needed tc be
abolished, and that the people should be governed by elective hadiqa'
responsible to them. Also, they believed that 1t would be simple,

l. The Sessions were composed of the Justices of the Pesce sssisted
by & Grand Jury. The Justices of the Peace were 1In theory
appointed by the Crown, but in reality by the Provincial govern-
ment who from time to time made additional appointments in order
to bring the government of the counties into accord with the
views of the government., The (rand Jury was selected by ballot
from a list of the ratepayers.
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inexpensive, and would provide a better system of county government;

and that each county would receive a fair share of the road and

bridge grant. Attorney-General Thompson stated that,

"1t is the duty of the Legislature ... to let the counties
provide for thelr local services and at the same time sweep
away the corruption inecident be”th present system of expending
road and bridge service moneys.

The Reformers condemned the bill because it would bring
direct taxation, or increase taxation, or because incorporated bodles
got into debt too essily. T. B. Smith (R, Hants) thought that the
measure would throw the burden of the cost of roads and bridges upon
the people. Mr. Cayton, ths Opposlition leader, wanted to consult
hiz constituents before voting. All the Reformers voted te defer
the bill.

The difficult guestlon of Flnance presented many problems
to the iolmes ~ Thompson govermment, although it nevser reachsd such
megnitude as durlag ¥. S. Flelding's rule. Many members of the Cone-
servative party had been elected on a reform platform of economy
‘and retrenchment, and had persistently condemned the extravagances
of ¥r. Hill's government., The Holmes ~ Thompson government was
faced with the situation thet the provincial rovonn§ was utterly
insdequate, and that the debt credit at Ottawa had been almost ax?
hausted by railway subsidies, and that there was & large deficit.
The government began financial reforms and practliced many éuonamioa,
and at the same time tried to obtain more money from the federal
government of 8Sir John A, Macdonald,

1, Hitherto the provincial government had voted a grant for roads
and bridges. The grant for each county had been drawn from the
Treasury by the county representatives In the Assembly and ex~
pended under their direction on roads and bridges. Corruption

had often resulted, to ths detriment of the roads and bridges.
How the municipalities would administer this grant,
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In 1879 the government introduced a bill for "Punding the
Public Debt.™ This measure passed 1ts first and second reading and
the Committee of the Whole House with no dlscussion, On its third
reading Mr. Gayton proteated against 51ving the government such a
large sum of money without knowing what appropriations were intended,

Provineial Secretary Holmes explained that the governuent
was forced to borrow the money because there was a large deficit
(£285,000), and alsc hesvy liabilities for railway construction.
The Province had been borrowing money from the banks at 6% or 7%,
and now proposed to fund the debts at 5 interest. ur. Holmes
thought that Yif the House had confldence in the integrity of the
Government it made very little difference whether one hundred
thousand or one wmillion dollars were named in the bill."

The blll was passed without division and sent to the
Council after Dr, Campbell (E, Inverness) had demanded that & portion
of the money be spent on railways in Caps Ereton.

The Reform Press then aroused considersble cutery ageinst
the "§£800,000 Loan.,"™ The Counecil refused to agree to the govern-
ment's Lill for funding the publie debt,

Premier ﬁalmna was foroed to ask the Assembly for the
power to borrow 2 sum not sxceeding {800,000 without making any
arrangements for funding the debt., He expressed his annoyance at
the Couneil for defeating the funding act. Although the Reformers
were inelined to bslieve that the sum was too large, several
opposition members joined the Conservatives in voting for the Loan
because the government had to have the money, and because they re-
sented the action of the Council in interfering with & money bill,
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In 1879 the government also started to obtain some ine
creased revenue from the federal government. The Assembly unani-
moﬁkly peased an Address to the Governor-Ueneral of Canada on the
Finencial condition of the Province, asking for & share of the
Flashery Award., No differences of opinlon existed between the
Jovermment and the Uppositlon sbout Hove Scotia's right te share
in the eward. 3

In the session of 1880 there wss wmuch discontent exprease
over the failure of the Dominion government to reply to the Address
This discontent was directed towards the Federal government, not
the Provinelal,

Huch time was ocecupled by a debate on obtaining a share
of the Flshery Award and also an increased subsldy from the Dominilo
The diascuzslion wss conducted cn a non~party basis, 3Some Reformers
eriticized the govermment {or not sxerting more pressure on the
Pederal govermment, and hintaé at Repeal iIf the Dominion falled to
give the money to Nova Scotim. Doth parties agreed that Nova Sgoti
must have a larger subsidy, A Joint Address was passed by the
Council and the Assembly on the financial condition of the province
and its claim Lo & share in the Fishery Award. ’

On Mareh 25th, 1881, T. B, Swmith, the Reform member for
Hants, moved & resolution for an Address to be sent tc the Queen
praying her to meke the Dominion Covernment hand over to Hova Scotis
her rightful shere of the Flshery Award.

Although Mr. Smith wished the gquestion to be considered or
& non-party basis 1t soon became apparent that party alleglance

1. ¥.8, JOUREAL, 1879, P 102 - 105; also App. No. 11
2. N.8, Jﬁﬂ'ﬂmﬁ, 18%, Fﬁgﬁ 4,
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influenced the opinions of the members., Eoth parties were unani-
mous in thelr belisf that Hova Scotlla was entitled to a share of
the Award, However, the Conservatives were inclined to think that
Smith's resclution censured the government for not taking more
definite sction on the subjsct. They agreed with Attorney-General
Thompson that it would be useless to apreal to Great Eritain vhnn'
2 similar petition Cfrom Frince Edward Island had been refused,
Pugh's amendment disspproving of the proposed Address and request-
ing that the government continue to press the provinecial claims on
the Dominion wes passed by a vote of 24 to 5. WMr, Smith's reso-
lution was defeuted by a party vote,

The question of government aid to colleges was revived
in 1881, This subject had caused wuch eontroversy in the Assembly
and the Provinece at large since the founding of King's College in
1789, The Eduecatlon Act of 1876 had intended to end the denomi-
national colleges by the formation of & central ccllege, the
Univerelity of Halifax., The grants to the denominational colleges
would expire in 1881 unless they were rensewed by the Lagialacure.l

In introdueing the College Bill Premier Holmes stated
that the lLepglslature wust decide whether the policy of government
aid to the colleges should be continued, and how 1t should be granted.

"He thought it was the duty of the Leglslature to aid

higher education as woll as 1t was its dubty to ald common
sohool educution.™

1. 7The grants to the denominational colleges had been increased
in 1896 on condition that they would expire at the end of
five ysars, It had been expected that the University of
Halifax would become & permenent teaching university supported
by the people of the province while also granting degrees t@
candidates from the denominational college.
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The government had decided to help hlgher education by
returning te the system adopted iIn 1864 - by giving {1,400 to each
gollege., This would reduce the present grant by §6,800 a year.
The University of Halifax was to be abolished. Although the Pro-
vinelal Secretary preferred to have one university supported b& all
the people and all the denominations in the province, he was cone
vinced that the University of Halifax had been a fallure. The
denominations had ignored it. Only fifty-seven students had taken
the examinations of the central university. Indeed, the denomi~
national colleges were stronger than ever,

The debate on the second reading of the College Bill
occupled only two hours, Very few members discussed it. Each
speaker, regardless of party, reiterated the same arguments to the
effect that the settlement of 1876 had not been final, that the
government should provide grants for higher education, and that the
poapia were in favour of grants to sectarian bodles. All agreed
that the University of Halifax was useless, and that the two
thousand dollars wasted on 1t could he spent to greater advantage
on the roads and bridges.

It 1s impossible to declde how wuch the members feared
the wrath of the denominations 1f they dared refuse ald to the
sectarian colleges, and what influence such a consideration had on
their opinions. B8peaker after speaker repeated that the denomi-
national colleges were strong, and that the people wanted govern-
ment ald for the colleges.

A number of the members felt that they were not capable

of discussing college education, They were willing to spend some
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of the public revenue on higher education, but they were more

interested in common schools and in the roads and bridges. For

instance, W. A. Patterson (C, Colechester) ssid:

In the matter of higher education he scarcely felt
like saying very much ... he felt as if the subject of
higher educstion should be deslt with %y highly educated
men .., he felt for his own part that the firast care of
this country should be to common schools.

¥r. Kinney was the only mesber who opposed the College
Bi1l., He thought that the Act of 1876 intended the sollege grants
to cease in 1881, and he disliked endowing sectarlan schools.

The College Bill was passed 30 to 1, with ¥r. EKinney dissenting.

On April 8, 1881, the Leglslative Council deferred the
College Grants Bill for three months 1 by a vote of 10 to 9.
Although most of the Reformers opposed the College Bill, and the
Conservatives favoured it, two Reformers, Boudrot and Butler,
voted for it, while one Conservative, Fraser, voted sgainst it.
The Reformers considered the bill to e unsound in prineiple and
also wished to embarrass the "Tory" government. _

Thus govermment grants to colleges ended with the ex-
piration of the Act of 1876. A bill was passed to deprive the
University of Halifax of 1ts annual grant.

In 1888 an lmportant change was made relating to the
education of the Blind, Instead of paying & lump sum of $1,000
a year the Province would pay sixty dollars a year for each pupil
sent to the School for the Blind,

1. Hotion %o defer: Oakes (R), MoCurdy (R), C. Dickie (R), J.B.
Dickie (R), Baker (R), Cochran (R), Morrison (R), Fraser (C), -
Prancheville (R), Hon, Pres. (R) - 10.

%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁgs Black (C), Loecke (C), Cameron (C), McDonald (C),

o~ ong(c). Butler (R), Owen (C), Creelman (C), Boudrot



In 1881 Attorney-General Thompson introduced a Bridge
Bill, This forms an intereating precedent to the leglslation of
the next Aasembly. Many festures of this bill were similar to ¥W.
8. Flelding's famous Bridge Bills which provided for the con-
struction of many iron and stone bridges in the province. John
Thompson's bill proposed to create a funded debt of [392,000 at
six per cent., interest. Part of this would be retained by the
provinee in settlement of the old road advances to the counties,
while the remainder would be loaned to the counties for the con-
struction of permanent bridges of iron or atone, the interest on
such loans being doduétcﬁ from the county road grant,

The Dridge Bill passed 1ts second reading with less
discussion than the members devoted to the amendments of the
"iindsor Incorporation B1ll." The members assented to the bill
because 1t would settle the old "road advances" debt, and it
would provide the counties with money for necessary bridge repairs,

the Legislative Council deferred the Eridge Bill for
three months on the motion of Mr, Horrison by a vote of 11 to 7.
The Reforwers voted solidly to defer the Blll, while the Conser-
vatives, with the exception of kr. Fraser, voted asgeinst the
three months holst. Nr. Morrison (R) saild that he was opposed
to the prineciple of the bill - "Suffice to say that the bill was
corrupt and diabolieal." Mr, Blsck (C) contended that 1t was

proper for a progressive government to erect permanent structures.

Although all the rallways in Hova Scotia except the
#indsor and Annspollis were taken over by the Dominion at Confed-

eration, and although the Pathers had expected Canada to assume
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responsibilisvy rqr the construction and menagement of great publie
works, stlill railways continued to cause concern to the Legls~
lature of Hova Scotis.

In 1878, notwithstanding her limited revenue, lova
Scotia embarked on & policy of subsidizing the construction of
rallroads, 2

By 1879 two million dollars had been spent by Nova
Scotla on rallways since Confederation, and the government was
liable for a further million and & half, The Conservative gov-
ernment decided to follow & policy which would complete the rail-
roads because the public moriey would be wasted if they were not
finighed,

First the Holmes - Thompson government secured the com-
pletion of the line from Digby to Yarmouth by guaranteeing the sum
of £65,000 for the Western Countles Rallway, taking e first lien
and mortgage on the line, When the Legislature met in 1882 the
railway from Digby to Yarmouth had been opened, and continuously
worked although it was not yet completed. The Province was forced
to pay the interest (sbout §30,000) on the £55,000 as it acecrued,
The members of the Legislature were unanimous in supporting any
measure the government might make to secure the operation and

completion of the Western Counties Rallway.

1. Railway lines from Yarmouth to Annapolis (W. C. R.), Springhill
to Parrsboro, New Olausgow to lLoulsburg (Eastern Extension),
Lunenburg to Middleton (Wictaux and Atlantic) were authorized
by the government, subsidies granted, and construction begun
by eontractors. In 1879 only the Springhill-Parrsboro was
completed.,
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The Government wss not as succesaful in its pelley
towards the Nlctaux -~ Atlantie Rallway as with the Weatern
Counties Rallway and the Zsatern HExtension. 4 In 1879 #r. Best
had some difference with the government over the amount of sube
sldy due him, and he falled to resume work and also to pay his
labourers, No further arrangement was made until 1882, The
original company offered to complete the Hictaux - Atlantiec rail-
way 1f the time were extended, and agreed to pay the claims against
¥r. Best, The subsidy would be pald at the rate of {1 from the
Province for every {2 from the Company,

The members from Queens, Lunenburg, and Annapolis re-
Jolced at the prospact of the completion of the line. The bill
was passed unanimously. |

In 1879 the legislation for rallways was devoted to the
Eastern Extension, The Holmes - Thompson government had refused
to grant the Halifax and Cape Breton Railway Company a provinecial
subsidy of 100,000, and also opposed the transfer of the Pletou
Branch until the railway to Hulgrave was completed. A Conference
was held at Ottawa in January, 1879, to maks arrangements, It was
decided that the FPletou Branch was not to be transferred to the
Company until the line was completed to the Strait of Canso and
operated to the sstisfaction of the Lieutenant-overnor-in-Council.

In the fall of 1879 the Easstern Extension was opened to
traffic as far aeg Antigonish, However, the Compsny falled to com-
plete the reilroad by April 4, 1880. The Provinelal Government
1. The work on the Nlctaux snd Atlantic had been begun by Walker,

Clarke, and Roberts, who had absconded without paying the
labourers or sub-contrsctors, M¥r., Best, one of the assignees,

had taken over the contract himself, The government hed ex-
pended over £100,000 on this line,
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granted an extension of time on condition that the Frovince was
given the power to resume possession of the Eastern Extension by
paying the Company thelr actual outlay in cash, exclusive of sub-
pidles pald by the Province,

On December 1, 187¢, the Dominion govermment had resumed
posseasion of the Windsor Branch, which was agein returned to the
findsor and Annapolis Rallway. The Provincial lLegislature passed
an act for the regulation of all matters connected with the rail-
ways of the province, ineluding tolls., The Act also contained pro-
vislions which would give the government power to prevent the dise
location of traffic similar to that between the Western Counties
Reilways and the Windsor and Annapolis in the late 1870's,

At the close of the session of 1881 the Assewbly unani-
nously passed a resolution to suthorize the government to enter
into negotiations for the consclidation of all rallway lines in
the Province under one management, and for the construction of a
rallway for Cape Breton xalanﬁ.l

It was belleved that this consclidation would make the
rallway service more efficient, and the rallways more profitable
than when controlled by competing companles. Hany members favoured
any scheme to relleve the government of assistance to the almost
bankrupt W. C. R., and the W, & A, and others were delighted with
the proapect of the construction of a rallway in Cape Breton.

The government proceeded to take action under the terms
of the Resclution., After negotlstions with the Dominion for running
rights over the Intercolonial, snd with various companies, a contract

was signed with Mr, E. W. Plunkett on September 6, 1881.

1., CHROKICLE, Jenuary 27, l882,



Although the terms of this contract were known only to
the Provincial Governmesnt and the Compeny, the MORNING CHRORICLE,
an Opposition peper, pudblished a copy of the rallway contract on
January 6, 1882, Imvedliately the CHRONICLE started a series of
editorials condemning the contract which the government intended
to have ratified when the Legislalurs opened.

On Monday, January 23rd, the Provinclal Secretary stated
that the government would lay on the table the next day an act
for the consolidation of the Rallways, and that the time for its
ratification had been extended to February lst so that there
would be ample opportunidy for a full discussion of the matter.

On Wednesday, Premier Holmes moved the second reading
of the Rellway Bill with a long speech reviewing the hiatory of
rallroads in Kova Sootla and the railroad peliey ¢f his admini-
streﬁian.l :

He explained that the Company proposed to aequire at 1ts
own ccst the Hastern Extension, the Windsor and Annapolis, and the
Western Countles Rellway, and toc complete the line from Yarmouth
to Annapolis, and to thoroughly equip and repair all tﬁeae lines,
and in addition to construet one hundred and thirty miles of rail-
way, and would complete the Hicteaux and Atlantie, In return, the
Compeny wae to receive two thousand acres of crown land per mile
and leases of mineral land in Cape Breton, and a Provincial guar-
antee of its debentures smounting to §224,840 yearly. The Pro-
vince would receive §1,350,000 from the Company, and at the same
time secure the completion of all exiasting rellways and one hun-
dred and thirty miles of new railways.

1, CHRONICLE, Jsnuary 26«7, 1882. Debates.



33,

The next day Premier Holmes devoted his attention to re-
futing the main objections to the scheme, viz.; (1) the increased
responsibility assumed by the Province; (2) the want of security;
(3) monopoly. He proved to the satisfactlion of most of the members
after mueh juggling with figures that the inecremnsed responsibllity
was only £78,062, and that the Province would have a first mortgege
on the rallrocads, and thaet the Company would never become a monopoly
because the goverrment had the pewef to regulate tolls. The Premier
concluded, "I say it is a good bargain for the Province, and it 1s
just as good a bargain for the company.®

The Reform opposition to the Rallway Bill was admirably
summed up by T. B. Smith (R, Hants). He expressed one opinion which
was frequently echoed by many other members who found the legal in-
tricacles of the bill too difficult, Nr, Smith stated that "He aid
not clearly understand them (the contract and the Act of Incorp-
oration) as he was not a legsl gentleman.™ lie objected to the bill
because the Company was not sound, because it was a monopoly, and
because the people had not been consulted, because there was no
guarsantee that the deposit would not be used in corruption to return
the "Torles" to office, and because the Province would have to pay
the interest on the Company's honds,

Dr. D. Campbell (R, Inverness), seconded by Mr. Smith,
moved & number of amendments to the bill., The most important of
these was one that the bill be not read a second time because the
construction of the Cape Breton line was optional, while the cone
struction of the Western Counties Railway was guarnntted. The
government convinced the Conservative representatives from Cape

Breton that the Company would build the Cape Breton Railvay.
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On February Srd, 1882, the Rallway Bill passed its
second reading, 85 to 6, and on February 7th its third reading
by a vote of 28 to 5. .

The Railway Bill was supported by & large majority and
by both parties in the Assembly, although the Upposition press
protested against it. 7The Conservatives supported it because 1t
would secure the constructicon of lines which would eaét the pro-
vince 2,800,000 to build, and it would return §1,350,000 of the
money expended on railways, This sum would vastly lmprove Hova
Seotia's financisl position, and in addition the Company would
provide employment and improve trade., The Conservatives newer
expected to have to pay the §225,000 intereat that the province
would guarantee.

Bartling (C), and Ford (C), objected to the bill because
it did not guarantee the completion of the Nictaux and Atlantic
Railway.

Unly three Reformers, Campbell, Smith, and HoeCurdy,
voted against the Rallway Bill., Both Campbell and Kelurdy repre-
sented Cape Breton constituencies, and they believed that the Bill
discriminated against Cape DBreton.

Local interests influence the vote of the others. Gayton,
Kinney, and Robicheau riyrasantod counties which would benefit from
the Completion of the Western Countles Railway and voted accordingly.
l., Rallway Consolidetion Bill, 3rd reading.

Por: Prov, Secty (C), Att.-Gen, (C), White (C), Townshend (C),
WeDougeall m),} ssepqnam (c), ;;111 (cg, xmnnvmy (R),‘Lem‘ang (a%
A, Campbell (C), Kinney (I), Pugh (C), Harrington (C), Shalffner (C
Horrison (C), Gayton (R), Spence (C), ﬁcGrayn?c), C.A. Smith (C),
Hadley (C), A. N, McDonald (C), Patterson (C), Blair (¢), Van
Blarcom (C), Bell (C), James (C), Robicheau (R), Vickery (C) - 28,

Ageinst: D.J. Campbell (R), T. B. Smith (R), kecCurdy (R),
‘ {G),’ Fb!'d (c) - 5.
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The batile over the Rallway Consolidation was transferred

to the Legislative Councll. The Counclllors presented essentilally

the same arguments as the members of the Assembly. The Bill was passed

in the Council by a votas of eleven to nine, The Conservatives were

supported by kr, Boudrot (Arichat, C.B.) and Hr. Qakes, both Eeromunra‘l

1.

FPor the Rallway Bill:

@hitman (C), Owen (C), Locke (), Cameron (C), HeDonald (C),

Black (C), Boudrot (R), Oakes (R), Parker (C), Creelmen (C),
dcXinnon (C)} -~ 11

Against: MeCurdy (R), C. Dickie (R), Francheville (R), Butler (R),
Morrison, (R), Cochrsn (R), J.B. Dickie (R), Fraser (GS,

Boak (R) =~ 9. )

L. BE. Baker (R), of Yarmouth, did not vote, ur. Baker was
the President of the W,C,R., and had stock Iin 1it, therefors he
wanted the bill to pass, ir. Creelman asked that the procedurs
for voting be observed, i.e,, vote by senlority, Jjunior members
voting first, instead of infermal voting from President's right
to left around circle. Thus Boudrot end Oakes voted Lelfore Daker.
The editor of the CERONICLE hinted thaet 1if Boudrot had falled to
support the bill Baker would have done so to avold defeat by a
10 -~ 10 vote.




CHAPTER I
SECTION IIX
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Rallways, the PFishery Award, snd Subsidies were the
toples which influenced relations between the Dominion of Canada
and the Province of Hova Scotia from 1878 to 1882,

The gquestions which arose about rallways were settled
amicably. Charles Tupper, federal representative for Cumberland,
was linister of Public Works. He was the real lsader of the Con-
servative party in Nova BScotia, and he had long experience in
polities and an intimate knowledge of the province's problems. He
was willing to make every effort to reach a solution that would
satisfy the Conservatives in Nova Scotla,

In 1878 the Holmes ~ Thompson government refused to pay
& hundred thousand dollar subasidy due the Halifax and Cape Breton
Rallway Company for work on the Eastern Extension, 1

The government also objected to the transfer of the
Pictou Branch to the Company under the terms of the contract, In
8 Memorial forwarded to Sir Charles Tupper Premier Holmes explained
that the province wanted security that the line would be completed
before the Dominion transferred the Pletou Branch to the Company, '

Finally, the Dominion government requested the Nova Scotian
government to send a delegation to Ottawa to arrange matters with
representatives of the Company. Arrangements satisfactory to all
parties were made, The agreement provided that the Pictou Branch
would be held by the Dominion until the Eastern Extension was com~
pleted to the Stralt of Canso and a steam ferry was operated to the
1. B8ilr Hugh Allan, of Pacific Scandal fame, was President at this

Company, although Harry Abbott handled the negotlations with

Rova Seotisa,
2. H.8. JOURNAL, 1879, Appendix No. 13.
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satisfaction of the provineial government, then it would be trans-
ferred to the Company. If the Company falled to complete and oper=
ate the Extension, the line was to become the property of HNHova 3@0%1&.1

The dispute over the Windsor Branch was settled to the
satisfaction of Conservative opinion in Nova Scotia when the Dominion
returned it to Windsor and Annapolis Railway.

When the Frovinclal Government was considering the cone-
solldation of the Rallways it was absolutely essential to the success
of their plan to obtain running rights over the Intercolonial from
the Dominion to provide a connection between the eastern and western
systems, A delegation to Ottawa received a promise of running rights
over the Intercolonisl from Sir Charles Tupper, the lMinister of
Rallways. 2

The financial relations between the Dominion and the Pro-
vinces were slways important since a large portion of the Provineial
revenue came from the Dominion in the form of subsidies.

Little cordiallity exlsted between Uttawa and Halifax over
the question of the Fishery Award and an increased subsidy. There
were real differences between the Dominion of Canada and the Fro-
vince of Hova Scotla about these subjects.

The Fishery Award and the subsidy were two sides of the
same coin - the absclute necessity for Nova Scotia to obtain more »
revenue, preferably from the Dominion, HNova Scotla must have more
money to meet her mounting deficit., Pirst, Nova Scotia's right to
share in the pishery Award vwas emphasized until the Dominion Parlia-
ment decided to use the award for the benefit of Canada as a whole

1. JQ{?R%&L, 18?90 &p”nﬁiﬁ 13’ ?- 3“0 )
2., N.8. JOURNAL OF ASSEMBELY, Appendix 17, 1882,
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and for the protection of the fioharias.1

The dissatisfaction which existed in Nova Scotia over the
fallure of the Dominion to incresse the provineial subsidy or to
grant a share of the Fishery Award was not a matter of party toeling.g

A Conservative government was in power in both the Dominion
and the Province. However, every member of the Provinelal legls-
lature - whether Conservative or Reform, or with Confederate or
anti~-Confederate sympathlies -~ wanted an increased subsidy and spoke
angrily against the Dominion for not acceding to their requaest,

Bach Pinancial Address and delegation received unanimous and whole-
hearted support from the Assembly.
On January 2, 1879, the Provincial Secretary forwarded a
Memorial to Sir John A. Nacdonald on the financial condition of the
provinha. Nova 8cotia asked for a sufficlent share of the Fishery
Award to provide the province with an annual income of one hundred
thousand dollars a year. The Hemorial declared that seventy-three
per cent, of all vessels and forty-nine per cent. of the men of the
Dominion who were engaged in fishing were from Nova Scotia, and
that more than half the fish scaught in Canada was caught in the
waters of Nova Scotla.®
1. In April, 1880, the Dominion Parliament considered granting a
share of the Fishery Award to Quebec, Nova Scotia, Hew Brunswick,
and Prince Edward Islend, BSir John Macdonald's amendment to re-
tain the Award for Dominion purposes was passed by a vote of 126
to 30. TwWelve out of the twenty-one memwbers from Nova Scotla voted
agalnat 8ir John's amendment, ten Conservatives and two Reformers.
Only three Nova Scotlans dared vote for the Premier's amendment -
Charles Tupper, James KacDonald (Pictou), and #¥r, Wade, though
some refused to vote. The Conservatives from Nova Scotia in the
souse of Commons believed that thelr province should receive a
share of the Award - See CERONICLE, April 7, 9, 10; 1880.

2, The Washington Treaty of 1871 had given U.8., fishermen the right
to fish in Canedlan waters for twelve years in return for a sum
of money to be settled by arbitration., This amount was fixed at

five and & half million by the lalifax Award in 1878, and paid

to the Vominion §ovvrnmeat.
=" 3 O O TATIOEAYT Y40 Eowamamindd o 4%
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Purther, #r. Holmes explained that Nova Scotla already had a defieit
of half a million, and that the province would have an annual deficit
of $145,000 unless the revenue could be increased, He declared that
it was impossible to reduce the expenditure on Hducation or Roads
and Bridges. He asked for a revision of the present subsldy so as
tc place the province on an equal footing witﬁfhar sister provinces,
Por example, Ontario received §1.96 per head, Prince Edward Island,
$5.45, New Brunswick, §2.16, and Nova Scotia, [1.29,
In Januery, 1879, the delegation to Ottewa approached the
Dominion government about the financial condition of the province.
They stated that
"there are strong grounds to hope that they have secured
from the CGovernment of the Dominion such consideration for the
¢laims of the Province as will result in a substantlal amelior-
ation of its present financial difficulties.” 1
The Holmes - Thompson government continued its efforts to
obtain e larger subsidy or a share of the Fishery Award, The
Dominion government falled to reply to Hova Scotia's flnancial Hem-
orial of 1879 until February, 1880, Premier Holmes' frantic tele-
grams begging for a reply before the opening of the Assembly of 1880
received the polite answer from the ¥inister of Finence that as soon
a8 the Estimates and Budget were ready the Memorial should have
preaaﬂcnec.ﬂ
In February, 1880, Premier Holmes and Mr., Townshend were
sent to Ottawa as delegates. They proposed that the Dominion Gov~
ernment should relleve the coal owners of the coal royalty of ten
cents a ton pald to the Provinece, and that the Dominion should pay

l. ¥, 8. JOURNAL OF ASSEMBLY, 1879, Appendix No. 13
2, N. 8. JOURKRAL OF ASSEMBLY, 1880. Appendix No. 10.
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Nova Scotla a compensation of two hundred thousand dollars per
annum for five years. 1
In the session of 1881 the arguments of the previous
session in favour of a lerger subsidy and a share of the Flshery
Award were repsated with inecressed bitterness and resentment to-
ward the baminiau.g
Another Memorial was forwerded to the Dominion,

In the sessions of 188l and 1882 there were only

&

scattered references to a larger revenue and to the Fishery Award
because the members were occupled with other matters.

In March, 1881, the Holmes - Thompson government re-
ceived a definite answer to their Memorials and Addresses, 4

The Dominion Cabinet refused to give NHova Scotla a
larger subaidy. Thelir deecision wes bLased on the conclusion that
Hova Scotla had not contributed fully towards the general purposes
of the Dominion, and that the Dominion Parliament would not be
favourable to granting Nova Seotia "Better Terms®, and that Nova
Seotla had not been treated unfairly in comparison with the cther
Provinces, and that she could pay her own wey by using care and
8CONOmY .

This refusal was not made publie until the correspondence
was published in the Journal of 1882, The gevernment and the Legls~
lature accepted the Dominion's decision se final for the present
1., BHN. 8, JOURNAL, 1880, App. 10, P. 128,

2« Debates, CHRONICLE, March ¢, 1880,
5. N.%, JOURNAL OF ASSEMBLY, 1880, karch 19,
Dr. Campbell (R, Inverneas) became exasperated at the Dominion
for not granting an ineressed subsidy and he proposed a resolution
for the secession of HNove Sgotia from Cansda, See CHRONICLE,

4., KE.8. JOURNAL COF AS&B&EBLY, 1883. App. Bo. 14,
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time. There was no condemmation of the Dominion govermsent for
ites refusal to grent a larger subsidy chiefly because the need

for more revenus was nobt so urgent., The Province had had & small
gurplus in 1681. The Leglslature was vocupled by the Rallway Cone
solidaetion scheme, The mexbers directed their attention to the

posaibility of recovering part of the smount spent on railwaya.



CHAPTER II

SECTION I
Dominion and Provinelal Rlections, 1882,



Pominion and Provincial Elections, 1882,

1.

In Nova Sgotia both the federal and the provineclal
elections were held on June 20th, 1882, In the election of 1882
& national Liberal party appeared for the first time in opposition
to the Liberal Conservative party which had absorbed the men of
all parties who supported Confederation., The various provincial
parties which had opposed Confederation hed united under the name
Reformers to oppose the Macdonald government and to support Alex~-
ander Meckenzie., When Edward Blake succeeded to the lesdership of
the Reformers in 1880 his supporters began to be called the Libdbe
eral party. The Libersal-Conservatives in Nova Scotia then started
to refer to their Reform opponents as "Grits".

The election tampaign was very short - only a little cver
a month long. Politlelans of both parties had been expecting the
early dissolution of the Dominion Parliament, suspecting that Sir
Johin would choose & time that promised victory instead of walting
for the expiration of Parliament. The Conservatives advanced the
plea that caplitalists must be shown the views of the Canadian

people on the tariff., Wova Scotia must have an election during
1882 so Fremier Holmes decided to follow the practice of the last
election and to hold the provinecial election on the same day as
the federal.

Although a short campaign usueally favoured the party in
power becasuse 1ts organization could be bullt quickly around its
representatives, the Liberals were well organiszed in Nove Scotia

and often started their county campaigns before the Conservatives,
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During both elections in Nova Secotia attention was con-
centrated on the federal election and national 1ssues, The Con-
servatives emphasized the success of the National Poliey, the pros-
perity of the country, the C. P. R., and the Pishery Bounty. The
Liberals gave the National Policy a major place in thelir speeches
and editorials but they wentioned Provinelal Rights, the Worth-West,
high taxes, corruption, and the Fishery Bounty.

The National Poliey attalned a position of overwhelming
importance nearly equal to its significance in 1878. The Conser-
vatives supported the Natlonal Polliey, and made every effort to
convince the people of the benefits of Fatlonal Yolicy and to con-
vince them that Canadian prosperity was caused by Natlonal Poliey.
They insisted that the National Poliey had been funetioning for three
years to the great benefit of the country, ereating prosperity, re-
viving old industries and starting new ones, and improving trade and
conmerce, and they quoted numerous statistics to show ineoreased pro-
duction and employment., They argued that if the "Grits" were elected
this prosperity would end.

“Tﬁe dominant question of the poliey of protection to
native Industries may truly be said to be walting for the
pecople's verdiet -« a verdiet upon whieh hangs the issue of
its 1ife ... The great mass of people ... will be struck ...
with the universsl disaster which would feollow upon & repeal
of the National Poliey ..."

The Conservatives claimed that the Natlional Policy alone

had ceaused the good times which (snada was enjoying, and contrasted

this prosperity with the depression under the lackenzie rule.

1. MORNING HERALD, May 24, 1882,



"Inatead of the universal prostration of four years,
from 1879 to now ..., manufactures have besen increasing in
number and extent from one end of the Dominion to the other.
Cotton factories, woolen factories, sugar refinerles, and
other public works are giving employment to thousands, end
large profits to capitalists, Wages have increased in every
department of 1nauntrg see The Natlonal Polley has given this
1ife end sustains it."1

The arguments advanced in the previcus elections on the
sub ject of the bread tax or the llour duty, the duty on salt, the
coal duty, the sugsr duty, and protection for labour, were re~
peated in this eleoctlon with the additlon of new arguments by the
Conservatives which attempted to show that these duties had cone-
tribvuted to the prevalent prosperity, and evidence provided by

the Liberals to prove that these duties were unjust and excessive

taxes,2

For instance, the Conservatives stated that by the
National Poliey Canadlians had saved two million dollars on the
sugar duty, and at the same time had created flourishing sugar
refineries. The refinery st Halifax provided steady work for one
hundred and forty-five people in the refinery, and for "countleass"
others such as truckmen, railwaymen, stevedores, and coal miners.
The Conservatives proudly pointed to this industry as proof of the
benefits of Hational Poliey.

The Liberals attaciked the xational Poliey. They sdmitted
that Canade was proasperous, but they refused tov belleve that the pro
tective tariff had caused this prosperity. They clalmed that the
good times which had begun late in 1879 were due to a world-wide
revival of trade and not to National Polliey, and they accused the
"Tories" of glving exaggerated reports of Canadian prosperity in

1., HERALD, Hay 24, 1882.

2. ACADIAN RECORDER, April 4, May 19, Hay 29.
CHRONICLE, 1888, May 18, June 17
HERALD, 16882, May 24, June 1, June 9.
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order to gain more praise for the National Folicy. The OUpposition
party also pointed out that Nova Scotis was not an industrisl pro-
vince, and that the protective tariff had increased the price of
many articles consumed but not manufactured in the Maritimes. They
tried to convince the psople that the CGovernment had broken 1lts

pledge to bring back prosperity without increasing the cost of

1&711&80&1

The tariff on breadstuffs was very unpopular in the Har-
itimes, and consumers protested ageinst the tariff on ecal, The
Liberal press made a great outery againat these two taxes in partic-
ular because the tariff ineressed the cost of living and deprived
Hova Scotian vessels of a profiteble carrying trade in bringing flour
to Hova Scotla from the United Stetes.

"Ontario pays & tax of over half & million on coal, and
the Haritime Provinces pay several hundreds of thousands of
dollars tax upon bread, DJoth of these are peculiarly obnoxious
taxes, and injuriously effect not only every family, but every
industry, by increasing the cost of living snd protection ...
There wes once a time when the Uovernment undertook to justify
these taxes upon the ground that they were necessary for the
purposes of revenue... Tris year Sir Leonard Tilley boastsof a
surplus of over four and & half millions ... ¥hy should this 2
immense sum be taken out of the poor men for no reason whatever,"

The Liberals tried to convince the farmers and working men
that they suffered from the Natlonal Poliey, and that they had to

pay high taxes on the necessities of life while wages were low and

unemployment rife. $

The electors should
*Vote for measures againat jug-handled pronocfian. Vote for
men against puppets., Vote for Jones and Fuller.”

1. RECORDER, lay 29, 1882; CHRONICLE, June 17, 1882,
2. RECORDER, April 4, 1882,
3. CHEONICLE, June 17, 1882
4. CERONICLE, May 16, 18882,
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In this election we have the spectacle of the Government
being attacked because it has a surplus, Sir Leonard Tilley, lNine
ister of Finance, had proudly announced theat the Dominion Govern-
ment would have a surplus of thirteen millions at the end of 18882,
The Conservatives rejolced at this proof of proaperity and con-
trasted it with Cartwright's deficits, The Liberals asserted that
this surplus should be used to lighten the people's burden of taxe
ation, and they accused the "Tories™ of excessive taxation, and
insisted that the tariff should be reduced.

"Inesmuch as they (The Dominion Government) simply took
it (the surplus) out of the pockets of the people, where it
ought to have stayed, instead of prelse they deserve con-
demnation, 7This thirteen million withdrewn from eirculation
and hoarded in the Treasury, if redistributed, would put
$16 in the purse of every family in the Dominion ... We
lesve 1t to the commonsense of the people if they should
not have this money for thelr own use, instead of it being

. plaeced in the hands of & reckless and unserupulous Govern-
ment, to be sguandired on the Weat or wasted on pleasure
trips to Burope.”

The Conservatives defended themselves vigorously. They
sald that taxation had alresdy been reduced, and that the surplus
had been used to reduce the debt and to pay for the Pacific Rallway.

The Fishery Award csused considersble discussion., The
Conservatives claimed the support of the fishermen because the
Dominion Parilament had voted & fishery bounty of [}150,000 in 1882,
The Liberals declared that "the grant is simply an electioneering
trick." 2

They reminded the people that 8ir Charles Tupper had
shown ne¢ concern for the welfare of the fishermen until the slection

1. CHRONICLE, June 13, 1882,
2. CHRONICLE, May 16, 1882,



became imminent, and that the Dominion goverrment had

held that Nova Scotis was not entitled to a farthing,
that the fishermen of the Haritime {rovinces had no ¢claim
to a penny of the Award., They laughed at all protests,
and snapped thelr fingers at all petitions, This poliey
suited for four years, but now comes a (Oeneral Eleection,

The fight for Provinecial rights in Ontario was not of

vital importance in the campalgn of Hova Scotie, but 1t caused

the Liberals to echoe HMr., Blake, and to state that

1.
2.

the Liberal party contends for the free and untrame
melled exercise of the rights of each Province, and resists
the undus and arbitrary interference of the Dominion gove
ernment in ma&tars whieh pertain exclusively to Provinecial
authorities,

CHRONICLE, March 31, 1882.

Ibid. The prineciple sdopted by the British North America
Act was a Federal Union, The central and loeal governments
were each to have separate powers whioch could not be en-
croached upon by the other., After Confederation the Conser-
vative party made every effort to strengthen the Dominion
government and to centralize power in 1ts hands. In the
disputes over the action of the Dominlon government for its
dismissal of Lieutenant-fovernor Letellier, the disallowance
of the Ontario River and Streams Bill, the Manitoba charter to
the South Western Rallway Compeny, and its refusal to sccept
the Ontaric Boundary Award, the Liberal Party condemned the
action of the Dominion government. Edward Blake, the Liberal
leader, became an ardent champlon of Provincial Rights and
furiocusly assailed the unwarranted attack by the Dominion on
the rights of the Provinces.
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The editor of the ACADIAN RECORDER propheslied cheerfully
that "the Tory government at Cttawe 1s orumbling to pleces as fast
as any concern posaibly can ... thelr unconstitutional and arbitrary
usurpstion of Provincial rights will furnish one solid nail for their
politicel coffin,” .

Edward Blske, during the session of 1882, had made & speech
in which he advecated that Canada should have Commercial Independence,
lie had moved a resclution that the necessary powers be obtained for
Canada to enter inte negotlations ebout commercial matters with any
British possessions or foreign state, and that these commercial
treaties receive the assent of the Canadlan Parlisment alone, ratl-
fication by the Eritish Parliament tc be unnecessary.

This demend for Commercial Independence became part of the
Liberal platform for the 1882 election. Hr. Blake believed that none
but Canada knew so well what she wanted, and if she could negotiate
her own trwaties the delay of the present system would be avolded and
praotlical steps could be taken to develop Canadian comuerciel interests.

This proposal by Mr. Blake ralsed a howl of protest from
the Conservatives. They 1nnistcd,tkgt talk of commerclal independence
was disloysl and that commercisl 1nd§§cndsnee would lead to complete
independence from the British Empire.

A4 grest interest im lmmigration to the North Wea! was shown
by the Conservative party and newspapers, In 1882 sixty thousand
settlers had swarmed into Manitoba and nearly three million scres
were entered by homesteading, pre-emption, or sale,

2

1. CHRONICLE, March 51, 1882.
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"The fact that the C.P.R. is belng pushed towards
completion at so remarkably rapid s rate will be a strong
inducement to immigrents to avail themselves of the advan-
tages :hifh it will present for bringing thelr produce to
market,.”

The Conservatives intimeted that their party deserved
all the credit for encouraging this rapid settlement in the Horthe
West and for the successful construction of the Pacific Railway.

"Heither the Urit party nor ite organs is responsible

for it, One plank in the Urit platform has always been
slander of the North-West. It has constently been decrisd
as & cold, barren waste, unfit for human habltation ... its
lands have been deseribed as worthless and its development
end organization Into territories and provinces has been 2
utterly opposed by the whole of the present Opposition.”

The Liberals were extremely critical of the Conservative
Land Poliey in the West. They argued that the Dominion Oovernment
should encourage settlement in the West by 1ts land regulations
because more settlers there would contribute to the reduction of
the rate of taxation, and by improvement of thelr farms would add
te the msterisl wealth of the country., They accused the Government
at Ottawas of adopting the poliey of selling most of the lands to
speculators., Friends or supporters of the Covernment obtained large
areas of land which they retalled to settlers at a huge profit., 4
Liberal Hinlstry would take care that the actual settlers, not the
speculators, obtalined the land, and so encourage settlement,

The Exodus of Nova 3c¢otlans to Manitoba aroused the con-
cern of the Liberals in Nova Scotia more than the land regulations
in the West, This Rxodus was just another i1llustration of how the
Hational Poliey had falled, Times were so poor that the people were
forced to emigrate,

1. MORNING HERALD, April 1, 1882,
2. 7Ibla, April 13, 1882,
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The editor of the MORNINC HERALD defended this “Alleged
Exodus®, He claimed that they should be glad that Nova Seotians
were settling in the West and not in the United States, “Hever
have so few of our people migrated to the United Ztates ms during
the last year.," 3 Nove Scotisns had gone Weat becsuse men were
restless and becauss they were confident of a great future in the
West, not because National Policy has mede Hova Scotia so poor
that her people must emigrate or starve.

The Libverals rsfused to believe that Nova Scotls would
gain from an Exadna to the NortheWest and continued to blame the
"Tories" for the emigratiocn.

"It makes little difference to Nova Scotia whether the

pecple go to Manitobe or Ureenland; Hova Scotia loses them.
The merchants and tradesmen who see thelir customers golng
The \hat 1he snlgrante may scek homes fn the Noru-wess.® &

In the session of 1882 the Dominion Parlisment had re-
distributed the seats in the House of Commons according to the
census of 1881. Gﬁt&r&m was entitled to four additional members.
The resul ting redistribution gave rise to the "gerrymandering”
Bill of 1882 in which tho'?ariéd'“hivad the Crits"™, l.e., the
polling districts were altered so that the Liberal vote was cone
centrated in one distriet, and the Conservatives were found to
have a majority in several surrounding districts.

Indignant protests were nmade by the Liberals who
furiously resisted this manceuvre by the "Tories.," The Liberals

bitterly condemned the party which would zo to such lengths in

1., XHORNING HERALD, April 13, 1882,
2, MORNIRG CHRONICLE, April 15, 1882,



an attempt to retaln a majority.
"Nothing 1s wore contemptible than an attempt on the
part of a CGovernment to carve up constituencles to sult
their own purposes ... Never was aufh & shaneless attempt
at gerrymandering ever attempted.”
The MORNING CHRONICLE referred to the "Gerrymander® as
a "iuzzle of Public Opinion." The Liberal press was forced to
explain the bill to the people of the Maritimes because they knew
so0 little about Ontario., The Liberals appealed to the people not
to permit Sir John to take away the right of the people to protest
through their representatives at an election, and not to allow him
to survive to prosper. The attempt
"will hopelessly and miserably fail. There is no possi-
bility of a perty gaining anything by such tactloes in & free

country like Canada, These schemes will react upon the
people that concoct them," 2

The Cenadian Pacifiec¢ Rallway was an ilmportant factor in
the election of 1882, The Conservatives praised the wisdom of the
Dominlon Government for entering Iinto & contract with a Syndicate
that possessed ample capital to construct & rcad with speed and
vigor unexampled in rallway construction. The CGovernment had saved
four millions in bullding its sections of the Paciflc road while
the C.P.R. was constructing a first class railway., The C.P.R.
would soon have a through line from Port Moody to Halifax on
Canadian soll., The Conservative Party wes responsible for such
progress in raellway construction, and therefore they should be

re-alected,

1. MORNING CHRONICLE, April 15, 1882,
2. ACADIAN RECORDER, May 2, 1882,
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The Liberals found it difficult to obtain a hearing for their
eriticisms. The prairie section of the C.P,R. was being built,
The railway celled for men, tools, and supplies. Land speculation
was rife. kien were making fortunes in the West. It was useless
to guestion the financial strength of a company which was setting
new world records for rapldity of construction, It was useless to
attack the government's lavish terms before men who were meking
profits from the activities these grants had caused. The seemingly
assumed success of the C.F, R. was an overwhelming argument in
support of the administration.

Nevertheless, the Liberals in Nova Scotia attacked the
C.P.R. &8s a monopoly which would make 1ts members millionaires at
the publie expense, The Liberals thought that the Dominion Govern-
ment should grant charters to competing lines to force the C.P.R.
to keep freight rates low,

They relterated their dislike of the Government contract
with the C.P.R. The Dominion government had already granted ten
million dollars and twenty-five million acres of land to the
Paeific Railwey, yet the Company was begging for more money and
would continue to do so until the road was finished, At the
suggestion of Sir Charles Tupper, the Minister of Rallways, the
Dominion Parlisment permitted the Syndicate to change the route
over the Fockies to save seveniy-nine miles, yet Sir Charles never
asiked that the government subsidy be reduced]! The psople should
remove from offlice this party which squandered public money.

Charges and counter charges of corruption wers not
neglected during the campasign. 8ir Charles Tupper and the Con-

servative Covernment at Ottawa were assalled vigorously by the
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Liberel preas and party for the "Port Moody Job.," The Minister of
3ailnaya, 8ir Charles Tupper, had invited tenders for the con-
struction of part of the C.P.R. from Port Moody to Emory's Bar,

B,C. The amounts tendered varled from 2,277,000 to {3,531,832,

The lowest tender was that of McDonald and Charlebols for §2,277,000,
and the next lowest (2,486,255, by Andrew Onderdonk.

The contract had been awarded to Onderdonk. Sir Chearles
had expleined that the cheque for {20,000 sent by Heﬁenald,nnﬁ‘
Charlebois as a deposit was dated January 23rd and marked good for
two days only, He was unable to accept this tender as the cheque
was Iinvalid., Documents were produced which showed that 8ir Charles
had made enquiries, and belore awarding the contract the menager of
the head office of the Bank of liontreal had wired that the cheque
was good. ‘

The Liberals made very bitter attacks upon the Minister
of Railways. They claimed that Sir Cherles wanted Onderdonk to
receive the contract, and had seized ﬁpan the excuse of the chegue
to ignore MeDonald and Cherlebols. Thus the ecountry had been forced
to pay (209,285 meore for the eonstruction of the rallway. It was
hinted that Onderdonk would pay Sir Charles for awarding the contract
to him, _

"Labor has put, and most reluctantly, about {200,000

into th& faf ggraaa of Onderdonk and his associates without
any return,

Among the charges and suspiclons of corruption that were
burled at the Covernment by the Opposition was bribdbery.

l. MORNING CHRONICLE, June 10, 1882,
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"The patronage of the railwgy works has been handed over
to the proprietor of a certain Richmond publie-house., When
men apply for work they are referred to the hotel keeper, He
takes them one by one into his baek room, where the rallewins
enguiries are made: _ ;

¥here do you reside?

Have you & vote?

Will you vote for the Government ticket if we employ you?

If the answer is 'Yes' to the last question, the applicant
for work is employed. If 'Ho, I have noc vote'! the reply 1is,
'You are not wanted.'

Respecteble men called on us yesterday and assured us of
such treatment, Poor Richey an&lﬁalyi Does thelir ceuse re-
guire such desperate remediest"

The Chignecto Ship Rallway Scheme was characterized by
the Opposition as an "electloneering kite"™ for Sir Charles Tupper's
constituency of Cumberland, A Dominion subsidy of $150,000 per
annum for twenty-five vears had been granted to lMr, Ketchum to
build a ship rallway across the Isthmus of Chignecto. The Liberals
hinted that this was an electioneering bribe to gain support for
8ir Charles at the next elgction. They enguired why the Dominion
Government did not have the Governwent engineers examine the scheme
and then ask for tenders instead of granting four million dollars
to Mr, Eetchum without enguiry.

The Liberals summarized thelr position es follows:

By voting for the Liberal ticiket the elector votes

Agsinst monopoly :

Against the tax on Breadstuffls

Againat railwey mismanagement and false economy

Against jobbery and waste of the public money

Against high tariff and oppressive taxation
And votes for

The recognition of Provinelal rights

The equal and fair distribution of the tariff

The reduction of taxation

The beneflts of a revenue tariff 2

The establishment of industries on a healthy basis, =°*

1., MORNING CHRONICLE, June 10, 1882
2, 7Ibid, June 7, 1882,
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The ACADIAN RECORDER asked the pecple to condemn the bread
tax, the excessive cotton tax, the dlserimination against the poor
man, contract brokering, the Pacifle Bargein, Rallway Monopoly,
Onderdonkism, the slaughter on the Intercolonisl, the inequalities
of the tariff, and Jerrymandering.

They asked the people to support Edward Blake, Honest
Government, Ecomomy in Management, Equalizstion of the Tariff, the
Right to Wegotlate Commercisl Treaties, an Honest Land Polloy for
the Horth-yest, an Hlective Senate., To vote for the "Tories" would
be to support the policy of Taxation and Monopoly, Maladministration,
and Land Grabbing.

The Conservatlves asked the peoples to endorse thelr poliey.
They d1d not have a constructive policey like the Liberals. They
asked the éeaple to vote for Cheep Tes, Sugar, Ploughs, Molasses,
Blankets, Cloth, Sewing Mechines, and other things, with the in-
ference that the ¥atlonal Policy enabled such goods to be manu-
factured wore cheaply at home. A wvote for the Scnaervanivez would
be a4 vote for Frogress, Prosperity, Prataeti@n; food Times, Ine-
creased Wages, the Winter Port, New Industries, the Graln Elevator,
Bounty to Fishermen, Cansda for Camnadians, Low Freights on the Inter-
colonlal Rallway, Extension at Riochmond, Large Inerease in Exports,
the Canadien Pacific Rallway, snd the Development of the Golden
Horth-West,
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The Provincisl issues occupied very little attention of
elther party in 1882, The Federal issues were thought to be more
important, and so they were stressed, Each party hoped that the
Federal Qampaigﬁ would exert sufficient influence on the local
one so that success would be won at both (Ottawa and Halifax.

Both Liberals and Conservatives knew that the Provincisl
election must be held in 1882, In January the “iberal press began
to fight the Provineial Government over the Syndicate Bill, and
the MORNING HERALD and EVENING MAIL defended the actlon of the
locsl government. The MORNING CHRONICLE had declared war on the
local Conservative Government immediately it was elected. Every
act of the Executive had been ridiculed or subjected to harsh
eritiecism for four years. The Liberals had vigorously opposed
the legislation proposed by the "Tory" Covernment; for example,
they had opposed the Abolition of the Leglslative Couneil, the
Bridge Blll, Grant to Colleges, and the Rallway Syndicate, When
the election campaign began in May 1882 the people of Nova Scotia
were perfectly familiar with the record of esch party in the arena
of Provineial politicas., Both parties were sble to concentrate on
the Federsl contest with only cccasional references to Provineial
affalrs.

Premier Holmes retired from the Provinclal Conservative
government during the electlion campaign to become Prothonotary at
Helifsx. The previous Prothonotary, J. F. L. Parsons, resigned to
run for the Local Assembly as candidate from Helifax. The Liberals
sald that Mr, Parsons had been appolinted Prothonotary on the undere
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standing that he would resign when Mr, Holmes wanted the ofiice,
Kr. Holmes' resignation seriously weakened the government. "Vote
against the warming pan Prothonotary Parsons, He has already had
his reward at the rate of §6,000 per year." 1

John &, D. Thompson became Premier and Attorney-General,
and 4. C. Bell Provineial Secrstary, fon. M¥r. Creselman remained
Comuissioner of lilnes and Works, and C.J. Townshend, W. B. Troop,
and J, S. Mecdonald remained Minlsters without Portfolio. ©

¥r, Thompson's government was ridiculed by the Orits as
& makeshiflt.

"§¥ith every desire to treat the matter seriously, one
must be permitted to laugh at this. Everybody knows that Mr.,
Thompson, it has been understood, 1s seeking a judgeship, and has
assurances that his wish will be gratified when & vacancy occurs.
Kr. Creelman will remeln only until after the elections, MNr. Bell
is the only one who will retain office 1f the Government getas a
majority, #Mr, Bell is one of the ablest snd most respected men on
the Conservative side." The three members without portfolie,
Townshend, Troop, and McDonald, had drawn frequent amounts for
Travelling Expenses to which they were not entitled., "They hadn't
any regular salary, but pleked up what they could get." $ Hr.
Thompson did not dare fill the three vacancies in the Couneil until
he saw who was elected.

The utmost contempt for the 'Tory' Government was expressed
by all the Grits:

1. MNORNING CHRONICLE, June wi 1882,

2. ACADIAN RECORDER, May 26, 1882,
3. MORNING CHRONICLE, May 27, 1882,



"4 more hopelessly imbecile Government never existed
on the face of the earth, They have been in office for
nsarlz four years, and they have not done as much work of
any kind or description ss three ordinary men could have
accomplished in & month., We defy thelir most enthusiastie
admirer, or their most tosdylsh supporter, to point out
anything they have done at a8ll worthy of statesmen of the
moat common type. The creation of an office for a needy
supporter; the dismissal of & few good officers to meke
room for pensioners; a futlle attempt to plunge the Pro~
vinee into needless debit; and a final denouement in the
way of a curlious Syndicate scheme - which bids fair to
eollapse -~ this is the record of four years of humiliating
government,"

The Provincial government of 1878 - &8 had falled to
pass 1ts important legislation such as the Bridge Bill, the
Abolition of the Leglslative Council, grants to colleges, and
Provineial Ioan, and had also falled to obtain a share of the
Pishery Award from the Dominion, The Syndicate scheme for the
econsolidation of the Rallways proved unpopular with many people.
Others were angry because work on the Nictaux and Atlantic Rail-
way had been suspended,

The subject of the Road and Bridge grant caused con-
sidereble discussion., The Liberals charged that the "Tories' had
failed to keep the promises made by Mr. Holmes and the other
"Toried' while they were in Opposition, to spend large sums on
public highways. On the conirary, the Tories had permitted the
roads to degemerate to "man and beast traps."”

"Everyone in the country knows that instead of ine-

ereasing the road grants the present imbecile and hypo-
Wiz Formeriy were. Vot veeslt Boing That Ou Paaks RAE

bridges are in a scandalous condition. The disgraceful
manner in which the present Government had violated their

l. ACADIAR RECORDER, NMay 2, 1882,



61,

election promises, and neglected the road and bridge ser-
vice of the country, deserves the hearty cegdcmnntian of
the people from Cape Sable to Cape North,"

The people were urged to vote for the Liberal candi-

dates:

"Yote against the late Loocsl members who have neglected
the roads and bridges. Vete for new blood -« Power, Flelding,
and Poster.," ©

The resentment about the fallure of Nova Scotia to obtaln

@ share of the Flshery Award wad directed towards the Dominion, not
the Nova Scotian, government. The Liberals pointed out that
Holmes had promised that 1f the "Tories' wers in power at Ottawa he
would obtain the renewal of the special grant of 1868, When Mani-
toba received an inecressed subsidy the Liberal press became very
indignant, HNr, Holmes was "too sleepy by helf.”

"It would be unkind to twit him with not having obtained
a renewal of the subsidy, or even a share of the fishing award,
as he 1s go soon to make his exit from power ... The electors
see that the favers he antielipated from Ottawa have not been
showered upon him, and that he has pot possessed sufficlent
energy to demsnd them with vigor." &

The Railway Consolidation contract with the Syndlicate

was still eriticized by the Liberals, who repeated thelr srguments
that the Nova Scotlan government would have to pay the {225,000
guarantee, and that the Company was not sound, and it would never
raise the five and a half millions necessary to consummate the con-
tract., The people must "Vote Against Monopolies."

The Liberals gave flive reasons why the electors should

vote against the candidates of the Locel Covernment: |

*l. The Covernment has faliled to fulfill the promises
made before the election of 1878.

1., WORNING CERONICLE, June 16, 1882,
2. 1Ibid.
5. 1Ibid, May 12, 1882,
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2, When in power they did things for which they had
condemned the former Government, and falled to do what they
had declared should be done, s.g., in the matter of the
Bastern Rallwsy Extension, of the coal duty, and of appointe-
ments to the Legislative Couneil,

5. Heving promised in 1878 to improve the road and bridge
service, and secure Iincreased grants for it, they have cut down
the granta to about half what they had been under those who
went before them, and by doing so have geriously injured the
agricultursl, fishing, and mining interests which they had
promised to foster,

4. They have pledged the credit of the Province to the
extent of {225,000 a year to & rallway syndicate, which, as
far as can be shown, possesgsses no capitasl of its own, and will
probably extract the full smount of the guarantee without con-
ferring any corresponding advantage on the people.

8. They came into power with the present Dominion Govern-
ment, sustained them in all their iniquitous acts to the fatriw
ment of the Province, should shere in their punishment,”

The Liberal Conservative Government appealed to the
electors for the continued support and confidence of the necple
in & pamphlet in which they contrasted the pericd of Prostration,
from 1874 to 1878, with s simller period of Prosperity, from 1878
to 1882, They accused the Reform Govermment of squandering the
debt account at Ottawa and bringing the province to the verge of
bankruptey by their jobbery and corruption. They explained the
poliey of economy and retrenchment their Covernment was forced to
adopt, end argued that the road and other services had to be re-
duced as a consequence of the Reformers! extravagance., They re-
viewed the advantages of the Funding Bill, the County Incorporation
Act, the Bridge Bill, the sbolition of the Legislative Couneil,
their reilway policy end the Railway Syndlicate, and blamed the
"so-called" Liberals in the Council for the defeat of beneficial
measures like the Bridge Bill and Funding Bill.

l. MORNING CHRONICLE, June 15, 1882,
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Within three years the Provincisl government had rescued
the Frovince financially from the conditlion of virtual bankruptey.
Under their rule the revenue from the Mines department doubled, the
Crown lands quadrupled, and the extortionate charges connected with
Public FPrinting ended. Much beneficlal legislstion was passed.
Under the County Incorporation Act the counties managed thelr own
business. Acts for the better regulation of #ines, for the manege-
ment of Railways, of Crown lands, for the encouragement of agrl-
culture and the improvement of Sduscation wers carried into effect.

If the "@Grits" were elected now the Frovince would be
plunged into debt by their extravagance and corruption. Prosperity
in mining, lumbering, and fishing, the development of home menu~
factures, and progress in rallway construction would cease entirely
under "Orit" rule, "They atand forth to-day, the avowed opponents
of industrial development and political progress.”

Let every elector, therefore, who remembers the stag-
nation and depression which pervaded every department of in-
dustry during the derk period of 1872 - 78, as contrasted
with the progress and prosperity which have characterized
the past four years of Liberal-Conservative rule, give his
support, his energy, and influence in favour of a party whose
continuance in power means & continuous and progressive in-
erease of the present prosperity of the country.

The Conservative party won the Federal election by

& majority of 139 members to 72 - almost exactly the same
majority as in 1878, Kova Scotla returned fourteen Conservatives
and seven Liberals, the same as in the election of 1878. The
Dominion Government had chosen thelr time for the contest., They

had a strong poliey. The country was Loo prosperous

1. Four Years of Liberal-Conservative Government 1in Nova Scotia,

Ll
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to seek & change. MNanufacturers, sharehoclders in North-West colon-
ization companles, dealers in Rallway supplies wished the Consere
vatives to remein in office. The country wanted the C.P.R. 'The
people were sstisfied with the Nationel Poliey and the rallway
policy. The Tories wielded an Immense patronage which undoubtedly
exerted some Influsnce. So the Dominion government recelved a two
to one ma jority.

The conlgrvntlve party was defeated in the provincial
contest, The Liberals were swepi Into power with twenty-four
supporters out of thirty-eight. ‘

The re-organization of the ﬁnva'§§§tia Government on the
eve of the elsction had undoubtedly weakened the Conservatives.
¥r., Thompson did not have time to assume leadership of the party

and conduct an active campalgn., Many of them were too confident.
Ko definite polley was put forward by the government, There was
dlssatisfaction throughout the provinee about the Rallway Poliey,
the Bridge Bill, the FPunding Bill, the Bill for the Abolition of
the Council, Better Terms, and the reduction of the Road Orant,
The Conservatives had lost the confidence of the people, sc the
Liverals asuocceeded then.
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William T. Pipes (Cumberland) became Premier of Kova
Scotia and the head of the new Liberal Covernment. 7The other
members of the Executive were Alonzo J, White (Cape Breton),
Attorney-General; Charles E. Chureh (Lunenburg) Provinelal
Secretary; Albvert Gayton (Yarmouth), Commissioner of Works and
Wines; and Thomss Johnson (Shelburne), Dr. Duncan Campbell
{Inverness), A. M. Cochran (Legislative Counecil), and Thomas
F. ¥orrison (Legislative Counecil), ministers without portfolio.
Angus ¥eCGillivray (Antigonish) was chosen Speaker by
a unanimous vote., Charles B, Whidden (C) had been elected member
for Antigonish in place of John 3, D. Thompson (C) who had re-
signed to become a judge of the Supreme Court of Nlova Scotia.
Angus McLennan (C) had been elected a member for the county of
Inverness in place of Duncan J. Campbell (L), deceased., This
altered the membership of the parties to twenty-three Liberals
and fifteen cansarvagivoa.l
In I&SG‘& change occurred in the membership of the
Executive Council when ¥illism 8. Flelding (Halifax) became
Premier of Hova Hcotia, On July 14, 1884, W. T. Pipes, the
Premier, had resligned from the Council for personal reasons,
lr, Plpes had suggested to Lieutenant-Governor Matthew Richey that
he consult with W, 8, Flelding., Although Hr. Flelding had re-~
signed as Councillor two months previoualy,g his resignation
had never been accepted. On July 26, Er, Flelding recommended
that all members of the Executive except iir, Pipes and ¥r, fayton
be re-appointed.,
l. T.E.Corning (Yarmouth) was elected as an Independent, but as
he was regarded as a Conservative by the members of the Auaambly.

I have followed their example.
2, FHe had entered the government ss minlster without portfolioe,

. N
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The new government consisted of ¥, 8, Fleldlng, as
President of the Council and Provinelal Secretary; A. J, White,
Attorney~General; C. E. Church, Commissioner of Publiec Works and
Mines; Thomas Morrison, Thomas Johnson, Isidore LeBlanc, and
James %, Longley as ministers without parttalio.l

The editor of the HERALD claimed that this change had
been caused by the dissatisfaction of the Libersl party and mem-
bers of the Assenbly with the Pipes government., He stated that
W. Pipes had veen induced to resign as Fremier, while Mr. Fleld~-
ing and M¥r, Longley had been put in office because they would be
amenable to control by Liberals outside the Legislature.

The twenty-elighth Assembly was characterized by con-
siderable pertisan feeling and long debates. Nr., 4. Bell
(Pictou), lLeader of the Opposition, stated that his party "were
disposed in every respect to glve the government a falr oppor-
tunity of carrying on the business of the country, and did not
intend to offer any factious opposition.” .

Howsver, party differences were soon revealed in the
debates over Exefutive Councillors' Fees and the bill for \
Sherliffs.

on Fobruary.li, 1883, %p, W, Plelding, (Halifax),
introduced & bill to regulate the indemnity paild to the members
of the Executive Council by paying the actusl travelling ex-
penses of each Couneillor and four dollars a day lor actual
attendance upon the Council., He charged that ths'poaple had come

to believe that the allowances given to the Councillors were

- 1. HORNING HERALD, Pebruary 20, 1888,
2. Opﬁniﬂg debate, 1883,
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excessive, asnd that the previcus government had used the guesitlon
of excessive travelling fees merely as asn election ery because
“"when they came into power they conveniently forgot &ll about
the wetter and guietly pat thelr usual fees in their pockets."”

The Conservatives resented thls statement by ir. PFleld-
ing, and they saccused him of beling unduly anxlous to secure
eredlt for a paltry reform.

The dehate on the second reading of the blll was very
bitter. The Liberals agreed that the bill was importsnt because
it put an end to the scandals in connection with the payments to
the Execuitlve Couneillors, Ho longer would e Councillor recelve
thirty cents a mile raillway allowance when he travelled free on
the Iantercolonial,

The Conservatives sald that they would support the bill
8% & necessary economy even though 1t was a "paltry reform”.
Finally, after the debate had degenerated into a squabble over
the merits and defects of the respective partlies, the bill passed
without divislion.

On February 22nd, 18835, the two partles revealed thelr
strength in the vote on the second reading of the "Bill Respsct-
ing Sheriffs." FPremler Pipes had proposed a bill providing that
S8heriffs be selected and appointed by the Governor-in-Counecil in-
stead of by a Committee of two Judges and two Executive Councillors.
Adam Bell (Plotou) had led the vigorous opposition made by the
Conservatives, He had protested because he feared that the bill
would make the Sheriffs political appointees subject to undue




influence from the party in power.

The reason for this apprehension was thet the Sheriffs
acted as Returning Officers in the elections., The Conservatives
believed that 1f the Covernment obtained the power to appolint the
Sheriffs they would appoint politlical sympathizers and dismise
Conservative Sheriffs, and that the Liberal Sheriffs would favour
the Liberal party at the next election,

The Liberals in the Assewbly insisted that this bill
wuld not improve the Sheriff's position, and that 1t would enable
the governmevly to dismiss incompetent men and to retain efficlent
ones.

The "Bill Respecting Sheriffs" passed the House by a
vote of tweniy-two to fifteen glving the Liberals a majority of
seven on a strict party vote. i

During the sessions of 1885 and 1686 there was con-
siderable party feeling, but the excessive bitterness and the
personsl guarrels of the two previous sessions had disappeared,
The members were content toc state thelr posiition and to argue
thelr differences with dignity., Farty lines were much stricter
then under the Holmes-Thompson government becsuse kr, Flelding

hed a much smaller majority. ¥embers were forced to sacrifice

thelr personsl opinions to their party's safety.

1. For the Sheriff Bill: :
Premier (L), Eon. Prov. Sec'y (L), Att.-len, (L), Com. Works
and ¥ines (L), Flelding (L), Johnson (L), LePlenc (L), Mack
(L), Buchanan (L), MacCoy (L), Weeks (L), Longley (L),
MeCurdy (L), HeKell (L) Cook (L), Power (L), H. ¥unro (L),
Eﬂdgz iL), Haley (L), Ross (L), Fraser (L), Hobicheau (L)~ 22,
ainat:

'), SiecLennan (C), Campbell (C), Corning (I or C)
Townshend (C), Blair (C), Patterson (C), C.H. Hunro (Gs,
Hoeckin (C) McDonald (C) MecRae (C), Whidden (C), Spence (C),
Harrington (C), Harris (C) - 15.
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On March 14, 1883, McRae's (C, Richmond) resolution
to secure economy by reducing the membership of both houses
of the Legislature was vigorously debated for three days. At
the same time the sbolition of the Logialat&ve Council was
discusased,

J. %, Longley (L, Annapolis) advocated the abolition
of the Council because no necessity existed for its continuance,
and becsuse 1t would be & substantlal economy, and he moved
an amendment :

' Resolved, that in view of the successful experience
of the frovinces of Ontario and ¥anitobe, and the special
need of economy in the administration of our Local affairs
it is expedient to sbolish the Legislative Councll of Kova
Sgotia as soon as can be done consistently witﬁlthp exist-
ing laws end prerogatives of this Leglslature,

This was seconded by W. S. Fielding, who belleved that
the Province could afford to dispense with the Councll although
he praised its usefulness,

Hany members objected to the reduction in the number
of members of the Legislature; others merely dilsliked any change.
Some protested against wasting the Assembly's time when the
Couneil would never consent to its ebolition. Others agreed with
¥r, Hoekin (Pletou) that 1t was not useless to dilscuss the abol-
ition ben#usa the Councillors might be convinced that such was
the will of the people.

¥r. Longley's smendment was passed by & vote of twenty-
five to five, The Conservatives felt that they had been committed
to the prineciple of the abolition of the Couneil by thelr acts

while in power.

1. JOURNAL OF THE HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY OF NOVA SCOTIA, 1883, p. 58,
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No definite action was undertaken to cbtain the abol~
ition of the Council. One policy sdvocated for achieving the
abolition was to refrain from making appointments to the Counecil
until it cessed to exist., The Liberals had seemed to follow
this poliecy until April, 1884, when three government supporters -
i, H, Goudge, of Windsor, I. V. Dexter, of Hrooklyn, Queens
County, and Alex. McKay, of North Sydney - were appointed to the
Council to vote for the Raillway Bill,

On April 16, 1884, Townshend (C, Cumberland) moved a
vote of censure against the government for appointing three Coune
¢illors without pledging them to vote for the abolitlion of the
Couneil. Premier Pipes denled that he had made any such pledge,
and the vote of censure was lost by a vote of elght to fifteen.

In 1886 . A. Patterson (0, Colchester) introduced a
resolution that no appointments should be made to the Council
until after the general election. This resolution was defeated
by & party vote: five Conservatives for it and fifteen Liberals
against it, although the Liberal lesders repeated their views
that the Counell should be abolished, *

The subject of Education was discussed on a non-part-
isan basis, In 1883 Mr., W. D. Harrington (Halifax) again intro-
duced his bill, "To Secure Better Attendance at Public Schools.®
This bill provided that unless a child between the ages of seven
end fourteen attended school for a minimum of eighty days the

1. Debates of li. 8. Assembly, 1886, P 301, 511 et seq.
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parents were liable to & fine of ten dollers, and the act became
law at the option of a majority of the ratap«yera‘l |

¥r, Otto Weeks (L, Ouysborough) refused to vote for
the bill, "He belleved that attendance upon school should be
free and voluntary,”™ Hr. W. 8. Plelding (L, Halifax) “was
strongly in favour of compulsory education ... Education waas
something wore than a privilege. It was a duty ... it was
necessary to see that this duty of securing a certain amcunt
of education was recognized and acted upon by all.” The Bill
passed by a vote of twenty-five to elght,

In 1884 the School for the Deafl was given the same
government support as the School for the Blind., The municl-
pality and the province each paid sixty dollars towards the
support of each pupil. In 1886 these grants to the School
for the Plind were Incressed to seventy-five dallarz per pupil.

The system of Acedemlc Education was altered in 1888,
on April 8 the Provineisl Jecretary, W. 5. Flelding, moved the
second reading of the "Bill to Encourage Academic Rducation.”
This bill attempted to rearrange the grants to high schools on
an equlitable basis, Nr, Flelding seld that

"As respects the scademice branch of our educational
system, there has been dlssatisfaction for some yeers.," 2

The bill tried to eliminate the evils pointed out by
Dr. Allison (Superintendent of Bducation) in his last report, o

1. This éct had been introduced by ¥r. Harrington on Jan. 30,1882;
consideration deferred on February 13, 1882, and ordered ta be
printed for informatlon of electors, Published in App. Ho. B,

~ xxviil, Journal of Assembly, 1883,

2. Debates of H.8. Assembly, 1885, P 312,

Se Each county received an annual grant of (600 for a County
Academy., In some cases the sum was expended for the support of
an ordinary schoel, No allowance was made for the fact that
someé countles had s larger school population than others.



This bill d4id not limit the academy grant to six

hundred dollars a year, but the grant varied, slmilar to the
common school grant, aoccording to the work accomplished; and it
might be given to any high school in the county, not always to
the one in the shire town. The grant was to be distributed in
this manner:

When one duly qualified teacher is employed with a

properly certified yearly average of at least fifteen

high scheool pupils a grant equal to two thirds of the

u§;try pg&ﬁ such teacher, pro;idod the grant shall not
exceed five hundred dollars.

For two teachers and forty pupils the grant was §1,000;
three teachers and eighty pupils, {1,500; four teachers and one
hundred and twenty pupils, {1,600, Halifax and Pictou academies
were to receive their grants under this system.

Adam Bell (C, Plotou) stated that he would be gled to
support this bill, which placed the County Academies on a per-
manent basis., The Leader of the Opposition and Hr., Hockin
(C, Pictou) felt that Plotou Academy had received fair treatment,

In a short debate both Liberals and Conservatives ex-
pressed thelr concurrence. They supported the bill because it
encouraged merit instead of distributing money in an arbitrary
manner, and because it would increase teachers' salaries, and
improve teaching in high schools.

On its second reading the bill was carried by a division
of twentyenine to four. J. M. Haeck (L, Queens), John NcHNeill
(L, Digby), Joseph Cook (I, Queens), and John A. McDonald (C, Vie~
toria) oppesed it because they thought that the bill encouraged
and helped the larger and more populous and more wealthy districts,

and that this was unfair to the poorer districts.

l. Op. cit, P 312 - 318; N, 8. Laws, 1885, P 17. This bill
was conmonliy called the (Countvy depdemvy BI11 .
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The Committee on Education amended the Acadenic
Bdueation Bill to allow {1,720 to an acedemy employing four
teachers, As this would benefit only Halifax and FPlctou, it
was opposed by Willlam MacCoy (1L, Shelburne), but his motion

was lost, and the blll received its third reading unchanged, 1

The Agricultural Education Bill of 1885, introduced
by lr. Flelding, was welcomed as an indication that the Counell
of Publiec Instruction was considering popular demand in expend-
ing part of the grant on agrieultural education. Although an
Agricultural College was required, the Province was unable to
afford to purchase a farm and to provide teachers, This bill
made provision for a competent man to be placed in the Normal
School to instruct young farmers and pupll teachers in agri-
culture. Teachers who had obtained an agrisultural diploma
would receive a hundred dollars additional government allowance.
The billl was passed with very little debate.

In the same year an lmportant amendment was made to
Chapter 39 R.8 - "The EZncouragement of Agriculture." For some
years passt there had been & general dlssatisfsction with the
menagement of affairs by the Central Board of Agriculture, .

Acting on the recommendation of the Committee on Agri-
culture, the Government had decided to abolish the Central Board,
and to transfer all the powers and duties of the Board to the
Governor-in-Counecil, and to appoint a Secretary of Agriculture
to aseist the Executive,

l. Debates, 1885, F 379, 381, SE6.
2. The Ugntral Board consisted of one Cabinet member, and six

other persons, chosen to represent various districts by the
sgricultural socleties. See N.S. Debates, 1886, P 430,
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Also, the district exhibitions, which had been un~
successful, were to be abelished in favour of a Provincial
exhibition which would be held every five years; County ex-
hibitions would be subsidized by the government.

Some members objected to the abolition of district
exhibitions, while others declared that the Governor-in-Counecil
knew nothing about sgriaultare, and that sea captains would be
expected to encourage farming. However, the bill passsed without

division.

¥ost of the session of 1884 was oceupled with the
discussion of the Hevised Statutes, Fifth Series, Three Com-
missioners - Judge ¥W. Johnson, of the County Court, ¥r. Otto
8., Weeks (L, Guysboro), snd ¥r. J. W, Longley (L, Annapolis) -
had been appointed at the last session in spite of harsh con-
demnation of the government by the Conservatives for appointing

members of the Assembly to positions of emolument under the Crown,

In these years Finance begen to assume the lmportance
that 1t was to achleve in succeeding Leglislatures, The Liberal
government which came into power in 1882 spent with a freer hand
than the Holmes -~ Thompson government, but not with the liberal-
ity of earller administrations. This Leglslature also witnessed
the bveginning of Williem 8. Flelding's career as Provincial
Secretary and guardian of Nova Scotlia's finances.

In 1882 Nova Scotla had no funded debt. Previous Pro-
vineiul governments had provided themselves with funds by with-
drawals from the debt account at Ottawa. In 1878 this account
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had been almost exhausted., The Holmes~-Thompson government would
have inaugurated borrowing but were frustrated by the Legislative
Couneil., Thus, by the Loan Billl of 1883, the Legislature created
a capital secount and Hova Scotia issued bonds for the first time
since Confederation.

The debate over the Loan Blll was influenced by the
feelings aroused over the Syndicate Resoclutions which had pre-
ceded it. On April 1lth, 1883, Premler William Pipes woved the
second reading of the bill to raise a loan of {2,400,000, Of
this sum §1,500,000 was to pay for the Eastern Extension,
400,000 for the construection of other raiiwagu, £500,000 for
the rebuilding of the larger bridges, and (60,000 to pay the
flosting debt of the Province.

The Leader of the Upposition, Adam Bell, criticlzed
the Provinelel Loan because it was excessive, and because the
queation of bridges should have been considered in a separate
bill, He protested against inereasing the public debt., "The
whole net result of this bill, dpr, Speaker, 1s going to be the
ereation of & 1iability on the part of the Frovince of 142,000
a yoar for thirty years - an amount larger than the whole road
grant for this year.® He oclaimed that to offset this enormous
1iability the Province would have & railway that might or might
not make money.

The remainder of the long debate on the Loan Bill was
a djiscussion of the govermment's rallway polliey, not the guestion

of finence.



76,

Premier Pipes falled to float Nova Scotia's bonds in
london. Sufficient bonds were sold at home at five per cent.
interest Lo create a sizeabls capital amocount,

On April 17, 1884, Premier Pipes moved the second reade-
ing of a bill, which passed withoul division, suthorizing the
payment of certain money to Baring Prothers, In the Syndicate
contract betweser th= (overrment and Mr, Plunkett, Hova Scotla
had received £52,000 from Baring Brothers. It was supposed
that this money would be forfelted if the contract were not
carried out. When Mr, Pipes wes in London he had discovered
that Baring Prothers clalwed the depoait and had made an appli-
cation for its return, and that ¥r., Holmes had promised to return
the deposit if the contract was not ratified. After obiaining
legal advice, the gavarnmont had decided to return the money.

The Opposition sgreed that this deposit should be re-
turned, and objected to the government's delay. It was suggeated
that the failure to return the deposit had harmed Nova Scotia's
eredit in England, and that the repayment was essential for the
honor and credit of the Frovince,

However, the sum recelived from Barings had been de-
posited in the Debt Account at Ottawa, The Dominlion Government
refused the Province's application to pay Baring PBrothers from
this account because withdrawals could only be made for "loecal
improvements.” Premier Flelding was forced to take the amount

from the Fublic VWorks Pund.
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In 1883 the Libersl govermment begen to remove the
responsibility for Bridges from the municipalities. Eridges
were one of the few subjects which were considered on none-
partissan grounds, One ¢lsuse of the Loan Bill of 1883 appro~
- priated {500,000 for the construction of permsnent bridges,
end a Epridge P11l giving the Governor-in-Council power to spend
it was passed ynanimously. _

On Mareh 16, 1888, Fremier Plslding moved the second
reading of e Eridge Bill which suthorized the Governor-in-Council
to increase the brldge allowance to any éaunty by £ifty percent.
He explained that some counties had already expended thelr share
of the bridge grent, snd requlred more, and that 1t was advisable
for the Frovinece to borrow & large sum for the Erldges, and to
permit the municipeslities to draw upon the Province because the
Province could borrow st & lower rate of 1ntereat.1 The muni-
ecipalities pald interest on the sums borrowed, the Province
deducting the amcunt from the road grént.

The motion for the second reading was carried on
division by a vote of twenty-cne to fourteen. 2 The ma jority
of the Liberals vobted for the bill, and a majority of Consere
vatives opposed 1t. However, three Liberals, J. Mack (Cueens),
John HeKelll (Digby), and Robicheau (Digby) voted against the
measure becauss they were dissatiasfied with the distribution of
the money, and three Conservatives, Alex., Campbell (Inverness),
Angus McLennen (Inverneass), and William Harrington (Halifax) voted
for i1t because they were satisfied with their county's share,

1. 44%, as compsred to 6% or 7%4.
2. n;:éuz:: N.S. Assembly, 1888, P 180, Also P 114 - 126,
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kost of the Liberals supported the Bridge Bill because
they felt that the construction of the great bridges of Nova
Scotia was a provinelal obligation, and that this construction
should be carried out under the supervision of the Frovineilal
Engineer, and also because the Province could borrow money more
cheaply than the wunicipalities., Some believed that if Hova
Scotla did not provide the money for the bridges the munlol-
palities would be forced to resort to direct texation, and that
this calamity must be staved off as long as possible, .

The Conservatives tended to oppose the Eridge Bill be~
cause 1t committed the govermment to borrowing the [1,600,000
necessary to reconstruct all the large brildges. They objected to
& large sum of interest being deducted from the rvad grant as this
would meke the grant inadequate for road repalrs. Some members
claimed that hslf a million was suffieclient, and that the govern-
ment was being given unparalleled powers, and, furthermore, this
additional {280,000 would be used for corruption,

This administration was also confronted with the problem
of an Inadequate revenue. It was absolutely essential that Hova
Sootia have more money. Accordingly, the government concentrated
on trying to obtain a larger grant from Ottawa. From the begin-
ning the Executive openly declared that thelr financlal 4iffi-
culties were traceable to ¢onre&aration, and should be remedied
by a larger subsidy. In 1884 the federal government conceded the
demand that the increased debt allowance given in 1873 ought to
date back to Confederation, and in consequence {793,400 was added
to Nova Scotia's debt credit at Ottawa, »

1., 1884 Dominion Laws, C 4. Thls concession was caused by pressure
from Zir John A, Hacdonald's Quebec supporters.
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Thias concession did not satisfy the government of Hova
Scotia, Further attempts to obtain s larger subsidy eventually

ended in the Repeal movement,

The Rallway question continued to be of lmportance during
the entire session of the Legislature from 1883 to 1886. The Syn-
dicate Act, which had erocused the intersst of all Hova Scotians,
had not been carried into force when kir., Pipes' government had
succeeded the Holmwes -~ Thompson administrstion.

‘ It was hoped that the rallway problem hed been setiled
by the Syndicate bargsln. However, the Syndicate Logiulatiqn
proved to be a fallure. ©On February 27th, 1883, Er., Pipes presented
the papers In connection with the Eastern Rallway fZxtension, 1 The
Syndicate Contract required the government to exerclse its power to
acquire various provincisl rallways for the Company. The Eastern
Extension had to be bought immedlately or Nova Scotla's right to
scequire 1t would expire. The government of Nova Soctia had pre-
vented the Helifax and Cape Breton Rallway Company from galning
contrel of the Pletou Branch by refusing to grant a certificate of
completion, and requested the Csnadian ¥inister of Public Works to
serve as arbitrator,

At first, a Hova Scotian delegation to Ottaws proposed
that the Dominion aequire the Eastern Extension while glving Nova
Scotlia the option to buy the line at any time within two yeare.
fihen this was refused the locel government declded to exercise its
right to buy the Rastern Extension, the smount to be paid being
declded by arbltration, Premler Flpes declared that thils sum

1. See JOURNAL OF ¥.S., ASSEMBLY, 1883, App. No. 12,
2. HORNING CHRONICLE, 1883, Feb, 27, March 1, 3, 6.
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would be at least [1,200,000, but that in return the Province
would recelve one hundred and thirty-one mlles of rallway,
150,000 acres of Crown land, rolling stock valued at {225,000,
and in addition nntsnnﬁal revenue from the Plctou Branch of
480,000,

Opposition Leader Adam Bell pointed cut that the Admin-
istration was only reaping the benefits of the wise railway policy
of thelr predecessors, end that 1t was lmposeible for the Conser-
vativea to oppose the bill because 1t was thelr own work. Dr.
#cLennan (¢, Inverness) alone objected until he was convineced that
the government would provide railways for Cape Breton,

The mutual goodwill which permitted the Easstern Zxtension
B1ll to be passed unanimously did not last long. Intense party
feeling, hatred, and bitternsss were freguently shown in this
Agaembly, and nart& confliet reached its height in the debates
over the Rallway Resolutions introduced by the Ganabrv&tivn leader,

On April Sth, 1883, Mr, Bell introduced a Eqaclutioa
consuring the government for its delay in carrying outvtha measure
for consolideting the Railways, and requesting that the Vovernment
inform the lLeglslature of the rallway policy they intended to adopt.

This was a vote of confidence against the government, and
accordingly the Liberals united in support of their party. Er.
Bell's resclution was defeated by a party vote of fourteen to
twenty-one. 1

The Conservative party had been responsible for the
Syndlicate Bargain, and although now they were in Opposition they

l., WN.8. JOURNAL, 1883, P 97.
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believed that their scheme for consolldation offered the best
solution for Nova Scotia's railway problems. They had assented

to having the Covernment acquire the Eastern Extension &8s & step
towards consolidation by the Nova Scotia Railway Company. How
that the CGovernment had stated that the Syndicate Bargaln had
failed, the Conservatives were opposed to government ownership and
management of the Rastern Extenslon.

On April 9th Mr, Bell moved his Syndlcate Resolutions,

which read in part: ‘

"That the actlion of the VYovernment in their negotiations
and transsctions with the said Company, in their unnecessary
delay, illega) demande, and in the appointment of the lion.

#, B. Vail as agent, has not been_ sueh as to merit the con~-
tinued confidence of this House,"1

The Conservstive leader declared that while the members

of the Government sssured the people of the success of the Zyndlcate
scheme they privately spoke "of that scheme .., as & thing not to
be treated seriously.®

In his reply Premier Flpes betrsyed his anger and extreme

sxasperation, He hoped that thls time the Conservatives would suffer
an lgnominious defeat, snd defended the actions of his govermment,
stating that M¥r, Vail was anAugent in whose prudence they had ocon-
fidence, and who would not malte concessions that would endanger

 the interests of the Province, but who would concede all that the
contrect reguired. TFor two days the Syndicate Resulutions were

vigorouasly debated in long apsouhma.g

2. Townshend, Spence, and Corning supported the resclutions, while
KoCoy, White, Cayton, LeBlanc, and Flelding defended the Govern~
ment. Nr. Plelding in a speech two and & half hours long attacked
the past record of the Conservative party, and all its mewbers in
the present house., See CHRONICLE, April 30 to May 10, 1883,



There was much vituperation. The debate degenerated
into undignified bickering while the arguments expressed in the
last session for and against the Syndicate were repeated ad infin-
itum., Pinally, the resolutions weére defeated twelve to nineteen,
by 8 party vote - a majority of seven for the government on a vote
of emnfidansc.l v -

The violence aroused by the Syndicate Resolutions ine
fluenced the debate over the Loan 5411 which immediately followed.
As this bill would provide the money for the purchase of the Esatern
Extension the guestion of the Provineclal Loan rapidly became the
question of Rallways.

Adam Bell eriticized the Loan Pill because it did not
provide for the extension of railways into Cape Breton, and be-
cause it did not mske any arrangements towards consclidation,
Until the Government proved that the Syndicate Scheme had fsiled
the Opposition must oppose this

"hermaphrodite scheme containing no promise of railway

econsolidation, end holdling cut no prospect of advantages to

the Pravincc‘ and certain only to burden us with a huge

public debt."2
Then Mr, Bell moved in amendment that nezotiatlions be resumed with
the Nova Secotia Railway Company. Very bitter feeling raged during
the ensuing debate whieh reviewed Nova Scotia's rallway policy
from Joseph Howe onwards. The Libersls claeimed that the Conser-
vatives were trying to kill the Loan Bill by thelr factions obe
Jections, and by long delayling speeches In which they talkec non-
sense, The debate contlnued untll midanight on londay, April 1éth,

1. MORNING CHRONICLE, May 10, 1883,
2. MNOBRNING CHRONICLE, Hay 12, 1883.



when the Loan Bill was passed by & vote of twenty te thirteen, the
Liberals retalning their majority of seven in thle party vote. -

In 1884 attention was foocussed on the proposed transfer
of the Plctou Branch and the Eastern Zxtension to the Pominion of
Canada,®

On Mereh 27, 1864, Premier Pipes explained that in accord-
ance with the leglslatlon of the last sesslon the Government had
arranged to take over the ZEastern Extension for a sum fixesd by
arbiltration at §1,088,000, but that the Dominion had refused to
tranafer the Plctou Branch. A delegation sent te Ottawa had been
informed that before the Fletou Branch would be transferred to Nova
Scotia the province must agree to allow the Dominion to regulate
the tariff on the line, and that Wova Scotla must provide rolling
atock and complete tho'Canaa ferry. ’ The provineial government
had decided that it would ecost about §100,000 annually for interest
and sinking fund to egquip the rallway to comply with the Dominion's
conditions while the line woulé only earn about 135,000, so the
Government had arrsnged for the Domipion to take over the railvéys
and manage them.

fremler Pipes enumerated various advantages of having the
Dominion control the rallways, viz,., 1t would benefit the cosl and
iron trude becsuse the Dominlon could afford to carry coal and iron
at coat, and 1t would mean lower rates generally, it would oconsocl~-
idate su#cral lines under one management, and the Dominion would
construct railways in Cape Breton. He astated that the Dominion
1., JOURNAL OF N.8. ASSENBLY, 1883, P 113, 116,

2. JOURNAL OF W.8, ASSENBLY, 1884, App. No. 11
3., BSee Debates in MORNING HERALD, Harch 20, 1884,



would pay Nova Scotis §1,200,000, and that this sum would repay
the province for its outlay in purchasing the Rastern Extension,
'Tht Premier closed with the plea "if we believe this poliey to be
the best, let us vote for it,” 1

The Conservatives furiously assalled the Govermment for
what they declared was a base surrender of provincial property
because in the proposed transfer Nova Scotia received no compen-
sation for the provincisl subsidy spent on the Eastern Rxtension.
They also claimed that this was a breach of faith with Cape Breton
because the Dominion had not guarsnteed to construct rallways in
Cape BEreton, 2

¥r. Bell declared that the government's opinion of the
value of the Flectou Branch had decreased as thelr difficulties
multiplied., He hinted that the Liberals had been forced to turn
the roads over to the federal authorities on any terms because
their incompetence, blunders, and neglect made it impossible for
them to obtaln the necessary funds to take over the railwey. KHe
computed that if the Provinece would operate the railway it would
receive a surplus of §12,000 a year, &

James A. Praser (L, Guysboro) made a very strong speech
against the bill because he could not support the confilscation of
provineial property. W. 8, Flelding (I, Halifax) occupled the |
House for four hours with his speech, He condemned the Dominion
government for its mest unjust and illegal demands in connection
with the transfer of the Plctou Branch, and he quoted at great
1. HERALD, 1884, March 30.

2. See Editorials of HERALD, 1884, April 2, 3, 4, and Debates,

April 6th.
$. HERALD, March 31, 1884.
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length from the Conservetive press in an attempt to show that
the "Tories"™ were in favour of the surrender.

The Railway Blll passed its second reading in the
Assembly on Priday evening, (April 4, 1884) between six and
seven o'clock by a vote of twenty to seventeen. 1 me Con-
servatives, Jjoined by two Libersls, Weeks and Fraser, voted
golidly against the bill, reducing the government's majority
to threse. However, Bell's motlion to defer the bill for three
months had been defeated fifteen to twenty-two.

The Government held a speclal evening asesslon to
ittee of the Whole and its

rush the bill through the Domm
third reading that night. Although the Railway Pill had been
peased through the Assembly in such haste, 1t was not intro-
duced intc the Leglislative Council until April 12th., In the

Couneil the Railway Bill became law after the three months'

hoist was defeated. E

1. PFor Railway Bill - Pipes (L), Att.-Gen. (L), Johnson (L),
om, %works (L), Prov. Sec'y (L), Robicheau (L), Buchanan (L),
H, Nunro (L), Xeck (L), LeBlanc (L), Plelding (L), ¥eCoy (L),
Longley (L), Haley (L), MeCurdy (L), HeNeill (L), Coock (L),
Fower {L), Dodge (L), Ross (L) - 20
Againat -~ Bell (C), Fraser (L), Weeks (1), MoLennen (C),
Uampb6ll (C), Corning (C), Townshend (C), Blair (C), Patterson,
{(C), C. H., innro (C), Hockin (C), McDonald (C), lcRae (C),
#hidden (C), Herris (C), Harrington (C), Spence (C)} - 17.
Fraser would not surrender public property to the Vominion,
and Weeks could not believe that the line would not be pro-
fit&blﬁﬂ
2, Vote on 3-months' holst:
Tor: Creelman (C)s rarker (C), Owen (C), Whitmen (C),
Fleek (c) - &
Against: BNorrison (L), Fraser (C), Prancheville (L), J. B.
Eﬁeﬁln (L), Butler (L), McKinnon (C), MeCurdy (L), Goudge (L),
KeRay (L), Dexter (L), Boak (L) =~ 11 ‘




The Railway measure had been in danger because one
Liberal member refused to vote for it sc three new government
supporters - Goudge, Dexter, and McKay - had been appointed to

vote for it. 1

Aeting on resolutions passed by the Assembly in 1884
the Government opened negotistions with various companies to
secure the completion of the rallway between Annapolis and Digby,
and the consolidation of the lines from Halifex to Yarmouth.

The Government rallway bill for this consolidation of
the western ratlways was delayed until Nay 4, 1886, because of
difficulties in negotietions with various companles and because
of obstacles encountered in arrangements with the Dominion. 2

Hr, Plelding explained that the bill first dealt with
the raellway problem &h the island of Gapé Breton, The Dominion
subsidy of §3,200 a mile had baen_founﬁ insdequate, The govern~
ment of Nova Sgotia now proposed to grant

fpirst, a cssh subsidy of 3,200 a mile, not exceeding

in the whole $256,000... It 1s praposoﬁ also to grant a land
subsidy of 2,000 acres per mile, not exceeding 160,000 acres,
not to be given to the company until the completion of the
whole line contracted for. In the third place we provide a
right away gratis te the company,"

If no company would construct a through line from the
Stralt of Canso to 3ydney the Governor-in~Council was given the
power to apply the subsidies to shorter sections,

One clause offered a cash subsidy of §3,200 per mile
and a land subsidy of two thousand scres per mile to any company
orfaring.ta construct any line in Nove Secotia provided that the
1. Work on the Nictaux and Atlantic Rallway was rosumad in 1884,

and an extension of time granted,
2. Debates of N.S. Assembly, 1886, P 392 et seq.



company should furnish evidence to the Jovernor-in-Council of
possessing ample security for completing such a road.

After prolonged negotlations with several companies over
the completion and consclidation of the western railways the Gove
ernment had declded to accept the offer of the Joint Stoek
Assoclation, an English company.

A delegation consisting of ¥r. Flelding and Mr. Longley
bad been sent to Ottawa, After much correspondence it was decided
that upon the acquisition of the Windsor and Annapolis Rallway by
the Hova Scotla government immediate possession of the Windsor
Branch would be glven to the government or their assigns. Upon
completion of the Western Counties rallway, the surrender of the
Windsor branch in fee simple to the Nove Scotis government or their
assigns would follow without delay. An agreement for running
powers over the Intercolonial railway into Halifax, c¢learly de~-
fining the terms, conditions, and rneilitiqg to be granted should
be valld for twenty-one years. The grant cf the Dominion subsidy
of §64,000 for the railway from Annapolis to Digby would be made
to a compeny mutually acceptable to the Froiiaea and the Dominion,

Mr. Flelding stated that the Joint Stoeck Assoclation
with whom the government had made arrangements was not a company
to bulld rallroads but was & financlal assoclation whose business
it was to find capltal and to orgenize working compesnies., The
Company agreed to sequire the Windsor Branch, the Western and Anna-
pollis, and the Western Counties Rallway, to complete the nineteen
miles from Annapollis to Digby, and to operate these two hundred

and two miles &as one consolidated system.



The Company proposed to raise new capital by a proe-
vineial guarsantee of £40,000 ({200,000). This would be only a
twanty-year guarantee, not a perpetual one., The Company promlsed
to float the guaranteed bonds at satisfactory prices or forfelt
£5,000 to the Nova Sgotia Government. The money ralsed from the
sale of bonds would be used to pay $1,350,000 to the Treasury of
¥ova Scotla to be deposited at Ottawa and o buy the Windsor and
innapolis, and to provide compensation for wvarious interests in
the Western Countles Railway, bullding the missing link, and for
general repairs,

The Premier sald that Hova Scotla was not assuming any
severe burden of debt becasuse the [1,350,000 deposited at Uttawa
would provide an annual interest of {100,000, and the western
railways were already earning 60,000 a year. The Province only
guaranteed to make up any deficlency in the (200,000 lanterest
required on bonds.

My, Plelding admitted that the scheme might not succeed.
It would fall if the Company, which he was convinced was a strong
one, was unable to float the bonds, and if the Dominion should
refuse to carry out their promises about the Windsor Branch and
the subsidy. He was convinced that the ‘rovince would not ha#s
to pay the guarantee,

"%#e cannot afford to see & large sum of monsy, four

and a gquarter millions of dollars, invested by the province
in these western roads, producing the limited results they
produce today ... we can better afford to move forward and

take some degree of risk than to stand i1dly by and let
things drift,."



The Lesader of the Opposition prdbaatcd agalinst having
to discuss the rallway bill at twenty-four hours' notice, and
eriticized the government for their long delay. He charscterised
the bill as bveing
of something of the lobster persuasion we wers led to
understand that it would be, and, certainly, as we regard
it now, with 1ts tall inadequately spread out eover Cape
Breton, its body reasting on the Western Counties, and its
numerous e¢laws, all terminating with something in the nature
of suckers, spread out over the other counties. 1
This bill was merely an election kite to cateh votes
at the approaching election., The ¢lause providing a subsidy of
$3,200 per mile and 2000 acres of land for short lines was in-
tended to mollify the non-rallway counties,
The Conservatives pointed out that this was a Syndicate
Scheme. How did the Liberals dare to propose a Syndicate after
their attacks on all Syndicates in 1882% Rach Conservative member
contrasted Holmes' Syndlicate scheme with Pielding's, to the great
advantege of the former. They said that the Premier's railway bill
placed the FProvince at the mercy of an unknown Joint Stock Assoe~
fation, and guarenteed §200,000 interest per year for the con-
struction of only eighteen miles of rallway, The Province would
not obtain sufficlent security or any payment for its interest in
the rﬁilvuys.
Hr. Bell stated that he
will never vote for what 1s in my mind a fraud, a trans-
parent humbug ... I have said already that I believe & better
scheme can be placed before the people of the province ... I
shall not discuss this question further. I say that I am

ready to commit our cause, with the utmoat confidence in %
decision, to the verdict of the people of NHova Scctia, 8

%’ ggg;tu, 1886, P 398 -~ 417, especially 398 and 417,
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The Raeilway Bill passed its second reading on Hay 7th,
being cerried nem. con, and was lmmediately considered in Com-
mittee. On May 8th it recelved its third reading.

All the members from Cape Breton supported the Railway
1111 because it provided "Justice for Cape Breton." #r. LeBlane
declared that if Cape Breton did not get her railways her people
wore detearmined to ask for Repeal from Hova Scotia., The members
from Annapolis, Digby, and Yarmouth all supported consolidation
because it completed the missing link, Others supported the
Railway Scheme because they dared not defeat the clause offering
subsidies for construetion in non-railway counties, The Conser-
vatives did not insist on voting against the Western Console
idation Bill because they knew they could not defeat it. They
merely stated thelir objections, and ellowed the blll to pass, 1

From 1883 to 1886 the demand for Better Terms for Hova
Scotia gradually grew until it culminated in a movement for Re-
peal from the Union with Canada, In 1883 the cry for Better Terms
received scant attention because the Leglslature was engaged with
the Rallway Poliey. After some experience of struggles with an
inadequate revenue the Legislature in 1884 sent an Address to the
Dominion of Caneda asking for a larger subsidy, Difficulties in
negotiations over the Eastern Extenslion and other rallways, and
over the paymnnz'to Baring Brothers had embittered the men in
1. In 1885 the electoral franchise was extended to give the vote

to every male subject of Her Majeaty who was at least twenty-
one years old, and who was assessed to the value of resal proe-
perty worth $150 or real and personal property combined, or
personal property alone to the value of $300 or who was a
bona fide yearly tenant of real property assessed at {150, or
the son of such a person, The Conservatives submitted a
resolution in favour of manhood suffrage, but thils was defeated

by a vote of 14 to 190, :
See Debates, 1885, P 544, and JOURNAL, 18856, P 82, 88, 101-11S5.
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the lecal government, and had convinced them that the men in
the Canadian government ocared naught for Hova Scotlia, A Con~
servative govermnment, with 8ir John A. Macdonald as Premier,
was in power in Ottaws, Consequently, little cordiality or co-
operation existed between Ottawa and the Liberals at Halifax.
The absolute necessity to obtaln a larger revenue -
preferably by an increased federal grant - and the delays and
final refusal of the Canadian government changed the demand for
Better Terms to a movement for Repeal., This revivael of the Re~
peal movement was chiefly caused by financlal desperation, and
by.n great bitterness and hatred by the Liberals for the "Tory"
federal government, and by a patrliotic feeling for Nova Scotla.
The question of Hetter Terms was one of the few sub-
jects which was discussed on its own merits, and which was not
continually influenced by party prejudice. Béth parties were
united in a sincere desire to get s larger subsidy.
In the Speech from the Throne in 1884 the Ministry
declared that
"the experience of each succeeding year strengthens
the conviction that the allowances to Nova Scotia from the
Federal Treasury for local purposes are inadequate, and
that they should be incresased."
In the debate on the Reply to Lieutenant-Governor
Matthew H. Richey members from both parties expressed the opinion
that it seemed an opportune time for Nova Scotia to try to obtain
& larger subsidy when CQuebec was also pressing for sn increassed

federal grant,




On PFebruary 27th, 1884, James Fraser(L, Guysbore)
showed the future development of this demend into Repeal when
he moved a resolution that it was the duty of the Uovernment to
earnestly press upon the attention of the Federal Government the
necessity for granting to Hova Sgotia an increase of subsidy, and

falling to receive this, it would become the duty of the Uovern-

ment to demand a repeal of the B, K. A. Act, 1

¥r., Fraser paintcd out that

Hitherto the province had been able to struggle along ...
by what has been called a system of cheeseparing economy.
Could we do so in the future? ...

He said that the people of HNHova Ugotia pald at lesst
$2,460,000 a year in tariff dutles to the Federal Government

while our rallways were unbuilt, the great roads and
bridges falling into decay or repaired with borrowed money,
the business of the country depressed ... Should we always
continue to truckle to the politiclans at Ottaws or again
be free and independent subjects of Her Majesty without
having to wade to her glorious throne through the slums
and pitfells of Canadian politicet It was for this_ legls~
lature, for the people of this Province to answer,

The government was not yet ready for such strong measures.
On ¥arch 4th, Premier William Pipes stated that Mr. Fraser had
withdrawn his resolution, and proposed inatead that an Address
be submitted to the CGovernor-(General asking for a larger allowance.
The Covernment had thought it better that this claim

and representation should come from the house, as it were,
from the whole people of Nova Scotia., 4

2. HERALD, 1884, Pebruary 29, P 1, debates for February 27th.
3., Ibid, P 2 Col. 1.
4. Ibid,.,, Warch 5, 1884, Debates.
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This resoclution met with the approval of both parties
and was carried unanimously.

The Dominion government failed to reply to this Address
although repeatedly requested to do so by the Nova Segotlan govern-
ment.

When tne session opened on February 19, 1888, the Jove-
ernment was forced to admit that the Federal Govermment had not
yet reached a decision on the Address adopted unanimously by
both Houses last sesslon, . In the debate on the Address in
Reply to the Lieutenant-Covernor, 7. R, Black (I, Cumberlend)
sald

"we could not help seelng that our government had a

very Jjust claim on the government of the Dominion. When
our teriff was low, this province had means in 1ts hands
for earrying on its public works and was the most pros-
perous of all the provinces on entering the Union, It
had the r%ggt, therefore, to demand to be kept in that
position.

On Pebruary 24th, Hr. Fraser geave notice of a motion
similar in character to the one proposed last year, respecting
the separation of Novae Scotla from Canasda, snd the establishment
of a Maritime Union. The government was engaged 1n correspondence
with Cttawa over an increased subsidy. They always falled to fix
a day for the discussion of Mr. Fraser's resolution. Premier
Flelding thought the resolution should lie on the table as he ex~
pected a favourable reply within a few days to the claim for
Better Terms. Kot until Marech 12th was Mr. Fraser given the
opportunity to move his resolution,

1. JOURNAL OF ASSEMBLY, 1884, P 102-106.

2. HERALD, February 20, 18856. Debates
S« JOURBAL OP ASSENBLY OF X.S8., 18885, P 38.



Kr. Fraser's resolution declared that since the fi-
nencisl end commercial condition of the Province was in a very
unsatisfactory etate, and thers was no prospsct of improvement
while 1t remained part of Canada, the interests of the pecple
of Kova Scotla, New Brunswick, and Prince Edwerd Island would
be advanced by withdrawing from the Cansdian Federation and
forming & Haritime Union, If New Brunswick and Prince EBdward
Island refused to withdrew from the Union, then Nova Scotia
should return to the status of e Frovince of Orest Britain,

It authorized the govermment to enter into negotiations with

New Brunswick and Prince Bdward Island to ascertain their views
on the subject so that the Legielature ecould be fully informed

at the next session, and be prepared to place this vitsl question
before the pecople at the next election,

Under the gulse of Maritime Union the subjects of
Better Terms and Repeal were discussed, The government did
not accept Mr, PFraser's resolution. On March 26th r. Flelding
mo ved Qﬁ amendment to the effect that the feeling of discontent
with regard to the financial arrangements was more general and
deeply fixed than ever before, and ﬁnarnfore it is resolved

"that if the Uovernment amd Parlisment of Canada fail

to make provision, during the present session of said Per-~
liament, to place the Provines of Nova Scotia in a betiter
financial position in the Union, this House affirms that it
will be necsssary to consider the advisabllity of teking

steps to secure a severance of the political eanneihinn
between the province and the Dominion of Canada,”

1. JOURNAL OF ASSEMELY OF N,8,, 1885, P 57,



Premler Fia;éing stated that he cordlally agreed with

Er. Praser

“in the opinion that not only was Confederation foreced
upon the people of this province against their will ... but
beyond thet, it was of the greatest dlsadvantage to the pro-
vince ... I belleve further, ithat if it were now poscible
to obtaln ¢ release under {air conditicns the province would
become happler and more prosperous than it 18 ..e... I take
it for grented that ,.. all admit that, 1f we carnot obtaln
relief from our present unsatisfactory financial conditlion,
then it 1s our duty to resort to some further step ...
while some here may not be willing to commit themselves to
‘& declaration in favour of a repesl movement ... we are
bound to press that_question upon the government snd par-
liament at Ottawa,"l ,

The Liberals protested against the tariff policy of
the Dominion es unsulitable for Hova Scotia. They ilnsisted that
Hova “gotie was not prosperous, and showed thelr indifference to
daritime Unlon.

The Conservatives contended that Hova Scotla was pros-
perous, and that ashe recelived ample returns for her ahare of
Dominion taxation., They declared that the people had become
reconclled to Confedersation. :

On lMareh 27th, William A, Patterson (€, Colchester)
moved an smendment to the smendment of the Provincisl BSecretsary
that unless en ilmprovement of Nove Scotiates finenciel position
was granted by the Dominion before the end of the present session
the Government sdvise the Lisutenant-Governor to dlessolve the
House In order that the question of Repeal be submitted to the
people at the polls. This proposal was defeated, elsven to twenty~-
two, the Opposition voting for it, snd the Government supporters

against 1it, .

1. Debates, 1885, ¢ 213.
3., JOURNAL OP RH.8, ASSEMBLY, 1888, P 87,
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The Frovinclsl Secretliry's amendwsnt wes adopted by
a vote of twenty tec thirteem, Kineteen Liberals snd one Coa-
servative, /lexander Campball (Invernsss), veted for lr, Field~
ing's smendment, snd ten Conserveilves and thrae Liberals, James
Fraser (Guysborough), Jason Nack (Queens), and George Ross (Lunen-
burg), voted against 1t.

' The Conservatives eppesared eager te force the isauve of
Repeal at the polla while the Jovernment #nmained extremely
mederate,

In the Zpeech from the Throne in 1886 the Executive
wag forced to admli that the Cominion govarnmant»hnd given an
unfavourable reply to Lhe Address asking for an increased sube
sldy. The Fedsral Government insieted that the Dominion had made
a final settlement of Nova Scotla's finaneisl cbjections to the
Union in 18869, and that the province dld not pay an unfair share
of the Customs' dutles.

This refusal saroused a nta;m of protest in the Legis-
lature and swong the people., Dlscontent and irritation were in-
creased, The Leglslature adopted a Hemorisl in answer to the
reply sent by the Dominion in whlch they repeated their demands
rﬁr an increased subsldy. Thls Memoriael was adopted unanimously
by the issenbly on April 14, 1886, slthough Jemes Fraser and
Premier Plelding and several other members felt that the Dominion

would never grant their request. 1

1. JOURNAL OF ASSEMBELY, 1886, P 91 - 06, Debates, 1886,



This unanimity between the Liberals and the Conser-
vatives disappeared when Mr. Fielding moved his Repeal Resolutions
on May 8th, 1886. These resolutions stated in part:

"That the members of this branch of the Legislature of
Hova Scotia are of the opinion and do hereby declare thelr
belief, that the financial and commerclal interests of the
people of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince Edward
Island would be advanced by these provinces withdrawing
from the Canadian Federation and uniting under one Government;

That 1f it be found impossible, after negotiations for
that purpose, to secure the co-operatlion of the respective
Governments of the slster provinces in withdrawing from the
Confederation and entering instead into a Naritime Union,
then this Leglslature deems 1t absolutely necessary that
Kova Scotis, in order that its railways and other publie
works and services may be extended and meintained as the
requirements of the pecple need them; its industries properly
fostered; its commerce invigorated and expanded; and 1ts
finanecial interests placed upon & sound basis, such as was
the case previous to Confederation, should ask permission
from the Imperial Parlisment to withdraw from the Union of
Canada, and return to the status of a Province of Creat
Britain, with full control over all fiscal laws and tariff
regulations within the Province, such as prevailed previous
to Confederation;

That this House thus declares its opinion and bellef,
in order that candldates for the suffrages of the people at
the approaching elections may be enabled to place this vital
and important gquestion of aogaration from Canada before them
for decision at the polls.®

Though both parties intended to make Repeal an election
1ann0; it was so near the end of the sesslion that the debate lasted
only one day. It was more important to prorogue the Legislature
s0 that the members could state their opinions directly to the
people.

Premier W. £. Flelding sald:

"We have walted year after year in valn for a re-adjust-

ment of our financial position. I do not contend that the
settlement of this financial qguestion would satisfy all our

requirements. There are complaints deeper down than that ...
I fall to see, after we have adopted the Address of 1884 ...

1. JOURNAL OF N,S. ASSEMBLY, 1886, P 147-149.



98,

and after s positive refusal to entertain our demends, I

fall to see, I say, anything left to us but to declare

that we are deeply dissatisfied with our present condition,
and to ask to be relessed from the Confederation, if they 1
won't do us justice, to ask them to loose us and let uas go."

Hr. Pielding expressed his belief that though it would
be difficult to repeal the Unlion it would not be an impossibility:

"1 believe that the people of Hova Secotia are in favour
‘of a repesl of tga union, snd I am not afraid to submit that
issue to them.”

The Conservatives admitted that there was dissatisfaction
in Hova Scotia over financlal conditions but they wished to reach
a satisfactory solution within the Union., They were utterly ope-
posed to breaking up Confederation.

In the opening sentences of his speech on the Repeal
resolutions Adam Bell bdlély proclaimed the attitude of himselfl
and his party towards Repeal:

"I have very atrong views on the sub jeet, and I

entirely and utterly favour the continuance of the

political connection with the Dominion of Cenada that

we now have ... I am perfectly prepared to submit this

matter to the decision of the people, belioving that

they are the proper persons to decide 1it."
He argued that the people wanted to be part of a Vominion whiech
extended from the Atlantic to the Pacific. He did not agree with
his opponents that the materlal welfare of Nova Scotis was injured
by belng a part of Canada,

"I believe ... that the greatest calamity which could
befall this province would be to sever 1ts connection with
Canada., That connection severed we would be left here on
the verge of the Atlantic with a waste of waters before

us and & hostile tqrritary behind us - & veritable Hother
Carey's chicken indeed." 4

1. Debates, 1886, P 468 et seq.
2., Ivid. P 470,
. Debates, 1686, 7 472 -~ 474.
4. Ibid, P 475.



The Repeal Resolution was adopted by & party vote,

fifteen voting for it and alx against, The Liberals, with the

exception of Willlam Pipes (L, Cumberland), who opposed Hepeal

because he thought it would eventually meen annexatlion with the

United States, voted for the Repeal Resolution. The Conserva-

tives accepted their leader's stand and all voted against Repeal,

The Repeal guestion was now launched by the House into

the country for a decision at the polls, "

1.

2.

For the Repeal Resoclutlon:

Flelding (L), ¥White (1), Church (L) Johnson (L), Gayton (L),
Hack (L?, leBlane (L), Fraser (L), Weeks (L), MeCoy (L)
KeCurdy (L), Cook (L), Haley (L), Dodge (L), Power (L) =~ 185.
Against: Bell (C), Corning (C), Whidden (C), MoDonald (C),
WcFae (C), Pipes (L) =~ 6.

Hocking (C)paired with Ross (L), Longley (L) with Blair (C),

and Mack (1) with Campbell (C). Therefore Hockin, Longley,

and Mack were unable to vote although Leongley and lack

supported the Resolutlion and Hockln opposed 1t. W, Harrington

i?) heé his neme added "to the loysl minority on the division
st.

Debates, 1886, P 501,

A Pill to give a pension of five hundred dollars a year to
the widow of Joseph Howe was accepted by all as eminently
fitting, and passed the Leglslature with perfect unanimity.
In 1886 the Board of Fublie Charities was abolished
because there had been so meny complaints about the admin-
istration by the Board., 1Its powers were vested in the
Covernment through the Department of Works and kines,
The control and support of the Provincial and Clty Hospital,
and the Poor House at Halifax, were transferred to the City
of Halifax, Later the ‘rovince resumed sole control of the
Hospital.
Debates, 1886, P 214, 265,
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In these early years of the Liberal administration the
discussions and correspondence between the men in power at Ottawa
and at Hallfax d4i1d not reveal the cordiality or co-operation which
had characterized the Holmes~Thompson rule, This was partly
caused by the fact that a Conservative government was in power in
the Dominion, end a Liberal government ruled Nova Scotia; and it
has long been an axiom that good relations between the Dominion
and the Frovinces have always been more difficult to achieve when
one party is in power at Ottawa and another in the Province. Thers
were many negotiations and disputes between the PFederal suthorities
and the government of Nova Scotia over Railways, the payment to
Baring Brothers, and Better Financlal Terms. The fallure of the
Dominion to grant a larger subsidy to Nova Scotia provided the
motive whioch caused the development of the demand for Better Terms
into a demand for Repeal from the Dominion of Canada,

The wvariocus negotiations over the Eastern Extension
Rallway caused serious dissenslon between the Dominion and the
Province, The Provineial Government had decided that it was
bound by the terms of the 3Syndicate agreement to sequire possession
of the Eastern Extension and to control it until the Company was
ready to manage the rallway itself, Accordingly, the Nova Scotian
government refused to sign the doocuments which would give the
Halifax and Cape Breton Rallway Company complete control of the
Eastern Extension and permit them to receive the Plctou Branch
from the Dominion government. The Dominion Einister of Publie
Works had been appointed arbitrator and he was notified that the
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Hova Scotian government intended %o exsrcise 1ts power to buy the
Zastern Hxtension.

A delegation conslasting of Premier Pipes and Attorney-
Jeneral White procesded t¢ Ottaws on business in connection with
the arbitration., They falled in thelr atbteampt to have the Dominion
pay for the Eastern Railways in Nove Scotia, and to operate them
until the Nova Scotla Rallway Company was resdy to asssume their
management. The Federal government hed alsc refused to bulld
rallways in Cape Breton, and to operate the Bastern Rallways as
part of the Inttvaaloazal,i
forced to pass legislation in 1885 to take possession of the

so the Government of Hova Scotia was

Eastern Fallways and to manage them itselfl, and made arrangements
to borrow the monsy to pay the Halifax and Cape Breton Rellway
Company.,

The Dominion government gave no assistance to Premler
Pipes in his difficulties over Hailways, and this naturslly ex-
asperaeted the local government. The Premier wrote to 3ir Charles
Tupper, the Winlster of Rallways, asking for the Dominion's
guarentee on the large provinclal loan in order to effect a saving
in interest, The Seoretary replied that the Dominion government
"was unable to recommend the acceptance of the proposal®, on the
plea that such & responsibility would reduce the value of its own
stock in London. °

l. See JOURNAL OF WOVA SCOTIA ASSEEBLY, 1883, App, ¥o, 18, for
the history of the Esstern Extension and delegations to Ottawa.
2. JOURNAL, 1884, App. No. 1ll.
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The Dominion also ecurtly refused to let the Nova 3cotian
government use the rolling stoek of the Pictou Braneh.

In May, 1883, Attorney-General A, J. White and W. 8.
Plelding went to Ottawa about the Plcetou Hranch, 8ir Charles
Tupper gave the delegates satisfactory assurances that the Plctou
Branch would be delivered to the Government of Hova Scotla as
soon as they should be ready to receive 1¢,

The loecal government accordingly made their arrange-
ments, and informed the federal Department of Railways that they
should be prepared to take delivery of the Pilectou Eranch on Qctober
first. Oreat consternation was caused by the announcement on
October first by the Dominion government that it was beyond their
power to transfer the Pictou to the government of Nova Scotia,

Premier Pipes and W, 8. Flelding were immedlately dis-
patched to OUttewa where they were informed of the conditions upon
which they could receive the FPictou Branch., In their report of the
discussions the delegates frequently referred to the manifest un-
willingness of the Dominion Government te transfer the Pletou
Braneh, Mr. Pipes and Mr, Plelding decided that the Pletou Branch
could only be obtained by Nova Scotia on terms that would make the
roads a burden on the Frovineial Treasury. They deemed it ex~
pedient to continue the negotlations for the disposal of the rail-
roads,

We felt that 1f we could obtaln such an arrange-
ment as would leave the Province free from loss on account

Sho Dasiaten would SITSeN & very Sesivenle wnd substan-

tial improvemont in the railway situation, as compardd

with what 1%t would have been if thg line had been left
in the possession of the Company,

1. JOURNAL, 1884, App. No. 11, Part 2, P 3,



IIllllllllllllIIIIIIIIIIlIllIlll--—----"'"_______________f_:g;_ﬁ
103,

Finally 1t was agreed that the Dominion should purchase
the Eastern Extension from Nova Scotia for the sum of §1,200,000.
This amount would repay Nove Scotla exactly what 1t had paid to
the lialifax and Cepe Breton Rallway Company, but made no allowance
for the provincisl rallway subsidies expended on the line,

This meant the end of the plan for consolidating all the
reilroads In Hove Bcotia under one company. The transfer of the
Eastern Extension began the policy of plaeing Nova Scotian Rajil-
ways, which were largely bullt by provinclal funds, under the con-
trel of the Dominion,

There was a general feeling that the Dominion had acted
unfairly to the Province, and that it had forced Hove Scotia to
hand over 1ts rallways wilithout adeguate compensation. This con-
tributed to the i1ll-feeliny between the Dominion and the Province,
and wes increased by the difficulties over the payment of the
$1,200,000.

Correspondence between the Dominion and Nova Scotia over
the payment for the Eastern Extension continued throughout 1884 and
until February 28th, 18&3.1 There was considerable delay before
the Dominion made its initisl payment to Nova Socotia because the
Railway Department felled to instruect the Finanece Department to pay
the amount. %The Provineial government had b&rrawaﬁ the money to
pay the Halifax and Cape Breton Rallway and they had to have the
amount from the Dominion to repay the Bank of Montreal. This ex-
plained their frantlie appeals for payment, and their insistence that
interest be pald by the Dominion on the periocd of delay. When the

1., JOURNAL, 1885, App. No. 14.



104,

Dominion made payment in May, Nova Seotis still claimed £35,813,00,
Mr. Church and Mr. Fielding made frequent reguests for this sum.
Finally, in September, the Pinance Department placed §33,414.00 to
Hova BScctia's eredit, Hr, PFlelding lmwedlstely demanded the paye
ment of the balance as 1t represented interest from May to September.
He also pointed out that the Dominion had deducted {464 for old
roils - & deodbt which the Province hsd refused to accept - when the
Dominion had already paid themselves by deducting it from the sub-
sidy, end had pald themselves & second time!

Final payment was mede in Pebrusry, 18885, after Mr. Fleld-
ing hed appealed to 3ir John A, MHacdonald to give his personal con-
sideration to the jJjust claims of Nova Scotia, when the province
accepted §2,515.00. In this matter Premier Plelding had dlsplayed
much skill and persistence in his efforts to obtain Nove Sgotia's
ri@h&s.

When the Nova Scotian Government began to plan for the
econsolidation and completion of the Western Fallways from Halifax
to Yarmouth satisfactory arrangements with the Pominion Government
became of the utmoest ilmportance because the Dominion possessed the
Windsor Eranch and the Intaruelenial.l

In Decomber, 1865, Premier W, &, Plelding and Mr. J, W.
Longley went to Ottawe to discuss with the Dominlon the Frovinclal
debt account, the transfer of the Windsor Branch, the Dominion rail-
way subsidy, end running powers over the Intercolonial railway from
Windsor Junction to Halifsex. After submitting a Memorial, snd
having inServiews with vaerious ministers, the delegates left Cttawa

1. Debates of N.S8. &"Mbl,. 1886’ 4 393, g to J. -
JOURKAL, 1885, App. No. 14.
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without obtaining a reply owing to the fact that the Ghriatmn;
holidays were at hand, In January they were informed that the
Dominion government had refused all Hova Scotia's requests., How-
ever, FPremler Plelding econtinued to urge this matter. On February
22nd he sent letters to Ottawa asking for the co-operation of the
Dominion, and emphasizing that without this co~operation Nova
Scotia would be unable to consolidate her western rallways., He
falled to receive sn answer for six weeks although he had stressed
the urgency of the guestion,

On March 3lst, 1886, the Dominion government informed iy,
Pielding that they would transfer the Windsor Branch to the gov-
ernment of Nova Scotia on the sequisition of the Windsor and Anna~-
polis raillway, and that an agreement would be made for running
rights over the Intercolonisl, and that a subsidy of {64,000 would
be grented to a company acceptable to both the Dominion and the
Province.

On the basis of this reply Hova Scotia completed nego~
tiations with the Joint Stock Associstion for the consolidation of
the Western Rallways. Premler Flelding emphasized in his speschss
in the Assembly that this plan for consoclidation would fail 1f the
Dominion did not fulfill every part of its agreement.

The payment of Baring Brothers' Claim became a matter
which influenced the relations between Canada and Nova Scotia. The
deposit of £52,000 had been placed in Kova Scotia's debit account
at Ottawa where it received five per cent, interest, The Deputy
#inister of Finanoce had assured Nove Scotia that the sum would be
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pald to Barings as soon as the proper application was made, and
this was done on June 19, 1884,1 Nevertheless, the Dominion Gov-
ernment raised objections to the payment of the money, and referred
the matter to the Department of Justice., When Mr, Flelding became
Frovincial Secretary he found that Barings' had not received the
wmoney, and that the province's credit in London was suffering. He
was foreed to appeal to Sir John A, Hacdonald to obtain any action,
and was informed that withdrawals could be made from the Debt Aceount
only for "local improvements.” It was suggested that Nova Sgotia ap-
ply for the sum for "local improvements™ and then forward the money
to Barings'. Nr, Fielding declined this suggestlion because the
ménay was needed to repay Barings', not for "local improvements",
and he insisted that the Dominion could co-operate and return the
deposlt,

Mr., Plelding decided to borrow {300,000 from the Publie
Works fund %o repay Baring Brothers, and to replace this by a
further loan, and the application to Qttawa was cancelled. After
all arrangements were made the Minister of Pinance, 5, Tilley, wired
My, Fielding thet the Dominion government now sgreed to return the
deposit to Baring Brothers because the original advance was for
local improvements! Premier Fielding edhered tc¢ his new arrange-
ments, and in his reply he directed the attention of the Hinister
of Finence to the fact that the application for psyment was made
seven monthe ago, and that the importance of having an early settle~
ment had been urged repeatedly.

Appendix No., 15; see also Chapter II, P 76.




10%.

Finance, and particularly the demand for Better Terms,
was of the utmost importance in influencing relations with Ottawa,
Bach government since Confederation had been harassed by a lack of
funds, FPlnancial discontent hsd besn steadily increasing, and with
it a feeling that the financilal arrangements of Confederation should
be altered to give Nova Scotlia a larger subsidy.

In the session of 1884 the lLegislative Council and House
of Agsembly passed a joint Address asking for increased allowances
from the Federal Treasury. The Address mentioned that Nova Zeotia
had a lower revenus per head then the other provinces, and demsnded

That an additional revenue has be¢ome an absolute

necessity to this Province, and the only avallable means
of securing it is through the Federal Covernment, as our
people will not subnit to direct taxation for losal pur-
podes, while they believe that, Aif justice were done, Nova
Seotla would have ample means to provide for her loocal wants.
That we submlt, as the texation of this country has been
incresased since the Union at least fifty per cent., the same
ratio should be uﬂdga to the Provinecial subsidy given to this
Province in 1867,

Although this Addresas was forwarded on April 18, 1884,
no reply had been recelved by January l10th, 1885, when Mr. Churech,
Commiasloner of Public Works and Mines, and Thomas Morrison, M.L.C.,
were appolnted delegates to Ottawa to press the financial claims of
the province. The delegation returned wlth the assurence that the
clalms submitted should recelve full and due consideration at an
early date. ,

The Liberal governument of Novae fScotla was using every
consgtitutionsl means to obtaln a larger subsidy from the Federal gov-
ernment because there was a strong demand for Better Terms in the
province, and a growing resentment et the Dominion's delay in reply-

ing to the Address of 1884.

1. JOURNAL, 1886, App. No. 12, P 6.
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Yet, as late as July 3, 1888, ¥. 8. Flelding, now Premier
of Hova Scotia, sent & letter to fir John 4. ¥scdonald to remind
him that his government had not answered the Address of 1884, Mr.
Flelding told Bir John that "fallure to obtain the deaired relief
(of finanecial conditions) led to the opening up of the guestion of
repeal of the Eritish North America Act,"™ and he quoted the Repeal
resolutions introduced into the Assembly by James Fraser in 1864
end 1888, The Premier explained thet the policy of his government
was to wait to give the Government of Canade every reasonsble oppor-
tunity to come to a decision. Then he quoted in full the govern~-
ment's amendment which resclved:

That if the Govermment and Parliament of Canada fail to
make provision, during the present sesslon of saild Parliement,
to place the Frovince of Nova Scotis in a better finanolal
position in the Union, this House affirms that 1t will be
necessary to consider the advisablility of taking steps to se-
cure a severance of the pollitlical connection between the Pro-
vinee and the Dominfon of Canada,

This threat of the revival of the Repeal sgltation in
liove Beotis brought a prompt reply from 8ir John., The Dominion Gov-
ernment refuvsed any lnecressed allowance to Nove 8cotia. They
accepted only one claim advanced by the FProvince, the loss of five
thousand dollars caused by & clericel errcr. The reascn advanced
for this decision was that Nove Scotls had possessed an excellent
financlal posl tion, and had a sulteble revenue for revenuse purposes
until she had withérewn large sums from the dsbt account et Ottawa,
They insisted thet the Dominion had made a finzl settlement of Nova
Scotia's finanecial objections to the Unilon in 1869, and that the

province did not pay an unfair share of the Customs dutiesn.
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This refusal aroused a storm of protest in the Leglsla-
ture and among the people, Discontent end irritation increased.
This failure to obtalin Better Terms by constitutional means con-
tributed to the force of the desire for Repeal from Canada so that
Nova Scotia could have complete econtrol of all revenus ralsed in
Nove Scotia, and be an independent colony under Queen Victoria's
rule,

In 1886 the Legislature adopted s Hemorial which refuted
the Dominion's arguments against granting & larger subsidy. The
Memorialists reiterated their previcus claims, and submitted a new
demand - for the refund of the subsidy pald by NHova Scotia to the
Eastern BExtension Rallway, which was now owned and operated by the
Dominion government. |

ost Nova Scotians believed that this Memorial would ex~-
ert no influence whatever upon the federal suthorities to make them
grant a larger subsidy. Thus they were willing to support the Re~
peal Resolutions submitted by Mr. Plelding ~ either as a further
step to coerce the Dominion to improve Nova Scotia's financial
position or becauss they wanted Repeal.

All the constitutional efforts to obtain Better Terms had
recelved the unanimous support of both parties. However, the Con-
servatives disapproved of the revival of the Repeal agitation, and
they opposed the Repeal Resolutions,

By 1886 the demand for Better Terms had developed into the
Repeal movement, anc relations between the Dominion and Hova Scotla
were at their worst since the years immediately following Confeder-
ation. The question of Repeal - of Nova Scotia's separation from
the Dominion of Canada - was to be settled by the people at the
general election of 1886,



CHAPTER IIIX
SECTION X
The Repesal HElections.

The Nove Scotian Election, June 15th, 1886,
The Canadian RElection, February 22nd, 1887,
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1.

Contrary to the practice of 1878 and 1882, the Dominion
and Provinolal elections were not held on the same day in 1886,
In Nay, 1886, Premier W. 8. Flelding had moved a series of reso-
lutions condemning Confederation, and urged that the people vote
for the separation of Nova Scotia from the Dominion of Canada.
Accordingly, Repeal was the dominant issue of the campaipgn, with
some consideration being given to the examination of the record
of the Liberal government, and to Plnance, Rallways, and Cor-
ruption,

The campalign was extremely short. On MHay 2lat, the
MORNIKG CHRONICLE announced that the Legislature had been dis-
solved and the writs issued for an election on June 15th. This
date "must be thoroughly satisfactory to their opponents, who
profess the belief that the people are panting for an opportunity
to burl the government from power," 1

However, the Conservatives objected to the shortness of
the campaign and were furious at this "flagrant and scandalous
attempt to prevent anything 11k§ & full discussion of the ilssue
raised by the secession resolutions of the government," 2

The publication in the Liberal newspapers on May 26 of
the Hon. W. 8, Flelding's election manifesto entitled "THE LOCAL
GOVERNMENT -~ FOUR YRARS OF LIBERAL RULE" became the signal for
both parties to exert themselves to the utmost.

l. MORNING CHRONICLE, May 21, 1886,
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The Premier's manifesto formed the basis of the Liberal
policy in the ensuing election. MNr. Flelding did not neglect to
stress the accomplishments of the Liberal government in Edueatlion,
Railways, the protection of the forests, administration of justiece,
Agriculture, Road and Bridge Service, and to enumerats the re-
forms inaugurated by it, and he exulted in the financial record
of the government because in spite of the difficulty of & limited
revenue the public business had been carried on in a most econ-
omicel manner, and the various services liberally maintained. Yet
he emphasized that Repeal was the question of paramount importance
in the campaign, He declared that no man in Nova Scotis was satis-
fied with Confederation, and that "in the opinion of the govern~
ment the time has come when the people of Hova Scotia should once
more make an effort to obtain & release from a union into which
they were forced, and which has been productive of little good and
much evil,” 1

The severity of the depression, the hatred of the high
tariff of the Kational Policy, the refusal of the Dominion to
grant Better Terme to Nova Scotia, and acute dissstisfaction with
the Dominion poliey of public works, rallweys, and reciprocity
with the United States had all contributed to the strength of the
demand for Repeal.

Mr. Plelding asked what was to be done in view of the
discontent with the financisl situation in Nova Scotia:

1, CHERONICLE, kay 26, 1886,



Submit in silence? Some would do sc. If the people
of Nova B8cotia are satiafled with the frults of Confed~
sration, they will have the opportunity of recording the
fact by depositing their ballots on the 15th of June.

But if, as we believe, they are deeply dissatisfied with
thelr pesition in the union and determined to bring about
& better state of affalrs, they will doubtless feel that
they can best advance the true interests of this Province
by sustaining the Rspeal ?%}1GY which the local government
submit for their spproval.

Huch of the disaffection in Nove Scotia in 1886 was
ceused by disapproval of the finanecial arrangements of the Union
and by the feeling that the province contributed far more to the
finances of the Dominion than she received in return. The ex-
penges and expenditure in connection with the Dominion had in-
eroased much more rapidly than had besn contemplated by the
Pathersa of Confederation, Nova Scotians had to bear their share
of this inoreasing debt whiech was expended largely in develop~
ment of Rallways, and the Premier claimed that all Nova Scotia
had to show for this vast increase of Dominion indebtedness was
a few miles of the Intercolonlal Rallway.

The Liberals felt that since the"Tories' did not refute
their arguments about the financlial condition of NHova Scotia the
Conservatives should support them in the logical step towards
Repesl. Nany

Tories are willing to give up the contest because we

have been refused. Not so the Liberal party ... We do not
believe in submitting, at least untll it has been demon~
strated that the clear, emphatic and indignant voice of the
whole peopls of Nova Seotia can accomplish nothing in the
struggle to secure for this Province fair consideration ...
Until the people have had an oppertunity to make that proe-
test and have refused to take advantage of it, we shall not

believe that they are so wanting in spirit as to accept
without resentment the injury and insult put upon them, 2

2. CHRONICLE, May 15, 1886,
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The Nova Secotian Liberal party possessed a tradition of
Repeal. REver since Charlss Tupper had "tricked" lova Scotia inte
gonfederation, the members of the Liberal party had defended the
interests of Nova Scotle against the Dominion., They scorned all
doubts that they could met obtain Repesal,

We are asked, will we getl Repeal? We answer that if we
secure the co-operation of the other Maritime Provinces we
will get Repeal very quickly, and that even 1f wo fall to
secure thelr co-operation, the cocurrences in the Mother Coune
try today should encourage us to believe that & gaaplu re-
solved to be free will sccomplish thelr purpose.

But if there were smaller hopes of Repeal than there are,
it would nevertheless be the duty of the people of NHova Scotia
to deslare thelr wishes., It was only the improvement on the
original confederation scheme secured by the anti-confederate
and repeal parties that enabled the Province to exist in the
Union, Already the Repeal movement hsas accomplished snough

to Jugkiry it and to show the people that it 1s a power for
good,

The Conservatives admitted that there was dissatisfaction
in Novae Scotlia over financial eonditions, but they wieshed to reach
a satisfactory solution within the Unlon. They were utterly opposed
to Repeal.

Adam Bell, the leader of the Conservative perty, had
boldly proclaimed the attitude of his party towards Kepeal, and he
rejoliced that the psople would have the opportunity to settle the
question, "X entirely and utterly favour the continusnce of the
political connection with the Dominion of Canada that we now have,"

He argued that the people had been influenced by th§ genti~
ment of forming part of s great country and a Dominion which ex-
tended from the Atlantle to the Pacifis, and that thoy wanted to
l, W. B. Gladstone's Home Rule Bill for Ireland. See CHRONICLRE,

May 26, 1886, for a copy of cablegram sent by the Nova Scotian
government expressing sympathy with efforts of Her Majesty's
government to give sell government to Ireland.

2., Fielding's manifeato, 1886.
3. Debates of K. 5. Assembly, 1886, P 472,



1l4

remain part of Canada, He did not agree with his opponents that
the material welfare of Nova Scotia was lujured by velng part of
Canada,

There was & universal fesling smong Nova Scotliens in 1886
that the interests of the various provinceg of the Dominion were
entirely differsnt ~ so dissimilar that fusion Into ono nationality
was impossible., "The attempt %o dulld up a Cenadlan nationality
has been the most complete wmiscarriage that ean be pointed to in the
history of clvilized communities ... It has been & waste of sub-
stance and resources, and Nove fecotia has suffered the most of all."}

The Liberals in Nova Scotis claimed that the tariff was
regulated for the benefit of Untarie, and that they were forced to
buy from Ontario when their natural markets were in the United States

Since 1879 the Dominion government has levied one million
dollere duty on imported flour ... since 1879 the Dominion gov-
srnment has levied one million dollars'! duties on wheat,

These imported necesssries are mainly consumed in the Mar-
itime Provinces, which, as eananmzrs, have paid these unjust
taxes on the means of existence, '

They also objected to the enormous debt of two hundred

and elighty milllion dollars which the Dominion had contracted. Their
objections were directed towards the fact that Nova Scotla d4id not
receive her falr share of the money spent on public works.

By the inorease of our tariff, we (Nova Scotia) are now
contributing to the revenus, on our present consumption,
$4,000,000,00 annually ... That, for this enormous debt and
annual contribution te the Dominion treasury, we have never
recelved adequate expenditures or compensation, &

They asserted that the government at Ottawa hed expended

millions on the C. P. R., on a line to Waine, and on & drydock in
1., CERONICLE, May 10, 1886,

2. CHRCNICLE, June 4, 1886,
%, CHRONICLE, Mey 20, 1886, "Electors of N, 8."
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British Columbia, while Nova Scotia received nothing, - her own
rallways remained unbullt, and her sons and daughtsers emigrated
to the United States. Many Nova Scotians, and certainly all who
wanted Repeal, felt that the taxes contributed by Nova Scotlans
should be spent in Nova Sgotia,
The amount of actual taxation btaken directly out of our
pockets by customs and excise duties, has increased since
the Tories assumed the reins of power by nearly §10,000,000.
Nova Scotia's portion of this gain is certainly nct less than
£1,000,000. Will anyone be kind enough to inform the publie
of Hova Scotia in what respect they are today in the slightest
degree the better off for this enormcus addition tc their
yearly burdens?® 1
The CHRONICLE stated that this money had besn spent on
the Facific Railway, on subsidies for newspapers, for paying the
sons~-in-law, partners, and friends of ministerial supporters in
Parliament - not on public works in Nova Scotia. One election
slogan was "Millions for Corruption, not a cent for Nova Scotlal®
The advocates of Repeal expressed disapproval of the
Dominion policy of public works, railways, fisherles, reclprocity
with the United States, and the regulation of the teriff. They
desired Repeal so that Nova 8cotia could again contrecl these met-
ters herself, and not have her interests overshadowed or neglected
for the benefit of Canada as a whole. Another important demand was
for Nova Scotia to have full control of her revenues, It was galling
for the Province to be in finaneial difficulties while millions
poured from Nova Scotia into the Dominion treasury,
If we had continued since 1867, as we did previous to
that time, to pay the taxes levied within the province inteo
the Provincial Treasury, every necessary railway in the

country would have been constructed by now, and the road and

bridge service, and public works would be in a better state. 2

1. CHRONICLE, June 3, 1886.
2. CHRONICLE, May 18, 1886,
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The Repealers claimed that if Nova Scotla had been ab;o
tc expend the taxes ralsed in the Province smong the people of the
Province, and 1f she had been able to regulate her tariff for her
own benefit without regerd to Ontario, then business would have
been booming instead of depressed.

Nova Scotians looked basck to the days before Confed-
eration - the Golden Age « and they saw prosperity and low taxes
instead of hard times and high taxes, HNaturally they desired to
return to the Golden Age.

We thrived before we endured the exactions of the Can~-
ucks, we shall thrive when we are once again free from thease
exactions., Glive us free sontrol of our revenues, and we can
hold our own without difficulty.l

They insisted that the campalgn for Repeal had already
achieved some success in that it had forced the Dominion to extend
the Intercolonial Railway to Cape Breton.2 Repeal would mean
that Hova Scotia would leave Confederation, assume a debt of.
seventeen millions, pay the interest and conduct her services on
the present scale, and still have a surplus of helf a million
dollars at the present rate of taxation., Then Nova Secotis would
be free to regulate her tariff, free to obtain reciproeity with
the United States, and free at last from the domination of Canada.

The Conservative party in Hova Scotia violently opposed
the Liberals' demand for Repeal. Their party, led by Premier
Charles Tupper, had been responsible for bringing Nove Scotia into
the Union, in spite of the opposition of the Anti-Confederates or

Hepealers, who later became the Liberal party. The Conservatives

1, CHRONICLE, May 18, 1886,
2. CHRONICLE, May 10, 1886, and Flelding's Manifesto.
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sgreed with the arguments of the Liberals as to the necessity
for Better Terms, while they refused to admit that there was
cause for Repeal. They believed that Nova Scotia should remain
part of the Dominion of Canada, and that & solution for &ll pro-
blems could be found within the Union., They sald that Hova
Scotla possessed a constitutional remedy against discontent, for
she could always elect twenty-one men to the Dominion Parlisment
who would be determined to see that Nova Scotlia obtained her
rights. However, the Liberals thought that Hova Seotia's diffi-
culties could only be settled by Repeal,
Better Terms is not what we are fighting for. Ve
want separation pure and simple. Better Terms simply means
& now financial deal 2ll round, end then, as we are the
largest consumers, we pay the largest proportion of any
read justment, 1
At first the Conservatives believed that the Liberals
were not serious in their demand for Repesl. This wes merely
an election ery sponsorsd by the "Grits" in the vain hope of
success. "The Repeal ory was a mockery, delusion, and a great
fraud to boot," 2 Later they became convinced that the "Grit"
leaders wanted Repeal and secession from Canada, Thus all loyal
men were urged to vote against the "Repeal and Ruin Army" led
by CGenersal Plelding end ilajor-General LeBlanc.
We appeal to all patriotic and Christien men in the
ranks of our opponents to ponder well the position they
are about to assume. This is no ordinary party contest.
This 18 an attempt to dismember the country ... let no
appeals to your party loyalty delude you., Party loyalty
to Edward Blake does not reguire you to support every
shyster and treitor who calls himself by your party name.

But even if 1t d4id, do you not owe something more to your
gountry than to your partyt

1, CHRONICLE, June 2, 1886,
2. HERALD, May 20, 1886.
B HERALD, June 3, lgs86,
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The editor of the MORNING HERALD deplored Secession
because it would mean the dismemberment of Hova Scotia, for ex-
ample Cape Breton would secede from the province., Purther, it
would mesan the closing of all important factories, like the sugar
refineries and cotton factories, because of the withdrawsl of
Canadian ecapitsl, Double tariff walls would be erected with the
loss of free access to the Canadian markets. After fecession,
Saint John would become the great Dominion port, and the terminus
of the reilway, while Hova Scotlia would be forced to make dif-
ferent pustal arrangemente, and part of her rallways would be
managed loeally, others by the Dominion,l

As many of the Liberals' arguments for HRepeal were
based on their hatred of the National Policy of protection by
high tariffs, the Conservatives repeated a few arguments similar
to those advanced in 1878 and 1882 when they had successfully
defended the National Poliey, proving that Nova Scotia benefited
from the National Policy. "Flour was §10.00 per barrel in 1886
and only §$8.00 in 1886 - two barrels today for one in 1866, Vote
against FRepeal, as it will meke flour dear." 2 gne jaurn&lzatu
who supported the Conservative party devoted much space to sta-
tistics whioch attempted to prove that Nova Sgotia had prospered
since Confederation,

The main charge levelled againat the Sscessionists by
the Conservatives was that of disloyalty and dismemberment. This
was an accusation of disloyalty to Oreat Britain and the British

1. HERALD, June 10, 18886,
2, HERALD, June 14, 1886,
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Empire - not of treason to Canada, Neither party seemed to have
felt any loyalty to the Dominion of Canada although a few Conser-
vatives had pointed with pride to the rapld expansion of the Do~

minion to the Pacifie, to the rapld development of the Horth West,
end to the Intercolonial and the Pacific Rallways. The people of |
Nova Sgotia reserved thelr patriotism and deepest loyalty for
their own province and for Great Britain,
The Conservatives argued that the Becession of Nova
Scotia from Caneda would lower the prestige of the Empire, and
weaken (Oreat Britain by weakening one of her dependencies, One
of their most prominent objections to Repeal was that Secession
would mean commercial union with the Unlted States or even annex-
ationl|
Repesal, pure and simple, is & square lssue that we are
content to fight on its own merits; repesl as a preliminery
to annexation is a different thing and not to be fought on ‘
the same lines at all. It then becomes a guestion of treason ‘
and disloyalty, ¢
The Liberals protested that the loeal government was

not disloyal. "Are the government disloyal to their sovereign
because they announce their intention of trying to arrest Hova
Seotis in 1ts downwerd march to desolationt® 2 They repeated
that Confederation and the Nationel Poliey had ruined Nova Scotla's
great commerce with the werld, Why was it disloyal to endesvour
to teach Nove Scotlans that there was a better and more profit-
able system of trade laws? It would be Impossible for the Lib-
erals to dismember the Dominion as the "Tories"™ were doing then
because the Dominion was alresdy dismembersd, as far as nature,
race differences, provincial jeslousles, and bad goverrnment could
dismember 1it,

1. HERALD, May 19, 1886.
O, CERONTOTR. Sav 15. 1886,
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There can be no dismemberment whers there is no unity.
It will not in any way injure the Hmpire by our withdraw-
ing from the Confederatlion. On the contrary, by givi
renewed life and prosperity to the provinece, Repeal will
add to t stability sand permanence of the ﬁritith con=
nection, _

Some of the members who supported the Liberal party
really wanted Repeal, and desired to be freed from the domin-
ation of Caneda. A few may have wanted annexaticn with the
United States. Others favoured reciprocity with thelr great
neighbour, but were agsinst closer relations. Hany Nova Scotians
cherished a sentimental desire to return to 1866 - when Nova
Scotis was wealthy and powerful - and they had conceived the
idea that Repeasl would achieve their dream., OCOther men, Liberals
and Conservatives, saw the ory for Hepeal only as a wespon to
force the Dominion government to grant Nova Scotia better fin-
anclial terms.

The Conservatives reliterated thelr arguments that the
demand for Repeal might lead to rebellion or to a demand for
annexation to the United States, and as such it should be de-
plored. They opposed Secession because it meant dismemberment
both of Canade and Nova s«gtii, and ruination to its peocple, but
they failed to counteract Premlier Plelding's statement of the
Liveral policy by a stﬁong platform of their own, They merely
eriticized various minor subjects and attacked the Liberal
leader, characterlizing him as "Incompetent, Negligent, and

Corrupt.® 2

2, ‘HERALD, May 27, 1886,
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On June 16, 1886, the MORNING. CHRONICLE announced the
victory of the Liberal party in these headlines:

A WATERLOO

The Tory Party Crushed

REPEAL WINS

The Liberal Mejority Increased

A Splendld Triumph

A11 the Liberals rejolced because the people of Hova
Scotia had given overwhelming support te the cause of Repeal
and to the government, They had won a triumph greater than any
since the clean sweep of 1867. Twenty-nine Liberals, one Inde-
pendent pledged to support Repeal, and eight Conservatives had
been elected. The government majority had been almost doubled,
It was a complete and overwhelming defeat for the Conservatives,
who were reduced to a veritable "corporal's guard.,”

The vindication of the local government is as complete
and overpowering as could possibly be desired ... There can
be no misteke in the volce with which Nova Scotia had de~
clared that she must have Justice done to her or be allowed
to withdraw from the Confederation. It will be impossible
to resist a demand so backed up ... If the Dominion govern~-
ment and Parliament should still persist in turning a deaf
ear to our remonstrances we may rest assured that our case
will not meet a similar reception by the Imperial House of
Commons and the Imperisl Government.l

The Conservatives acknowledged their defeat, but ex-

plained their failure as due, first, to the fact that the "Grits®

1., CHRONICLE, June 16, 1886,
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possessed an enormous corruption fund; and, second, that the cam-
paign had been too short for an adegquate canvass of the constitue
encles; and, third, the sbsence of the fishermen caused the loss

of a large number of votes for their party.

The Liberals replied that the people had re-endorsed
the local government's excellent record of adminlstration, and
that the people had given an unqualified verdict for Repeal.

They declared that the Liberal party had no corruption fund
although everyone knew that the "Tories" had used a large sum
for bribery, and that each party had suffered equally from the
shortness of the campalign, while the fishing districts had voted
solidly for Repeal.

The Liberal party hed been returned to power because
it possessed a very able and skilful leader in %. 8. Flelding.

It also had an excellent record of administration, and a united
party with a good orgsnisation and able members, backed by strong
newspaper support, Above all, the people of Nova Scotla wanted
Repeel. They had selized on Repesl as the solution for the de-
pression end the financiasl difficulties of the province, and as

a reagsertion of their intense love and pride in Nova Scotia as
their native land - which would now be free of the domination of
Canada,

The Conservatives had suffered defeat because Adam Bell
was not as able a leader as the Premier, although he was liked
end respected., They possessed no ccnsiructive polliey, nor could
they point with pride to their achlevements in the Legislature.
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The Conservative candidates seemed to be wealker men in character,
influence, and political experience, Hany people felt that 1t
would be impossible to form an efficient government from the
Conservative party. Lastly, the people wanted Repeal because
they had many grievances against the Dominion, The Conservatives

opposed Repeal, and were defeated on this issue.
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2.

The Hon. Mr. Filelding and other prominent Liberals
thought that the Repesl movement would be greatly strengthened
Af Nova Seotia could elect a majority of Repealers to the House
of Commons in the next Dominion election. They claimed that it
would be imposeible for the governwent of Nova Scotlia to achieve
Repeal while & majority of the elected representatives of the
Province at Ottawa were ardently opposed to Repesl. In the
svent of an appeal to Bngland by the local Assembly, Nova Scotia's
Deminion representatives would send a counter appeal, clalming
that they were as well sntitled to speak for the Province as the
local members, Accordingly the Liberal leaders in Hove Scotia
and the Liberal press of the province exhorted the people to
strike for Repeal and to vote for the Liberal party in the Do~
minion election, 1
Instead of taking definite steps towards Repeal, the
Plelding government concentrated their efforts on defeating the
Conservatives in the Dominion election which was to be on Feb-
ruary 28nd, 1887, Although the rest of Canada was concerned over
the lNorth-West Rebellion and Riel, and with the FNational Foliey,
in Nova Scotla Repeal alone was important.

Without a decisive and overwhelming vote now for re~
peal, the great viectory of last summer will amount to nothing.
Bvery man who voted for repeal then is bound by every obli-
gation that ean have influence upon an intelligent, consis~-

tent, and patriotic citizen, to repeat it now, and not only
that, but to exercise all legitimate influences to persuade

l. CHRONICLE, June 4, 1886; NOVA SCOTIAN, PFebruary 19, 1887, P 1.
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his neighbour to do the same ... Let the vietory of
Pebruary 22nd be & pirreaf waterloo for Tupper and
his fallow conspirators.

Both parties repeated the Repeal arguments of the June
election, 2 The Conservatives tried to undermine the Liberals
by taunts that the Libersls had done nothing to secure "secesh®,
and by statements that & reaction hed taken place in the popular
demand for Repeal. They insisted that the voters must defeat
the Liberal eandidata# end destroy Repeal forever.

Iir thia province today elects a ma{aricy of members

favourable to union, especially 1f 1t elects & majority

of men pledged to malntain the union, the result can hardly
fall to be the gquietus of the foollish movement in favour of
repeal ... Certainly, all well wishers of this country
should unite then, to secure such a result; for no reason~
able man can entertain a dgnbt of the futile and harmful
nature of that agitation.

The MORNING HERALD printed many statistics to prove that
Nova Scotia had prospered under Confederation and reiterated the
arguments advanced in June. They declared that Canade's fisecal
policy was no concern of the pvoviaao'Qr Nova Seotla, and that
the majority of the Hova Scotian representatives in the federsl
parliament had always supported the Dominion's policies., They
agreed that the province needed more money for roads and bridges,
but that this was no reason for Repeal. They sald that Hova
Scotla was far better off with her share of federal public works
and her trade with the other provinces as part of the Dominion of
Canada than she would be in isclation, perticularly as Repeal

might lead to annexation with the United States,

l. HOVA SCOTIAEN, Pebruary 19, 1887, P 2,

2., HERALD, January 20, 1887; €. H., Cahan's lattar; also
ACADIAN RECORDER, January 25, 1887.

3. HERALD, Fedbruary 282, 1887.
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The question of the National Policy was still lmportant
in the election campaign of 1887, but it was used chiefly to sup-
port pro and con arguments on Repeal. The Conservatives repeated
many arguments advanced in 1888 to prove that Nova Scotia had
thrived under the Kational Policy, while the Libersls quoted their
arguments to the contrary whieh they had expressed in 1878 and
1882, The Conservatives asked why Nova Scotiens should wish to
leave Confederation and the blessings of the Hational Poliey.
Their opponents tried to show that the Hational Poliey had ruined
Hova Scotia, and inferred that all NHova Scotlians should support
Repeal and escape the curse of National Polioey.

The subject of corruption figured largely in the election
campaign waged by the Liberals because they feared that bribery
and corrupt election promises might cause their defeat. The
editer of the ACADIAN RECORDER (J. W. Longley) in particular,
made 8 desperate attempt to convince the electors that the country
would be ruilned by "Tory" extravagance and corruption. *

The Conservative party appealed to the people to vote
for them becsuse they opposed Repeal, and because they supported
the National Poliecy which had brought prosperity te the Dominilon,
and on their record. They astated that the government, of which
8ir John A. Kecdonald was the honored head, should receive ecredit
from honest and patriotic voters becauss it had accomplished the
eonsolidation of British North Amerieca, the successful completion
of the Pacific Railway, the adoption of a national poliecy for the
protection of Canadian industries, the enlargement of cenals,

1. RECORDER, January &, 17, Pebruary 8, 1887.
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erection of publie dbulldings and lighthouses, the granting of
"Ratter Terms®™ to the provinees, and the development of the
Horth-%est, In regerd to the pecullar interests of Nova 3cotia
the present federsl government had not been negligent. It had
been responsible for granting the provinee about four millien
dollaprs of Better Terms since 1867, and for eonstrncting the
Intercolonial end siding various short lines in the province,
and hed provided coast services, public works, and the erection
of a grain elevator at Halifax,l

The Liberals asserted that they intended to carry out

the following programme if elected:

To peform the senzte; to check the inorease of the
public debt; to reduce the expenditure; to guard provincial
rights; te make an honest effort to seocure a reciprocity
treaty with the United 3tates; to obtain for Canades the
right to negotiate her own treasties; to protect the publie
domain from plunder; and to give to the publie (and not to
the boedle supporters of & boodle government, as is the case
now) the profit erising from publiec property; to restore to
the provinces the control of the franchise; to frame a land
poliey in the Horthwest favourable to the settler; and to
deber ministers of the orown and members of parlisment from
receiving subsidies and money grants from the government on
sny pretext or in any shape whatever. 2

They warned the people that since there was no longer a

large surplus, but a defiecit instead, it was c¢lear that & high
scale of taxation must be retained, and so manufecturers would not
be deprived of any incidental protection provided by a high tariff,

Un February 28nd Sir John A. Macdonald won his fifth

election as Premlier of Canada. In Nova Scotia the Conservatives
had fourteen supporters and the Liberals seven, the same as in

lgez,

1. HERALD, Jenuary 18, 1887,
2. HERALD, February 4, 1887, reprinted from the CHRONICLE; see
also RECORDER Pebruary 17, 1887, ? B, Col. 5.
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3.

The Liberals had won a sweeping victory in June, but
were defeated in the Dominion contest in Pebruary. Why?

The Conservatives claimed that a reaction had taken
place in the people's opinion about Repesl, and that Nova Scotians
had decided agsinst Repesl.

Hany Liberals, ineluding Premier PFlelding, concluded
that the people had been eminently satisflied with the good admin-
istration of the local Liberal government, and therefore had voted
for 1%, Repeal hed only inecreased the Liberal majority, instead
of causing the majority as everyone first belleved.

The feeling for Repeel had lost some of its fervour be-
tween June and February se there was no official action tow&v&t
Repeal which would have tended to retain publie interest,

The Conservatives won the Dominion election because they
were already in power and were superlatively organized, and also
were alided by the msnufacturers who flourished under the Natlional
Policy. The Liberals were over-confident because of the June
victory, while the Conservatives exerted themselves to the utmost
to avoid a2 second defeat. Although there was considersble Repeal
feeling it d4id not possess enough influence to offset the weakness
of the Liberals, the energy and organization of the Conservative
party, the immense patronage wielded by the Dominion Government,
and the tremendous personal popularity of S4ir John A. Hacdonald
and 8ir Charles Tupper.
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In the twenty-ninth Assembly the Liberal government
possessed such a large majority that they could enact a large
and useful body of legislation with scarecely any opposition.

This enabled individual members of the Liberal party to express
their personal views, and to vote against the government without
fear of causing thelir perty's defeat. As the Conservatives
ecould not offer any effective opposition they ususlly supported
government measures, Very little time was occupled with party
disputes. The chiefl subjects of discussion were Repeal, Quabec
Resolutions, Abcllition of the Leglslative Counecil, Education,
Road Bills, and Finence.

The government had been reconstructed before the June
election., The Hon. Alongzo White, Attorney-General, hald retired
to be appointed Reglstrar of Deeds in Halifex, Hon, Isidore
LeBlane resigned, later to become a member of the Legislative
Counell.,

The Hon. W. 8. Plelding continued to guide the destiny
of his native province as Premisr and Provincial Secretary; C. E.
Church remained as Commissioner of Public Works and Mines; J. W.
Longley (Annspolis) was eppointed Attorney-Ceneral; the members
without portfolio were Thomas Morrison (Colchester) M.L.C.;
Thomas Johnson (Shelburne); Angus MeGillivray (Antigonish) former
Speaker of the Assembly; and Daniel MeNiel, (Inverness). 1

With the exception of iMr, Morrison's portfolio, vacated
by his death, this Executive remained unchanged during the term
of the twenty-ninth Assembly. First John D, HeLeod, M. L. C.,

l. HORNING HERALD, May 3lst, 1888,
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replaced ¥y, Morrison, but later D. C. Fraser, lNew Glasgow, who
had been appointed to the Leglslative Couneil in 1888, became

the government's spokesmen In the Council, and the Couneil's rep-
resentative in the Cabinet.

The Liberal party possessed an overwhelming majority in
the Assembly because there were tweniy-nine Liberals, eight Con-
servatives, and one Independent, Dr. John L, Bethune, from Vie~
toria, pledged to Repeal, The strength of the respective parties
remained the same in the various by-elections.}

The Opposition was extremely weak. Not only were they
hopeleasly outnumbered by the Liberals, but they had suffered a
severe loss in the resignation of thelr leader, Adam C. Bell, who
had been elected to the federal parliament, When the House met
on Kareh 10, 1887, the only Conservative with previous experience
in the Assembly was Dr. Charles Hunro (Plctou) and he admitted
that he was no parlismentarien. In the debate on the Speech from
the Throne Dr., lunro declared that he felt himselfl incapable of
leading an opposition, and aukoé that the debate be adjourned to
allow the Conservatives to retire to select a foeman worthy of
government steel., Dr. William lecKay (Cape Bruﬂan) was duly
elected Opposition leader,

This weakness and inexperience of the Conservetives
meant that they offered virtually no oppositicn to the government
policy. A4ll the members of the Assembly discussed ecach guestion
on its own merits, gave thelr reasons for supporting 1t, and
l, Jason M. Mack (L, Queens Co.) reaigned eventuaslly to go to the

Council, and was replaced by A. ¥, Hemeon (L); Adam C. Bell
(€, Plotou) resigned and was succeeded by William Cameron (C);

and (eorge A, Ross (L, Lunenburg) was replaced by John Drew
Sperry, Liberal.
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stated thelr objJections. There were very few divislons, Debates
were much shorter than in the previous Assembly. The canaefvativtu
supported government bills such as Hiners' Rellef Socletliss, Munile
cipal Assessment, Towns' Incorporation, xm§riaonmant for Lebt, Road
811l of 1889, and the Health Bill, They opposed the Liberal polley
on the question of Repeal, the QueLec Resolutions, the Foed Bill

of 1890, and the restriction of the Educatlion grant. Hot until
1860 4id the Opposition really f{ight the government on all its
proposals and argue over minor detalls with considerable bitter-
ness snd partizan feeling.

Dr. Bethune used his position ags an Independent to eriti-
cize government bills though he generally supported Flelding. In
the session of 1890 he opposed the govermment, and became the Cone
servative candldate for Victoria in the slection of that year.

Since Repeal had oceupled such & prominent place in the
election campaign of 188& one would expect the subject tc bs of
first importance in the measures promised {for discussion in the
Speech from the Throne, However, the word Repeal was not mentloned
in the Speech and its absence wes comwmented upon,

Although the Leglslature met on March 10, 1887, the
debate on Repeal did not begin until April 2lst. Premisr Flelding
moved & serles of resclutions which reviewed Lhs causez of the
Repeal movement and concluded:

That at the said general electlon for the house of com=

mons in Februery, 1887, the province of Nova 3cotia returned
& nmajority of members opposed to the policy of separation
from the Eﬁminian. That in view of such recent action by
the pecople of the province, an application tc the imperial

government and parliament for the release of Nova Scotia
from the Canadian confederation could not be favourably
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received by the lwperlal suthoritles, aund It 1s at present
inexpedient to make such application;
That this house strongly reaffirms the declaratiocn of
the last house, that Hova Scotia suffers great disadventages
in the unlicn, and declares its cplnicn that unless & materisl
change takes place in financial affairs and commercial re-
lations, whereby ihe position of the province i1s lmproved,
the discontent in Nova Scotia will continue and increase,
and 1t will De necessary Lo agaln subwit the guestilon of
separetion from Canada to the peopls of this province for
thelr declslon. 1
dr. Flelding related the history of Hepeal in Nova
Scotia, and analysed the difference 1ln the results of the June
and Pebruary elesciicns, "It almost seems as 1f the people had
not olear and definite views in the mstter.® 2

He explained why the government had not taken definite
action to oblain Repesl by sending a delegatlion to England im-
mediately followlng the June electlon, by rewinding the members
that first the government were to approsch the governments of the
maritizme provinces and endsavour to bring about a Haritime Union.
Unofficlally he had ascertained that nelther the governmant of
Prince Edward Islsnd nor of New Brunswick was favourable to Repeal,
and that they would give an emphatic refusal, The Executive of
Hova Scotie had decided to walt until the meeling of the Legis~
latures of those provinces when they hoped that those private mem-
bers who wented Repeal could influence the governments of FPrince
Bdward lsland and New Brunswick to give a favourabls response.

The Fremier stated that the Nova Scotlan government
had refrained from sending a delegation to Eagland until the pro=-
vince's representatives at Ottawe were in favour of Hepeal, be~

cause if they hed sent such a delegation the federal members would

1, Debetes and Froceedings of the locuse of Assembly, 1887, P 2850,
2. Debates of K, 8, Assembly, 1887, P 254,



have sent & counter delegation declaring that the people of HNova
Scotis did not want Repeal., In addition, he said that Hr. Olad-
stone had been replaced by Lord Salisbury, who was known to be
hostile to Home Rule in Irelend and to Repesl in Canada; and the
Earl of Carnavon, who had been instrumental in passing the British
Horth America Act, occupled e prominent pesition in the cablinet.
It would have been folly to demend from this Imperial government
the right for Nova Secotis to go out of the Union becsuse that re-
quest would have been met by s prompt refusal, and it might have
been fatal to the cause of Rvpeal.l
But 1t was not this probable hostility of the Imperial
government that was most fatal to Repeal at this time, according
to Hr., Plelding, because the views of the government and parlia-
ment of Oreat Britain had been known to change from time to time.
The people of Nova Scotia themselves had raised an insurmountable
obastacle to Repesl in the February elsctions:
In the face of that faet for thls govermnment to send
& delegation to England would, in my judgment, be something
that would not command the confidence and respect of the
people of Nova Scotia,.®
The Premler thought that for the present Nova Scotia
must remain in Confederation, but he was convinced that the FPro-
vince was not receiving fair play and that there must be some change,
I have felt, since the February elections, that the hands
of the gavcrnmont were tied ... I amw persuaded that our true
policey ia to tell the people of Nova Scotia that they had the
‘matter in their own hends, that they had & glorious oppor-
tunity of asserting their desires on this question, and of
placing themselves in a falr position to secure the accomplishe

ment of those desires, that they lost that opportunity, and
that, until they are prepared to take up the question again

2., 1Ibid, P 264.




with greater firmness, and repair the demages of the Pebruary
election, thia repesal movemenit can have no reascneble hope
of success,
The debate on Repeal dragged on until April 27th, each
membar protesting that he had not intended to speak, but since
the House considered that the metter should be discussed he would
give his aginion.g
Various Tiberals, notably Jamee Fraser (Guysborough),
Otto Weeks (Cuysborough), William F, ¥acCoy (Shelburne), Ceorge
Ross {Lunenburg) and Jeffry McColl (Pilctou), expressed their dis-
satisfaction with the government's resolutions becsuse they wanted
to continue the agitation for Repesl, ﬂibrgo Ross said: "It seems
to me that the goevernment are dlsposed to let this guestion die.
It is my bellef that 1t 12 one of the causes that are worthy of
being kept alive snd bravely fought for,"d
Otto Weeks discusaed the resolutions with a deep and
gsincere feeling of "disappointment that after three years of
agltation we seem to be no whit nearer the frultion of our hopes
than when that agitation began." 4 He criticigzed the government
for not taking definite action to obtain Repeal before the Dominion
elections, although he admitted that another provincial election
or a delegatlion to England, or a plebiscite would not obtain Repeal.
In the evening session of April 22nd, Jeffry MeColl
moved an amendment to the fremier's resolutions whiech declared for

annexstion to the United SBtates:

1. Debates, 1887, P 2564 - 2868,
2. 1Ibid4, P 250 - 352,

3. Ibid, P 257,

4, Ibia, r 352,



1386

That this house, after using all poesible efforts to
keep the expenditure of this province within tue recelipts,
and feiling in thai, the whole matter should be submitted
to the people with & view to a repeal of the union, and as
a firat step to asking the government of the United States
Sivimete semmsvelel Sesbinapiane 1 L L ne Gemb ew

Mr. David Hearn (€, Richmond) seccnded this amendment
for the purpose of aecuring a discussion on the mathar; although
he always heped to live under the aegla of the Eritish orown.

The members refused to dlscuse Mr. ¥cColl's resclution, and the
smendmnent waa defealed without debate by a vote of one to twenty-
8ix.

The Conservatives did not speask on Repeal until the
last day of Lhe debate although they ware Irequently urged to do
80 by their opponsants because they refuvsed to fight the Hepeal
resolutions sericusly, aad by doing so lend dignity toc a farce. s

On April 27th, Dr. W. MeKay (C, Cape Breton), the Leader
of the Opposition reviewed the history of Confederation, snd re-
peated all the previocus arguments of the Conssrvatives which
attempted to prove that Nova Scotia had prospered in the Union,

He accused the Liberals of fostering the Repeal agitation for the
purpose of winning the election. Dr. icKay moved & resolution
which declared that the continuance of the Repeal agitation was
inexpedient and unwise, and should not be continued; and which
affirmed the right ol the province to ¢lalm amelioration of 1its
finencial conditlon by constitutional means,.S

In seconding Dr. ¥oKay's resolution Frank Andrews (C,

Annapolis) admitted that Hova Scotia had not prospered ainece

1. Debates, 1887, P 257B.
2. Ibld, P 337.
3. Ibid, P 324 - 325,
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Confederation, but he stated that Confederation could not be
blamed for the changes in the wmechanical and industrial world
which were adverse to Nova Secotia., 5a sald that the Liberals
414 not care for the truth that the provincs had been ruined by
the industrisl revclutlon, not by Union, but only waanted to
maxe the people dlszsatisfled and to vote for them,

Suppose, if Ilnstead of all these lamentations they

{the Liberals) told the pecple that we possess a country
rich in mineral resources, rich in the wealth of our
forests and fisheries, that we enjoy as great an amount
of edivil, religious, and political liberty a«s any pecple
under heaven, Let the hon., gentlemen opposite pursue -
such a course as that and there will be less of an exodus,
lesa dissatisfaction, and the people will be more loyal to
the couatry and wmore patrictic in every respect.

The vote on the Repesl Resolutions was the first trial
of the strength of the respective partles. Dr. Hclay's smend-
ment was defeunted by the Liberals on s vote of five for and
twenity-goven ageinst, Wr, Plelding's resclution was psssed by a
vote of twenty-four In the affirmative end elght in the negative,
411 the Liberals, with the exception of T. R. Bleck (Cumberland)
who wes a strong advocate of maritime union, veoted for the reso~
lutions, and all the Conservetives voted against them, e

The importence of Repeal had diminished by 1888, It
was discuseed indirectly in the gulse of the Cuebec Resolutions
and Reciproeity with the United States. All the members tacitly
admitted thet if the condition of Kove Scotis was improved in the
way suggested by the Quebec Resolutions that the Repeal agitatlion
would cease,

The hope of benefits to be dmrived from the financial

read justment proposed by the Quebec Resclutions, and from reci-

l. Debates, 1887 f 387, also P 250-260

274-201, 344-370.
' oumNAT 0F THE AsenuBrY OF H.R.. 188%. 28 .
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proelity with the United States gradually removed the Repeal
ngitatian.l In 1889 the subject of Repeal was superseded by
the perennial question of Better Terms., On April 15th, #illiam
Roche Jr. (I, Halifax) moved a resolution to obtain an increase
in the provincial subsidy., 7This demand had the concurrence of
both parties, but the debate was never concluded on ascount of
the lateness of the sesslion,

, The Repeal movement therefore had passed out of
practical politics by 1890, and was not an issue in the election
of that year, The matter was revived only when the Conserva-
tives taunted Mr. Flelding for his fallure to obtain Repeal,
and he defended his action, and declared that Repeal was dead.
The most ardent Repealers were defeated in 1890,

The Quebec Conference had been held in October, 1887,
at the invitation of Premier Mercier to dlscuss proposed amend=-
ments to the British North Americe Act. Only the provinces of
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Quebec, Ontario, and Hanitoba pare-
ticipated in the Conference., 2 |

The results of this Conference were embodied in a
series of resolutione which Mr, Flelding submitted to the Assembly
for their approval on March 22, 1888, The most important amend-

1. Debates, 1888, P 381-384.

On April 13th, 1888, the Assembly discussed a proposal for
Reciprocal Trade with the United States made by M¥r. Lo nglay.
and a resolution for Repeal and Reciprocity made by Wil
Roche, The members expressed the feeling that if reciproecity
gould be achieved between Canada and the United States they
would be satisfied to remain & part of the Dominion, because
reciprocity would restore Nova 8cotla's prosperity. If Canada
did not obtain reciprocity, they wished to leave the Union,
and cobtain reciproeity as a separate coleny.

2., The delegates from Nova Scotia were Premier W. 8, Plelding,
Attorney-General J. W. Longley, #nd Hon, Angus MeGillivray.
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ment referred to the financial relations between the Dominion
and the Provinces., It provided for an 1naraanoﬁ allowance to
the provinces for the support of their governments and legis-
latures, and for the sum of eighty cents per head to be pald
until the population of the province reached 2,500,000, and
sixty cents per head for sc much of the population as might
oxceed that number, This arrangement would give Nova Scotia
a subsidy of §542,457,60 - an Increase of $162,457.60 over her
present subsidy.

¥r, Plelding asked that an Address be prepared to
submit the Quebes resolutions to the Governor-Ceneral, and
closed with a plea for all to consider the matters in a non-
partisen spirit as & means of maintaining and improving the
stability and welfare of the Dominion,

Ho one rose to reply to the Premier's remarks. The
House sat in silenece. The Quebec resolutions were adopted
without debate by a vote of twenty-two to eleven, 1 The Liberals,
with the exception of Ress, HeColl, snd Lawrence, who objected
to some minor detalls, voted for the resclutions. The Conser-
vatives and Dr, Bethune voted sgainst them without discussion.
It seems that the Conservatives thought that some of the pro-
posed amendments, such as appointments to the senate by the pro-
vince, and the use of provincial electoral lists, would limit
the power of the federal government, and accordingly opposed it

as the Conservative party favoured a strong Dominion government.

1. Debates, 1888, P aoo; also P 189 et seq.; and HERALD,
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They also opposed increasing the federal texes so that the Fleld-
ing regime would have larger sums to spend, most probably on ’
corruption.

On March 27th, after a short debate, the lLeglslatlive
Council defeated the Quebec Resolutions by a vote of four %o
twelve. The members of the Legislative Council, regardless of
their party affiliation, objected to the Cuebeec Resolutions be-
causs one amendment proposed to glve the Assembly the power of
abolishing the Council by an Address to Her Majesty if the Address
was goncurred in by at least two-thirds of the members of the
Assembly. HNaturally, the members of the Counell refused to assent
to giving the Assembly such power. |

During his first term of office Premier Flelding had
been fortunate in having the co-operation of the Leglslative
Council., From 1886 to 1880 this harmony was disturbed because
he had decided on the abolition of the Counell. The Councillors!
resentment of this suggestion made them extremely critical of all
work of the Assembly. Although they asserted their right of veto
in only a few instances, such as the Quebec Resclutions and the
legislation re Imprisonment for debt,l the bills proposed by the

1. Williem P, HacCoy (L, Shelburne) had introduced a bill in 1883
and in successive sessions to remedy the evils of Hova Scotia's
debt law which permitted any creditor to have a debtor arrested.
He aroused sufficlent interest in the subject to have the gove
ernment introduce & bill to abolish Imprisonment for Debt as a
government measure in 1888, This blll afforded ample pro-
tection for ereditors to collect thelr debts, and received
unanimous support from the Assembly. It was defeated by the
Couneil in 1888 because of insufficlent statistics, and iIn
1889 it was laid over by the Counclil because of the lateness
gfgéh‘ seasion, and finally became law in 1890, Debates, 1888,
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Asgembly suffered many emendments, Por instance, the Town Core-
poration Act of 1888 received cne hundred and forty-eight amend-
menta in the Counecil, =

On April 28th, 1887, the Premier moved a resclutiion,
which passed unanimously, for a conference with the Leglislative
Counell, to consider its abolition, The Council declined the
conference.,

The next year the Premier introduced & bill which pro-
vided that at the dissolution of the present Assembly, the Legle~
lative Couneil should be abolished., Fe expressed his regret that
this ebeolition was necessary beceuse many of 1ts members were his
personal and pelitieal friends, Although an important saving
would thus be made, he was convineed that the people wanted the
abolition of the Council. "The country feels today that it does
not need a second chamber," 2

Contrary to Nr., Flelding's expectations, a long debate
ensued over the subject of sbolition. Frank Andrews (O, Annapoclis)
and David Fearn (C, Richmond) expressed their approval, and Dr,
loKay promised that the Opposition would consider 1%t on non-party
grounds. The bill passed the Assembly by a vote of thirty-one
to four, Otto Weeks, (L, Cuysborough), William Roche {L, Halifax),
1. This bill, sponsored by Attorney-General Longley in 1888, pro-

vided & unifor:z machinery by which all towns desiring incor-
poration ecould be incorporated without obtaining a special

- charter from the Legislature, and was unanimously assented to
3{ the Assembly. The sauneii made many amendments, in partice
ular providing exactly for tax assessment while the Assembly
intended the provisions of the Municipal Assessment Act to
apply. Hany members of the &#sumbig protested angrily st the
Council's action, but at lest agreed with Premier Flelding
that the bill waes too lmportant to be lost, and sccepted the
amendrents,

See Debmtes, 1888, P 48, 67, 214, 226, 377.
2. Debates, 1888, » 167,
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James Praser (L, Guysborough), and John HeNeill (L, Digby)

voting against it because they had declded that the Counecil

was & very useful body and there was no burning desire on the

part of the people to abolish it. The remaining Liberals and

all the Conservatives voted for 1t. The supporters of 1ts abole
ition believed that the people wanted the Counecil sbolished, and
that both parties were committed to obtain this.

The Legislative Couneil considered the bLAll for its

abolition on March 28, 1888, FHon. D. C. Praser mede a vigorous

speech in which the arguments of previous debates were reped ed.
Finally, ¥r. Baker moved that the bill be deferred for three

months, The messure for the Abolition of the Council was de-

feated by a vote of eleven to eight and the amendment carried.

1

Late in the session of 1890 Premier Plelding intro-

duced & bill similar to one of 1888 and which provided for the

abolition of the Council at the end of the current parlismentary

term. The members sdopted this bill unanimously without & dsbate.®

1.

2.

CHRONICLE, Merch 29, l888, .
Vote for Abolition of Counecil:
Ray (L), LeBlanc zn;. Dodge (L), MeNiel (L) Praser (L),
varker {(C), Owen (C), Black (¢) - B
Against - Oakes (L), BReker (L), Locke (C), Whitman (C),
Goudge (L) Putler (L), Creelman (C), NeKinnon (C),
Prancheville (L), MeCurdy (L), Poak (L) =~ 11
Ray, LeBlanc, Dodge, McNiel, Fraser, Goudge, Owen, Black,
Locke, and Whitman were all pledged to vote for abolition,
Creelman and Whitman had previously votsd for sbolition whlle -
the Conservatives were in power, but now felt that the Couneil
was nesded to revise bHills, 0Ooudge was plodged to abolltion,
but he thought that an infringement of privilege of the Council
had besn committed in the manner of bringing the bill before
the Council, Butler, Boak, Francheville, MeCurdy, Oakes, and
Baker had always opposed abolltlion.
CHRONICLE, April 19, 18060, P 4, Col. 1 for Debates of
April 1llth,
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This bill wae left on the table in the Couneil from
April 12th till April 14th when a sharp altercation arose among
the members &s to whether the bill should be sent tc the Com-
mittee on Privileges for a report. Iir. Praser, leader of the
government in the Councll, objected tc sending the bill to a
Committee because he preferred a debate in the Council to con-
sideration in a Committee which was composed largely of members
hostile to abolition. 1

The Committee not only reported asdversely on the bill,
advising a three months' holst, but declared that the intro-
duction of the bill in the Assembly was an invasion of the rights
and privileges of the Council, and that such bills should only
originate in the Ccuneil., This report was adopted by a vote of
thirteen to four. The seven Conservative members of the Couneill,
who had all previcusly voted for its abolition, now voted against
it. Only four Liberals - Murray, Hack, HcHelll, and Fraser -
voted for it, 2

The Conservatives had voted for abolition during the
Holmes administration, regardleas of thelr private opinions, to
support their party's poliey. Now they would not assist the
Liberal government in the seame policy unless they were convinced
of the absclute necessity for abolition. They had decided that
the Gouncil was an extremely useful check on legislation, and that
no saving would be made by abolishing it. The Liberal members in

1. The Committee on Privileges consisted of Goudge (L), Black (C),
Francheville (L), Whitman (C), end MeCurdy (L) - only Black
had voted for abolition in 1888,

2. CHRONICLE debates, April 20, 1880, and editorial, April 24th,
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the Couneil thought that a majority of the Assembly and the
people were against its abolition, and that the Liberal govern-
ment were making & great mistake. HNurray, Haock, McNelll, Fraser,
and Ray were willing to vote to abolish the Council in fulfil-
ment of thelr pledge to do so.

There were no important reilway debates, or changes
in government policy towards rallways from 1887 to 1880. This
was a period of the construction of branch lines in various
parts of the province, usually with the aid of 2 ecombined Dominion
and Provincial subaidy. 1

The great plga of 1886 for Western Rallway Consoli-
dation falled., In 1887 Lieutenant-Governor Richey explained
that the promoters of the acheme had not succeeded in obtaining
the necessary co-operation from the Dominion Government to enable
them to carry out their arrangementsa, Later the Joint Stoek
Association terminated their contract. The Pederal government
assisted the Western Counties Rallway and prepared to complete
the missing link,
| The Nova Scotian @avarnunné made no further plans for
the consolidation of the western rallrcads as they thought it
would be inadvisable to use the publie money for this purpose
when the Dominion might take them over without compensation as

1. Four contracts were entered intc under the Act of 1886 -
(1) Hacoan and Joggin for twelve miles; (2) the Springhill
and Oxford line for fourteen miles; (3) the Stewlacke Valley
and Lansdowne Rallway Company for twenty-four miles; (4) Corn=
wallis Valley Railway for fourteen miles from Canning to Kente-
ville. In 1890 the Nova Scotia Central Railway (the Nietaux
and Atlantic line) was opened from Lunenburg to Middleton,
See Debates, 1889, P 306, 541.
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railroads for the general benefit of the country. There ex-
isted a considerable agltation for the Federal goveinmont to
complete and consolidate these western lines as they had in
the eastern part of the province so that all wguld enjoy the

lower rates of the Intercolonlial. E

Bducation continued to be of vital ifmportance. In
1887 the subject under discussion was the curtailment of the
Bducation Grant. The government expenditure on education was
not fixed, but instead a certain grant was made to every teéeacher
according to their grade of licence, The grant to teachers of
common schools had inereased from [148,173.50 in 1880 - 81 to
$167,184.97 in 1885 - 86,

When Kr. Flelding moved the second reading of the bill
which would reastrict the education grants, he sald that he
"believe(d) there is a genersl agreement on this point, that we
shall not go on incressing our educational grants, unless it is
shewn that our revenues are to be increased in proportion.* 2

The expenditure for common schools was fixed at
$82,000 for the winter term, and {85,000 for the summer term,
approximately the same total grant as in 1886, and the county
academy grant at $14,000 per year, This meant that if the mem-
bers and teachers increased the amount of the govermment grant

to each would be reduced.

1. g.b;;.; of the Counecil in CHRONICLE, 1860, April 25 and
7 : |
2. Debates, 1887, P 73.
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Dr. HcKay believed that education would be ruined if
the grant were reduced and he moved the following resclutlon:

"Resolved, that it is not expefient that the present

grants for common and academic schools be restriocted, but
that & greater aegnamx be exercised 1n‘p{ovialng for the
other public services of the provinece.

After a long and vigorous debate, ths'tirat in the
seasion of 1887, the government's bill to restrict the Education
Grant wes passed without a division, The Opposition leader's
amendment had been defeated by a vote of eight to twenty-eight,
the Conservatives and James A, Fraser (L) voting for it, and the
Liberals against it, 2

The Liberals voted to restrict the Bducation Grant be~
cause they believed that this grant could not be permitted to
increase as Nova Scotlia had had a deficit of $23%,203.00 in 1886,
The Education grant was already almost one-third of the total
provineial revenue, and any turthﬁr inerease would be at the
expense of the road service, which required more money. Premier
Flelding hed chosen the restriction of the grant to prevent
another deficit, and he was loyally supported by his party in
this decision. Some of the Liberal members expressed their re-
gret that the grant had to be reduced, but all agreed to the bill,
while some hoped that the sections would increase the salaries
of the teachers by direct taxation when the govermment grant was
decreased,

The Conservatives opposed the restriction of the Edu-
cation Grant because they believed 1t would interfere with the
l. Debates, 1887, P 76.

2. JOURNAL OF ¥,8., ASSENBLY, 1887, P 109, Fraser wanted the

bill deferred, and he refused to vote for it because there
were ten districts in Guysborough without schools,
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province's education system. They thought that Nova Scotlians
should improve the teaching in thelr achools, and that thls

act would tend to discourage the teachers from improving thelr
licenses. Frank Andrews (C, Annspolls) and David Hearn (C, Rich-
mond) wanted the government to economisze in other departments,
and to ocut the ascademy grants rather than the common school. 1

On ldgreh 3, 1890, Dr. Bethune (Victoria), who was now
regarded as a Conservative by the Liberals, made a motion to
repeal this act of 1887, He stated that he had previously
assented to the limitation because the road service needed more
money. He had discovered that while the teachers' grants had
decreased the road grant had also been steadily reduced., He now
wished to remove all restrictions on the Education Grant,

The ensuing debate, in which there were charges of
extravagance and menceuvring to catoh votes, was not on education
but on finance. The Liberals declared that the province did not
have enough revenue to incresse the Hducation Orant. There was
no division on the motion because it was a money bill which could
only be moved with the Crown's consent., Fremler Plelding re-
fused to muzzle the debate and permitted a frank discussion of
grievances, 2

A grant of eight hundred dollars was made to the School
of Art and Design as encoursagement to technical education., 4n
experimental farm was purchased in connection with the School of
Agriculture at Truro. This school rtuniﬁnﬁ steady support be- |
cause 1t was expected to be of great benefit to farmers and to

agriculture in general., ¥

1., Debates, 1887, P 73, 91, 130, 38l.
2. CHRONICLE, March ¢, 6, 1890,
&. Debates, 1888, P 345, 389.



LT

Schools had also been established for coal miners at
Sydney #ines, Bridgeport, Springhill, Maccan, Stellarton, and
several other places in the province. Seven instructors were
employed. In Harch, 1889, seventy-five pupils were attending
to study for the position of underground managers and ov;rm@u.l

In 1890 the Legislature provided for ths establishment
of night schools., These were intended for mining centres for
the benefit of miners who did not have sufficlent common school
instruction to attend the School for Miners. The bill provided
that whenever twenty-five sdults petiticned the Governor-in-
Couneil to establish such a school a night school would be
established, using the local school facilities.Z®

In the evening session of April 12, 1889, Premier
Flelding introduced an act for Higher Education for the consid-
eration of the country. IHe was unable to proceed with his pro-
posals because of the finencisl poesition of the province. He
argued that Nove Scotia should gilve some aid to college education,
and he proposed that the province should award annually eight
scholarships of two bhundred dollars per annum for four years,
The successful candidates would attend any of the provinelal

universities.®

Finance was of overwhelming importance in the years
1887 to 1890. The Hon. W. 8. Fielding, as Provincial Secretary,
had complete control of the finances of Nova Scotia. In view
l. CHRONICLE, March 12, 1889, P 4, Col., 2.
2. CHRONICLE, 1890, Bditorial March 19, Mareh 20, P 1, Col 3.

3., CHRONICLE, 1889, April 30; Col 4;
Debates, 1889, P 423,
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of the fact that Mr. Plelding became Finance Minlster of the
Dominion of Canada particular interest should be attached to
his incressing skill at handling flgures, his varlous devices
to increase revenue and contrel expendliture, and to his ability
to make & complex matter simple, and a simple matter complex,
whichever sulted his purpose.

In these years the Premier possessed no flnancisl
eritic., The members of the Opposition confessed their inability
 to Judge his financilal messures, and offered only general erit-
icisms, such as protests sgainst the rapidly increasing debt.
Ko member could Eagin to approach his knowledge of provincial
finence or his command of figures,

In this periocd the same general tendencles were dis-
cernible as in the esrlier and later vears of the Fielding ad-
minlstration, The period was characterized by freer spending,
but not extravagance, by Lhe steady growth of both expenditure
and revenue, and by the development of eapital account.

B8ince expenditure tended to triumph over revenue the
government continued 1ts efforts to obtain an increased subsidy
from the Dominion., The Hepeal movement collapsed without the
reward of Better Terms, and the Address of 1887 which pressed
the resclutions of the Quebec Conference slso falled in this
aspiration. The Dominion subsidy remained at {432,800, and es
the revenue Iinoressed steadily its importance decreaged. In
1888 the federal government paid {71,500 for the province in
settlement of the Havigation Securitles' claim, |



The fallurs to expand the ravanno.by & larger Dominion
subsidy foreed the government to economize and to searech for
new sources of revenue, The HEducation srant was limited to
avold deficits. PFortunately, relief came from the coal royalties.
The Mines Aot of 1885 had resulted in an increased revenue, which
continued to lncrease as coal mining prospered. -

After 1883 non-recurrent or caplital funds wers pro-
vided by borrowing. r. Plelding refused to borrow for ordinary
expenditure, but he fostered the rapid expansion of caplital ex-
penditure. In his second term of office the Premier continued
to borrow money at home, at first at four and a half per cent.,
and after 1888 st four per cent,® These funds were used for
rallway subsidies, the construction of bridges, and for & new
purpose after 1869 -~ for road building end repeirs, The interest
on the road loen of $600,000, like the bridge loan, was deducted
from the annual road grent, The annual cost of interest charges
for the debentures steadily increased with the growth of the
capital acecount,

Almoat one-third of the recurrent expenditure was for
education, and about one~fourth for roads and bridges. Approxi-
mately sixteen per cent, of the recurrent expenditure was de~

voted to Publlie Charities, The Hosgpital for the Insene received
almost three-quarters of this, although the Victoria General

Hospital was beginning %o require larger sums for 1ts maintenance.®

1. The cosl royalties amounted to $127,157.00 in 1886, and
£166,670.00 in 1889,

2., There were no withdrawals from the debt account at Ottawa,
because the Baring Brothers affair had taught Pielding that
money could be borrowed for less than the 5% recelved on
deposit there.

3., 1In 1887 the name of the Provinelal and City Hospital was
shanged to the Victoria General HHospltal in honour of Queen
Victoria's jubilee, and $20,000 borrowed to enlarge the hoap-
ital because it was badly overcrowded., fSee HERALD, 1887,

April 6, and Debates, 1887, P 137, 1850,
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In each of the years 1887, 1889, and 1890, Nova Scotla
gsuffered a deficit which appeared smaller than 1t was in reality.
In the Public Charities Account the total receipts and expendi-
tures were no longer entered in the Financial Returns, but only
the net sum voted by the Leglslature., Alsoc, Mr. Field ing per-
mitted the Publie Charities Board to secumulate & large floating
debt at the bank. This was not reported in the Finanelal Returns
and this would have increased the amount of the deflieit. Another
innovation was that thak?kumiar no longer carried the deficit or
surplus of one year over to the next year, and any deficits were
charged to capital account. The surplus of 1888 was caused by
an unexpected windfall in the payment of {71,500 from the Federal
government for Navigation Securities, and this surplus was ex-
pended in 1889 to avoid the evil day when the grants would have
to be reduced.

In 1887 the Leglslature passed a Bridge Loan Bill
which permitted the government to borrow & further sum of
$280,000 for the bridge service. This bill was very similar to
the Bridge Act of 1883 which had authorized the government to
issue bonds for §750,000, and to lend each county a certain sum
for the construction of permanent bridges, while the interest on
the sum borrowed was deducted from the road grant, kr. Plell ing
explained that soms counties, such as Halifax, Guysborough,
Antigonish, end Cape Ereton, had spent their portion, and that
important bridges must be left unconstructed unless further sums

were granted,
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This proposal for another expenditure on ecapltal
secount, which would cause a debt of nearly a million dollars
for bridges, received the general approval of the members of
the Assembly. Dr, McKay made a very weak protest., ir, Plelding
observed that if this bill werse defeated 1t would be very bad
for Cape Breton County. Willlam MeCoy (L, Shelburne) and Frank
Andrews (C, Annapolis) refused to vote for the bill, HNany mem-
bers would probably have agreed with Leander Rend (I, Kings) who
stated that he must vote for the bill because Eings County
needed bridges, and he dared not ineur the wrath of the people
by voting ageinst a popular measure, *

Por the first time in her history Nova Scotia em~
barked on the poliey of capital expenditure for roads in 1839.3’

After the Holmes-Thompson government had incorporated
the municipalities the muniecipal couneils were given the cone
trol of the provineclal road grant. The system devised by the
council was to divide the sum among the councillors, allowing
each one to supervise the resé repair in his district. Undoubt-
edly the road grant could have been spent more efficlently and
Qcanauisaliy by one enginesr for the whole county.

By 1889 the roads in Nove Scotia were in a terrible
condition; many were badly in need of repalr, while new roads
were urgently required in some sections. Under lir, Fielding the
roads were slightly improved. However, the road grant was less
i R atise :ﬁ?f...gimm. hed made annual grents

for the road service, These grants were spent under the

supervigsion of the county members in the Assembly. This
practice led to waste and corruption,
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than before Confederation, end in her present finaneclal condition
the province could not inecrease the snnual grant. Premier Field-
ing decided to bvorrow {300,000 to obtain sufficient funds to
grapple with the road problem. Hls reassons were outlined In the
preamble of the bill:

Whereas, the ordinary appropriations for the con-

struetion and maintenance of publiec roads in this pro-
vince are insufficlient for the purpose; and whersas num-
srous petitions have been presented to the house of
assembly praying for speclial grants for rcad construction
or improvement; and whereas, the construction of new roads
in the cases of isolated districts, and the improvement of
exlsting roads, more particularly main post roads, are
essential to the growth and progress of the province, and
it is expedient to have such construction and improvement
mnéz 1§ a more substantial and durable manner than in the
paav,

The §300,000 was allotted among the counties according
to the old road scale, apparently without discrimination towards
the ccunties represented by political opponents. The interest
on the sum was to be deducted from the annual road grant as in
the Bridge Loans. The Road Bill was passed with the support of
both parties by a vote of twenty-three to one, Frank Andrews (C)
dissenting. Some Conservatives thought that the amount to be
borrowed was too large while the Liberals contended that {300,000
was not sufficient to rebuild the main roads. Although Dr. McKay
moved an amendment that & smaller sum be voted and the system of
road grants be investigated, the others seemed satisfied with the
bill, All agreed that the amount of money expended on the publie

roads must be increased by some mathaﬁ.a

l. Debates, 1889, P 372. The bill specified that before the money
could be expended on a road such & road must be brought under
the econtrol of the governor-in-council, and that construetion
or repalr should be under the direction of the provinecilal eng-
ineer or supervisors appointed by the government,

2. CHRONICLE, 1889, April 23, 25.
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In 1800 the government introduced & Road Bill which
proposed to borrow a further $300,000 to be expended on roeds
and bridges. ¥r. Plelding declared that the principle of con-
structing and repasiring the rosds on capitsl account had re-
calved the approval of the country generally., He stated that

The only questions tc be considered now are: Do we

need a further sum and is the method of expenditure cal~
culated to give an assurance that the country will get the
benefit of it. The government feel satisfied that the ex~
penditure under the sct of last session has been wisely
made, and that the system will bear & thorough investie
gation, 1 '

The debate over the Roed Bill revealed that the money
borrowed in 1889 had been largely used for the same type of road
work as the annuel grants from recurrent revenue, Very little
work of a permanent character had been asccomplished., MNoreover,
the Libersl representatives had been very influential in recom~
mending snd appointing foremen and inspectors, and in some in-
stances had supervised the road bullding, although all such
powers had been vested in the Governor-in-Couneil and the Fro-
vinelal Engineer. This practice made it possible for men to be
chosen for their polities instead of thelr skill at road bullding.

This Road Bill falled to obtain the support of the
Conservative party, partly because in this sesslion the Opposi tion
were vigorously opposing the Liberals, and partly because they
objected to the methods of expenditure under this act.

The Conservatives had asked for a detalled report of
expenditure under the Road Act of 1880, The Premier had refused
1., Debates, 1890, P 147. Nr. Flelding edmitted that some in-

competent men had been hired, 2nd that some of the work was
badly done. S8Section 3 of the Act of 1889 was repealed. i

This section had limited expenditure by bringing the roads
under the jurisdiction of the Governor-in-Council,



154

to print this information on the grounds of expense., Pinally,
a chest filled with road returns was placed in the Assembly
room. The Oppositian did not recelve this information in time
to makke any specific charges of corruption, but hints of graft
and fraud were rife.

The Conservetives dild not oppose the principle of cape
ital borrowing for roads. They did object to wvoting such a
large sum on the eve of an election when 1t might easily be
uged for bribery. "It may be taken for granted that these gen-
tlemen {(the Liberals) have two roads in view, the roads of the
ecountry, and the road to get into parliament.” : Other reasons
which they advanced for thelir opposition were that very little
of the road work had been of 2 permanent character, and that
most of the money had been wasted.

The Liberal members supported the Road Bill because the
roads needed more repairs. While the roads haed been much lme
proved, a grant of {140,000 annually was insufficient to keep the
roads in condition. The Llberals believed that it would be wise
to completely re-construet the roads with borrowed money, and
then it would require & smaller road grant to keep them in repair.
Needless to say, they did not object to having large sums ex-
pended in thelr constituencies at election time when thls would
enhance their popularity. The Liberals all agreed with John A.
Fraser (L, Victoria) that the money voted by the Road Act of 1889
had been carefully oxpoﬁdnﬁ. "1 contend that the expenditure
has been honestly and judielously made." 2

1, Debates, 1800, P 158, Hr. Chisholm (C, Cape Breten)
2. Debates, 1800, P 160.
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The debate over the second Road Bill marked the height
of perty animosity ﬁuiing the Legislature of 1887 « 1800, The
Bill was passed by a vote of twenty-seven to six, The Liberals,
joined by David Hesrn (¢, Richmond) and R. L. Black (¢, Cumber-
land) -~ who wanted the grant for their counties - voted in fevour
of the bill while Dr. HeEey (C), Bill (C), ¥unre (C), Cameren
(C), Cnisholm (C), and Andrews (C), refused thelr assent,

Prom 18687 to 1800 the Leglislature increased the road
grant so that the municipalities still had large sums to devote
to roads, and 4id not sulffer any diminutlion on ancoﬁnt of intereat
deducted., Although the whole of the §600,000 was not expended
by 1880 the Road Bill wae & bad measure finencially because the
greater part of the loan went for werk which endured only a few

yeare while the intersst had to be pald for thirty years.

In this period public interest in politics had been
steadily aroused until it rivelled the days of Confederstion.
The members of the governmeni were considered to be young men of
ability and statesmanship. HKuch legislation had been passed
every year and new life and sctivity hed been infused into every
branch of publiec service., The Filelding government had stimulated
rellwey construction by a polliey of subsidles; provided the pro-
vince with substantisal and permanent bridges; hal awgkened in-
terest in mining industries;} they had created the Vietoria
1. The ¥iners' Insurance Bill was passed in 1888, Since the
occupation of miners was extremely hazardous, and the govern-
ment derived a large sum from mining royalties, the govern-
ment had declded to encourage the formation of mutual re-

lief societies for the benefit of the miners and their families.
See CHROKICLE, April &, 6, 18, l8es,



General Hospital, which was a source of pride to every cltiztngl

had given new 1ife to educational work, created mining schools,

and provided a model farm and night schools; prepared a Towna?

Incorporation Acet under which a large number of flourishing towns

carried on public improvements; had consolidated the County

Courtas Acts; had remodelled the municlpal assessment act;

2

sbolished imprisonment for debt; enlarged the franchise until

3

every man earning a decent livelihood could vote; and had in-

augurated a system whereby the great roads and highways could
be reconstructed.

1.

2.

3.

A publie Health Bill had been passed in 1888. It had been
drafted by three doctors (one of whom was Dr. William McEay,
the Conservative leader) and provided for the appointment
of local Boards of Health and public health officers.

This bill had received one hundred and forty amendments by
the Legislative Council, and the Assembly had been forced to
accept these to avold a deadlock because there was an urgent
need for a new assessment law. See Debates, 1887, P 162, 190;
1888, P 17, 26, 2564; HERALD, April 17, l888.

The Pranchise Act of 1888 was largely a revision and consoll-

dation of the franchise laws., The chief smendment was the

extension of the franchise sc that all persons earning $300

or over and resident for one year 1n the district could vote,
The Conservatives proposed an amendment for manhood

suffrage.

See CHRONICLE, 1888, March 21, March 28, P 4, April 13, P 4.
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Relations between the governments at Ottawa and
Halifax were not cordial chiefly because they were not of
the same political faith, The Conservatives remained in
power in the Dominion, and the Liberals in Hova Scotia., In
these years the Nova Scotlians continued thelr struggles to
gain better financial terms from the federal government.

Nova Sgotia's finenclal needs had grown rapidly
since Confederation with the expansion of population and more
demands for government services. By far the larger part br the
provincial revenue was derived Ifrom the Dominion subsidy, and
this source proved both inelastie and iInsuffieient, so naturally
the provincial statesmen made every effort to obtain a larger
subsidy.

In his previous administration Mr. Flelding had tried
various approved methods to gain Better Terms, but all in vain,
The Rapoallm@vemant, vhich was partly a financial demand for
an increased subsidy, had reached its ¢limax in 1886, It was
generally acknowledged that if the Pominion would grant an
additional subsidy to the province that the majority of the
Repealers would be satisfied. PFinally, Repeal c¢ollapsed without
achieving Better Terms.

Thereafter the demand for Repeal subsided into oc~-
casional mutterings and complaints from a few members of the
Assembly, Its most ardent advocates were defeated in the
election of 1890,
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The Inter-provinelal Conference held at Quebec in
1887 to consider amendments to the Canadian constitution pro-
vided an opportunity for the government of Nova Scotia to re-
turn to constitutional methods of winning better financial
conditions. The majority of the governments st the Conference
were Liberal, sc the Conference came to be regerded as a Lib-
ersl move to embarrass the Dominion Conservative goverrment.
Hova Bcotia showed particulsr intersest in the resclutions pro-
posing an incressed aﬁbai&y te the provinces. The Agssembly of
Hova Scotia passed an Address praying that the Imperisl Parlia-
ment enact the suggested amendments to the British North America
Act. This agitation A1d not result in any increased subsidy,l

After much diligence and voluminous correspondence
3&?& Scotia succeeded in gaining & minor financiel concession
from the Dominion when, in 1888, the province recelved about
£71,500 for her expenditure on piers and breakwaters. Nova
S8cotia had spent large sums on the construcetion and repalr of
plers, breakwaters, and wharves after Confederation., Subse-
quently the Dominion had extended or repalred some of these, and
had decided to maintain others. Then the province advanced the
clalm that the Dominlon should have supported these projects
ever since Confederation, and demanded tov be reimbursed for all

provincial money oxgcnﬁ&d.s

The general feeling became prevalent that an adjustment
in favour of the provinces would never be obtained until e Liberal

government came into power at Ottawa,

l, ¥N.8. JOURNAL OF ASSEMBLY, 1888, App. No. 12, and P 1085,
Debates, 1888, P 188.
2., N.8, JOURHAL, 1887, App. No. 1l4. Debates, 1888, P 208,
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The Legislature of Nova Scotia was dissolved on April
2lst, 1890, snd the election was held exactly one month later
on May 2lst, Presumably, this meant a very short and intensive
campalign, but both parties had chosen thelr candidetes and had
begun their canvassing long before the writs were lssued. The
Conservatives had great hopes of victory as the Repeal 1issue
no longer existed to dazzle the people. In the fall of 1889
and in the early months of 1860 the editorials of the MORNIKG
HERALD and the EVENING MAIXIL, the Conservative papers, had fam~-
iliarized the people with the toples of the fortheoming election,
and the few Conservatives in the Assembly had eriticized and
opposed the government's bills, and had attempted to form a
poliey for the inevitable contest.

A feature of this election was that the ecounty organ-
izations of both parties were very active in the campaign, and
that the candidates did much personal canvassing., Premier
Flelding tirelessly vialted various parts of the province to
deliver speeches in many eanntxtnaneiot.l

The chief 1ssue of this election was the record of ir,
Flelding's govtrnnnht, and in particular, its finanecial record.
Repeal was gtill discussed while the road expenditure was a
minor item.

In the slection of 1886 Repesal had been vigorously
urged by the Liberals, and forcefully contested by the Conser-
vatives. 1In 1890 the Conservative "organs®, the HERALD and the
MAIL, made Repeal a prominent part of their campaign, while the
CHRONICLE and the ECHC rarely mentioned it. The Conservative

1, It 1s impossible to estimate the value of such personal
contacts.
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papers stressed the fact that the Liberal government had falled
to obtein Repeal, and claimed that these "Make-Bellieve Repealers”
did not want Repesl, but that they had merely accepted it as an
election ery, and had gladly used the results of the election
of 1887 as an excuse to drop the queastion., The editor of the
HERALD wanted to know why the Flelding government had allarqé
the people to continue to suffer under Confederation, and in-
quired why Nova Scotia was still in "this cursed union" and
still under the "iren heel of extortion," 1

The Liberal papers ignored Repeal because their party
ne longer actively advocated 1t, They limited themselves to a
repetition of the history of Better Terms and Repeal., JNr.
Fielding haﬁ declarsd at Springhill that Repeal "1s not now a
question of practical politics" 2 and this dictum was loyally
accepted by his followers. In his election Address and in his
speeches he explained the reasons for the collapse of Hepeal
and emphasized that the election of a majority adverse to Hepeal
in the federal slection of 1887 had made 1t impossible f@r the
provinecial government to appeal tc the Imperial Parlisment, The
Premler also pointed out that the government antielpated that
Hove Seotie would recelve extra allowances from the federsl treass-
u&yk?y a refund of money expended on railways, and by a readjust-
ment of the subsidy, as preoposed by the (uebec Conference.d

1. HERALD, January 10, 1890; see also Hay 7, Mgy 10, 1890.

2. CHRONICLE, January 13, 18980,

8., 8ee Address to the Electors, CHRONICLE, April 28, 1890, P 4.
A few Nova Scotians severely criticized Xr. Plelding for his
failure to obtain Repeal, MNost Liberals agreed that Repeal
was not a practical issue. See HERALD, April 22, 1890, and
ACADIAR RECORDER, May 7, 1890,
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In the ADDRESS OF HON. PREMIER PIELDING TO THE
ELECTORS OF NOVA SCOTIA the record of the Liberal government was
carefully and concisely presented to the people with great skill
and clarity. As the election of 1890 approached
The government and thelr supporters appeal to the
people with the fullest confidence that the record they
are able to present is one which will commend the support,
2§: ggizggitzgz'sézgi;% Rarty, but of the best element in
#r, Plelding reviewed and interpreted the government's
policy towards Repeal, Education, Rallways, Roads, and Finance.
He stated that Repeal was ended, and reminded the people that
the government hed established night achools and Quh@ola for
miners, and that although they had been forced to limit the
Education Grant the grent was far larger than grants by previous
governments, He oclaimed that the necessity for a vigorous poliey
in relation to the road and bridge service had been recognilzed
by the government, and that their railway pelicy should receive
the sympethy and support of ell. He asserted that the debt was
not excessive, and he emphasized the soundness of the provincial
eredit and the wisdom of the government expenditure on publie
buildings such as the Province Bullding, the Insane Asylum, and
the Victoria General Hospital. The Premier commented on the
progressive legislation initiated by the administration, and he
closed with a reference to the extension of the Franchise, and
asked the young men who were to vote for the first time to suppdrt

the govermment "which has conferred upon them the privilege of

1. CHRONICLE, April 28, 1890, P 4.
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voting, and which has given to the country a& vigorous and
energetic poliey which ahauld enlist the sympathies and come-
mand the cordial support of the young men of Nova Scotia.”

Thus the record and accomplishments of the Liberal
party were ably presented befcre the people, 7The Premier
asked to be judged by his previous acts, and he promised to
continue the polley of reilway extension, and to carry out
further road and bridge construction by borrowing., His finan-
cilal polliey would remain substantially the same.

‘ Dr. Williem MoKay, the Opposition leader, issued an
election menifesto in which he attacked and eriticized the
Liversl Covernment, and asked the people to support the Libersl-
Conservative party, This manifesto was much shorter than
Premier Flelding's., It dld not have the same clarity, force
of expression, or masterly commend of language, nor did it
present a strong polley or one likely to appeal to the psaplu.l

The Conservative leader defined his attitude towards
varlous issues such as Repesl and the rapldly increasing debt,
He praised the Holmes~Thompson govermment for 1ts economical
administration of provinelal finances, its legislation, and
its railway poliey. He condemned the Liberals because they had
destroyed the Raillway Syndiocate, had glven away the Eastern Ex-
tension, and had refused manhood nuf!faga. He objected to the
enormous provineisl debt of three million dollars and to the

large interest charges,

1., Adam Bell, Conservative leader in 1886, had not made a
declaration of his poliey.
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#With a revenue largely in excess of that enjoyed
by their predecessors, the present government have ex-
panded this money -~ not upon the roads and bridges,
education, or agriocultural services - but upon minor
services of doubtful ubtility; end having expended their
excess of revenue largely in providing patronage for
their political supporters, and upon the ainarllnrvicoa
whiech permit of the distributlion of patronage.

Dr. MeKay declared that the people should place the
Conservatives in command of the finances to prevent the growth
of the debt and to avold direct taxation, and to obtalin larger
grants for roads, bridges, agriculture and education. He
promised further railway subsidles, and he inferred that if
the Conservatives were elected thay could obtaln financlal
ad justments from Ottewa, He closed by asking the people "to
try the local government by thelr record of maladministration
of provinecial affairs, and visit upon them the heavy condem=
nation which they undoubtedly deserve,” 2 and not to be swayed
by promises of borrowsd money.

loat of the attention of the campalgn was directed
towards the Conservatives' attacks on the financisl polley of
the government, and the defense by the Libersla., The former
advoeated economy, the restoration of the teachers' granta to
the statutory allowance, transferring the expenditure of the
road money to the munieipsl counclla, the reduction of the
sessional indemnity to §400, the abolitlon of the Legislative
Counecil, and an increase of the roia grants, Thus the Con~-
servatives attacked the govermnment for extravagance, the re-

duetion of the teschera' grants, for taking the control of the

l. HERALD, April 24, 1860.
2. Ibid.
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capital expenditure on roads from the municipality, for fail-
ing to abolish the Couneil, and for not increasing the road grants.
The Liberal press devoted much space to refuting the
Opposition's figures and charges about the Publie Debt, the
Publie Credit, the School Grant, the Cost of Departments, the
expenditure on the Province House, and the Road Act.
The main contention of the Conservatives was that the
Flelding government had possessed & much larger revenue than the
Holmes-Thompson government, and yet had plunged the province
into debt. Meny editorials consisted of statistics whiech proved
that the revenue under Flelding had been larger, but that the
grants to sgriculture, education, and roads had increased very
little, and closed with general hints of government wastefule-
ness and aarruptian»'
ﬂ&m&mb&r-thaﬁ the local government with a revenue
of §130,000 per yeer in excess of that enjoyed by their
predecessors in office, have only increased the grants
te the three principal services of the eountry by sbout
$4,000 per year. This left a balance of {126,000 per
year, which the members of thet gevernment lergely used
in promoting partisan ends, and the political power of
themselves &nd their friends.l
The HORNIKG CHRONICLE ehallenged the accuracy of the
HERALD'S statlistics and cleimed that sll money had been ex-
pended cerefully in the interest of the country. The dis~
cussion of the financisl paliay‘dogunarahea into a squabble
over the exact slze of the public debt snd over the imminence
of direet texation.® The Conservatives objected particularly
1. HERALD, May 9, 1890.

2. HERALD, 1890, May 9, 10, 12, 15, 17,
CHRONICLE, 1890, May l4.
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to the steadily incressing sum which had to be pald for Iinterest
charges,

The Conservatives steted that they should be elected
in order that the publie¢ business might be eonducted in an
economical instead of an extravegant wanner, thereby leaving
a larger sum avallable for roads and other important services.
They claimed that part of this saving eould be used to restore
the teachers' grents, and they asked the voters to "Remember
thet the loecel government is entirely responsible for the re-
| nl The
Liverals replied that they hed merely restricted the grant, not

duction in the salaries of the publiec school teachere.

reduced it, and that the educatlion grant was far larger than a
Conservative government hed ever paid.g
_ The Opposition condemned the Road Policy of the Libe
erals., They asserted that the municipsl counells should con=
trol the expenditure of the road money because the system of
entrusting the members of the legislature with road money had
proved & fallure end becsuse the distribution of the road money
under the councils had proved more satisfaotory. This would
algo deprive the Libderal members of a fund which conld be used
for bribery and corruption. The Conservatives reminded the
electors that "the locsl government has deprived the munieipal
councils of the expenditures of the road moneys borrowed at the

¢ost of the resd grant for use on the rosds and bridges." 3

1. HERALD, Hay 9, 1890,
2. CERNONICIE, May 8, 1800.
S« HERALD, May ©, 1890.



166

At the same time they criticised the Flelding gov~
ernment hecause they had borrowsed sums on capital account
for the roads, and stated that its extravaganoce had made such
borrowing necessary. They protested sgainst the method of
the road expenditure.

Remember that the lasck of proper roads, and the un~
satisfactory condition of those whieh do exist, is di-
rectly attributable to the policy of the government, and
to their westeful disposition of the publie moneys which
should have been used to put these roads in an efficient
condition. B -

They ¢laimed that the sums borrowed for capital ex-
penditure on rosds had been wasted in poor repairs, high wages,
salaries to useless inspectors, and in corruption. The Road
Act waas characterized as a "Road Money Orab® to provide the
Libersal representatives with funds to buy votes. The Conser-
vative papers publicized letters which described the road ex-
penditure in various counties, and which made charges of in-
competence, negligence, and very poor roads in spite of reckless
expenditure.

The money, the borrowed money, has besn spent in

such a way as to do the party in power the most good
at election ¢ » and now the road is Just as bad as
it ever was.

The Conservatives also threatened that soon the whole
eannual road grant would be swallowed by interest charges.

The pledging of the road grant, year after year, for
loans to repair the highways, is like mortgeging a house
for money to pay the taxes and insurance. The grant and
the house will soon be the property of the money lender.
There will be no goncy for the roads, and the householder
will be useless,

1, HERALD, May 16, 1890,

2, HERALD, 1890, May 10. See alsoc May 6, 12,
3. HERALD, May 16, 1890,
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The Liberals met these charges of extravagance and
corruption with the ¢alm assertion that the "Tories" were
liars. They published letters declaring that the roads were
immensely improved, and that the work had been very well done.
They reminded the people that the Opposition had voted for the
Road Bill, and they declared that the provineial road expendi-
ture had been chesper and more efficient than 1t would have
been if expended by the municipsl councils, and that the extra~
ordinary expenditure on roads and bridges should be under the
control of responsible provincial officers. They pralsed the
govermment for their vigorous, senlightened, and progressive
poliey towards roads and bridges, and for the excellent con-
dition of the rouﬁs.l

The editor of the CHRONICLE stressed the fact that
the Opposition had not made any specific charges of wasteful
expenditure so that the people would realize that there was
no eorruption.

Hon, W. 8. Plelding, premier of Nova Scotla, will

be found doing business at the old stand after the 2lst
of May. If a campalgn of falsehoodl, of misrepresentation,
distortion and suppression of facts can dislodge him, he
will not be there. But such a campalgn cannot be success-
ful in Nova Scotia tadug. The people are too intelligent,
and they are not going to overthrow one of the most enter-
prising, strait-forward and honest governments that the

province has ever had, at the bidding of men who are
destitute of brains, honesty, and public spirit.2

l. CHRONICLE, May 8, 14, 1890.
2, CHRONICLE, Msy 14, 1880,
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The Liberals were sustained by the vote at the polls,
Twenty-eight Liberals were elected, and°ten.censorvntivns, as
coupared with twenty-nine Liberals, eight Conservatives, and
one Independent In the Repeal election of 1886, All the mem-
bers of the government were returned although with slightly
smaller majorities then in the previous election, '

Although the Conaervatives had gained two representa-
tives they suffered by the defeat of their leader, Dr. William
licKay, and others with political experience.® Charles H,
Cahan, who was a sub-editor of the MOERING HERAID and who had
proved himself an ardent critic of the Flelding govermment,
succesded In defeating Willlam HacCoy in Shelburne, Both Otte
Weeks and James A. Fraser, strong advocates of Repeal, were
defeated.

The Conservative pabty did not have sufficlent
strength to defeat the Liberal government., Many Conservatives
who would have made admirable candidates had refused to serve.
A mariked apathy existed among the rank and file of the party
towards m»étinga, poiiay, and candidates, although the Conser-
vatives hed orgenized sarly and canvassed diligently. The
party was torn by inner dissention, and Cahan and the candi-
dates for Halifax were reported to have repudisted both Dr.
MeKay's leadership end his poliey,® Dr, MoKay falled to
1, CHRONICLE, 1890, May 22, 26, P.2. HERALD, 18900, May 22, 23.

RECORDER, 1890, May 22, 24, 26,

2. Caps Breton had been strongly Conservative, but it now
elected two Liberals because the peopls were dissatisfied
with their representatives, and inclined to look favourably
upon the government which had pessed legislation for the
miners' welfare. The Road Loan money exerted considerable

influence for the Liberals,
8, CHRONICLE, May 14, 1890; RECORDER, May 20,
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provide shrewd and competent leadership, and he did not command
that lmplieit confidence from his supporters which was so essen-
tial to success, HNany Conservatives were dissatisflied with their
policy and candidates, and had become disgusted with the HERAID'S
incessant attacks upon the government, and c¢laimed thet the Op-
poaition party was essentially destructive and merely "against
the government."

The Conservative pla&lq for economy, on which they had
based most of thelr campalgn, 4id not appeal to the people who
preferred the prospect of lavish government spending, and were
satisfied with the expenditure on roads and bridges and other
services,

The people have endorsed this wretched policy (of
borrowing for current expenses). They feel, as the mem-
bers of the government do, that it is & comfortabvle
thing to have plenty of money to spend, and are content
to let the next generation shoulder the burden ... but
there 1s a day of taxation coming when they will look
back with chagrin at the folly of their conduct, _We
are defeated., The popular verdiet is against us,

| William 8, Pielding, the Liberal leader, was an astute
politieian, a good spesker with eight years' experience in the
Assembly, and in addition he possessed an enormous prestige, and
was affectionately regarded by the people as an able man who had
risen through merit, foree of ability, and honesty of purpose.
He led a united, confident, and energetic party, which was well
organized and strongly supported by the press, The Liberal cane-
didatea were usually abler and had more experience in politiecs
than their opponents. Also many young men worked "like heroes"

for the Libersl cause.

1. HERALD, May 22, 1800.



Undoubtedly the fact that the Liberal party was
spending large sums of the Road Toan in various constitu-
encies dld not harm their nominees, Even if none of the
money served ss a bribery fund, support could be encouraged
by employing men favourable to the “"OGrits",

The Plelding government had sppealed to the elec~
tors on the basis of 1its record, which proved very popular.
The people were pleased with tho‘onaauragamnnt of agri-
culture, mining, shipping, and the construction of pubdblie
bulldings, and with the flscal policy as a whole, and par-
ticularly the Road Bill. _

The people had re-endorsed the Liberel adminie
stration and expressed their approval of a moderate publie
debt for capital expenditure, and had sgeln stated their
gonfidence in Mr, Flelding.

170
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SECTION II

‘The Reciprocity Election
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The predominant issue of the federal election came
paign of 1891 in Nova Scotia was reciproecity. A strong sent-
iment favoursble to freer trade relations with the United States
had existed ever since the abrogation of the Elgin Treaty of
18564, Although the Conservative party had strongly supported
the National Policy of tariff protection, the Liberals in Hova
Seotia had fought the Natlonal Poliey because they belleved
that it ruilned the Haritimes' trade with the United States.
Again and sgain in the press and in speeches the Liberals had
expressed thelr desire for closer trade relations with their
great neighbour to the south sc that the Marltimes might again
return to the prosperity of the days of the Reciprocity treaty.

It requires no gift of prophecy to foretell that with

trade barrlers agein removed, with absolute free trade be-
tween the two countries, not only in the products of the
farm, the mine, the forest and the sea, but in the varied
productions of the loom and the workshop, the trade would
at once assume the most gigantie proportions, affording
profitable employment for all the workers of this broad
land, so richly blessed by the beautiful hand of nature
and peopled by a race inferior to none in the face of the
earth in all the qualities that go to meke up rabustlund
wholesome moral, intellectual, and physicdl manhood.

In 1888 the Liberal caucus at Ottawa had adopted a
policy which recommended the opening of negotlations for full
and unrestricted reciproecity of trade between the United States
and Canada, and for the free exchange of all articles produced
or manufactured in the two countries. Issue was then joined be~
tween the parties over unrestricted reclproeity. The Liberal
preass at last had a constructive poliey to offer in opposl tion

to the National Poliey of the Conservatives. This championship

1. MORNING CHRONICLE, Peb. 17, 1891,



172

of reciprocity became more eloguent and powerful in 1890 -~ 1891
with the rumours of an impending federal election,

The Liberals wanted reciprocity because the depression
and the small ineresse in population and the slow settlement of
the West had discouraged men and made them anxious for a change.
Reciprocity offered a tempting solution for all economie Aiffi-
culties., Added to this, there was in the Liberal party intense
bitterness against the methods by whiech Sir John Macdonald had
kept himself in power.

The Conservative papers in Nova Scotla pald very little
attention to the subject of Reciproeity until after the dlssolution
of Parliament in Pebruary. The only exception was a series of
passages from Erastus Wiman's uritinga,l which purported to prove
that the Liberal party desired annexatlion with the United States
and was working towards this end in the gulse of commerclal union.
The HERALD explained the scheme thus;

The grit government is to sever the Eritish connection,
and to administer the affairs of this country in the in-
terests of the U, 8., preparatory to the political union of
the two countries.

The U, 8. is to make & tariff for Canada, the saue as
prevails in the republie. The new tariff is to be levied
against Great Britain and the rest of the world while Amer-
lican goods are to be admitted te Canada free of duty. The
U.S, 1s to be given full possession of all Canadlan fishing 2
rights and privileges both on the Atlantic and Pacifie coasts,

This paper alsc publicized certain news which presented
the United States in its worst 1light, providing details of lynch-

ings, murders, the treatment of Indiesns, and unemployment.

1, Wiman was a native of Canada, but had gained his business
success In the United States, and was a strong advocate of
unrestricted reciprocity between the two countries.

2. HERALD, January 5, 1891.
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The Liberals retorted that the HERALD's statements
were “disgraceful falsehoods,” and declared that this was their
poliey: :

What the Liberals advocate i1s this -~ that everything

produced or manufactured in the Dominion of Canada shall
be sdmitted free into the United States; that everything
produced or manufactured in the United States shall be
admitted free of duty into the Dominion of Canada, AND
THAT EACH COUNTRY SHALL REMAIN PERFECTLY AT LIBERTY TO
ADOPT SUCH TARIPP A8 IT MAY BE PLEASED TO PREFER IN ITS
DEALINGS WITH THE REST OF THE WORLD. -

The Dominion Govermment, which was Conservative, while
definitely committed to the oppod tion of the advanced measure
of reciprocity proposed by the Liberals, was impressed by the
strength of the desire for access to the American merket, and
was prepared to concede limited reciproeity for that purpose,

On February 3, 1861, B8ir John A, Haedonald suddenly
dissolved Parliement and set the elections for Mareh 5., In
making thils decision he was influenced not only by the rising
tide of reciproeity sentiment, but also by the fact that the
story of the gross mismanagement of the Department of Publie
Works might soon become ézdoapraad and would seriously damage
the Conservative preospects. 8Sir Jobn himself was growing in-
firm, end as his death would be an irreparable blow toc the party
he had sc long led to victory, it was belleved that an early
election would be bvest.?

At the time of dlssolution Sir John Macdonald announced
through the Conservative press that the Canadlan government had
1, CHRONICLE, Pebruary 7, 1891.

2. CARADA AND ITS PROVINCES, Vol., 6 P 108 - 115,
SIR WILFRED LAURIER by 8ir John Willlison.

CANADIAN~-AKERICAN RELATIONS, 1876 - 19011, by €. Tansill,
{Ryerson Press), Chapter XIV.



174

entered intc negotiations for reciprocity with the United States
at the instance of the Americans, which seemed to indicate that
Washington was willing to concede a generous measure of recle
proeity.

The MORNING HERALD emphasized that elthough Sir Jobn
was "willing and anxious to extend cur trade relations with the
United States by the negotiation of a treaty of reciprocity sim-
1lar to that of 1854, only modified to meet the ohanged cireume
stances,”l he would "preserve” the British connection, and pro-
tect the industrial interests of Canada, and that he would not
accept the scheme of unrestriocted reciprooity.

The Conservatives expected the people te support these
negotiations which provided for extended trade and the amicable
settlement of all questions at issue bLetween the two countries.
The farmers and fishermen would be delighted at the proaspect of
a renewal of the Treaty of 1884, while the protected manufac-
turers were gquieted with the assurance that only reciprocity in
natural prospects would be sanctioned,

The Conservative lesder had made a very avdacious move
in order to baffle the Opposition and to deprive them of the one
issue, reciproelity, on which they had determined to c¢hallenge
the government.,

Naturally there was blank oconsternation among the Lib-
erals, and profound suspicion of the good falth of the Conserva-
tives, Liberals were warned that the "Tory" desire for reci-

proecity was insincers, to say the least,

l. HERALD, Pebruary 4, 1891. 8ir John's formal offer to the U.S.
included & renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854; reeci-
proelty in Pish and the Atlentic fisheries, and coasting and
inland water navigation and salvage; protection of fisheries;

ard aswnaricamanta Prawv s b b Ewve Bl AT malrm Do sswn s o oo
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Awszement existed in the United States as well as In
Canada over this anncuncement by the Canadlan government, C(one~
greasman Baker, cof Rochester, Kew York, asked Secretary of State
Blaine to explain these reports of negotiations for reciprocity
between Canada and the United States. In reply, Mr., Blaine
authoriszed him to contradict the rumours of reciprocity. The
Secretary for Jtate sald in his letter:

There are no negotiations whatever on foot for & reci-
proeity treaty with Canada, and you may be assured no such
scheme for reciproecity with the Dominion confined to natural
products will be entertained by this Government,

. Mr, Blaine's letter was widely publicized in the Liberal
press as proof of "Tory" duplicity and falsehcod. The truth was
that Canada had been forced to intervene to prevent the conclusion
of & treaty between Newfoundland and United States, which gravely
threatened her fishing interests. Arrangements had been made for
unofficial negotlations about reciprocal trade between the Amer-
ican and Cenadian governments, but it had been stipulated by Hr.
Bla ine that all publiec reference te the matter was to be avoided,
and this was accepted by the Canadians., Thus kr, Blaine was
angry at the publie announcement that the United States had agreed
to an informal discussion of reciproecity, and declared that abe
solutely no negotiatlons were arcaﬁ.g

The Conservative politicilans and newspapers revealed

great exasperation at Mr. Bla ine's letter. Subsequently, the

Conservative advocacy of reciprocity became very wesk because

l. CHRONICLE, Pebruary 3, 1891,
2, Tansill - CANADIAN-AMERICAN RELATIONS, 18756 - 1911.
Chapter X1V, and Willison's LAURIER, Vol. II, Chapter XXII.
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the pretence of negotiations for reciprocity in natural proe
ducts only, could no longer be maintained. During the remain-
der of the campalgn they made their appeal to the protected
interests, to the sentiment of attachment to Great Britain, and
to prejudlice against the United States,

The Natlonal Policy was agaln discussed in this
election, The Liberals continued toc hamrer away sgainst the
poliey of protection, guoted statistios to show the large sums
paid in customs' taxes, and that bysiness was languishing. They
blamed the depression on the Natlonal Policy, and promised that
Maritime industries and factorles would flourish under the stim-
ulus of reciproeity with the United States. *

The Conservativea emphsasaized the prospasrity which the
Kationel Polliey had crested in Canada, and made every attempt
to prove that protection had beneflited various Canadlan indus-
tries. .?hey also repeatedly stressed the contention that une-
restricted reciproeity would mean commerciasl ruin., They asserted -
that the tariff would be controlled in the interests of the
Americans, that Canadians would become merely producers of raw
materials, and that all the coal mines, factorles, and mills
would be eclosed and thelr workers forced to emigrate to the
States, that the farmers would be sub jected to the merciless
competition of western farm produce, that the fisheries would
be hended over absoclutely to the Yankees, and that it would mean
a loss of customs revenue and direct taxation for federal pur~
poses to the extent of fifteen millions a year, 2

1. CHRONICLE, n}'ammry 35, 1881,
2., HERALD, January 2%, Pebruary 28, 1891,
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The Conservative party stood for "Home Rule Not
vankee Rule." Their pollicy waes outlined as:

CANADA POR THE CANADIANS, AND THE INTEGRITY OF THE

A FAIR MBASURE OF Eggi%ﬁ?ﬁlT&'WIT& THE UNITED STATES,

CONTINUED PROGRESS 5Y PROTECTION 0 HOME INDUSTRIES,.1

It was an sssentlisl part of the Conssrvative strategy
to stigmatize the Liberals as traitors who would detach Canada
from the British Impire and merge its destinies with those of
the United States, The cawpaign was cne of shrieking, denun-
clation, and intemperate utterancses by both parties. The Con-
servatives accused the "Grits" of disloyalty and treason. They
attempted to convince the people that the Americans whe favoured
unrestricted reciprocity did so only because such a trade poliey
would mean annexation.

The election that will tske place today will be the
most important ever held in this country ... The destiny
of Canade hangs in the balance ... If the Wiman conspir-
ators get control, there 1z no doubt felt but that they
will make Canada & vassal dependency of the United States,
end glve to lew York and Boston the pledged monopoly of
our trade ... & gang of base conspirators and traitors
{(the Liberals) have sought to bribe us into selling our
commercial independence for the paltry agnsld.rutiun of
a rebate of duty on barley and potatoes.

The Liberals replisd that the disloyalty ory was an

absurd trick to drew attsntion {rom the real issuss of the cam~

palgn.

1. HERALD, 1881, February 13, P 3; February 16, P 1.
2. HERALD, Marech 5, 1891.
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The Liberals believe that reciproecity will bring
sbout such an era of prosperity in Canada that perfect
contentment willl prevaill and that there will be no desire
in any quarter for annexation or any other radical change
in our constitutional system., Prosperity and loyaliy go
hand in hand, Free trade with ocur great and populous
neighbour is all the connection we want with them, and
there 1s no need of any gth‘r beyond friendly faciing and
neighbourly intercourse.+

An unusual development in the campaign was Sir John's
attack on Edward Farrer. The proof sheets of Farrer's pamphlet
on the fisheries were stolen from a Toronto printing office and
were given to S8ir John, who affected to ses in Parrer's state-
ments proof of treasonable designs on the part of the Liberal
leaders. Parrer, a journalist then working for the GLOBE, a
Liberal paper, was a firm believer in a political union between
Canada and the United States, and his article declared that Sir
John's disappearance from the political stage would be the
"signal for a movement in Canada towards annexation,” BEdward
Farrer accepted sole responsibility for the pamphlet, which had
been written privately for a friend,

The Conservative papers exaggerated the meaning of this
pamphlet and made a great outery against the "Grit treason
party,® and made many charges of plots and conspiracy, and
vehement appeals to pasasion and pre judice.

The Liberal papers ridiculed the veteran Conservative
leader for stirring up a “large-sized mare's nest" in an attempt
to befog the minds of the electors as to the real lssues, and to
snatch a verdict on the feigned lssue of loyalty. They pointed

out that Parrer was a "literary free-lance, ready to advocate any

1, CHRONICLE, Jsnuary 9, 1891,
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cause for sufficlent pay," and that the Liberal party was not
responsible for his "private lucubrations.” * They declared
that the Liberal leaders had rejected the policy of commercial
union, and supported only such a measure of reciprocity as
would be sanctioned by the Imperial government; and far from
being a conspiracy for annexation there was not even an under-
stending with the American government that the trade policy of
the Liberal perty would be accepted by the Washington admini-
stration,.

Undoubtedly, the overwheluming sentiment of the Lib-
eral party was uncompromisingly British., A few Liberals may
have been politiecal unionists, However, the vast majority of
those who supported reciprocity believed that freer trade re-
lations with the United States would restore Canadian prosperity,
and they did not pay any attention to the political implications
that might result from closer commercial interecourse.

The Liberals did not emphasize Conservative corruption
and bribery as they did in the campaign of 1887, although they
made frequent references to misappropriation of publie funds,
graft, bribery of voters, the non-revision of the franchise
lists, and to the fact that the menufacturers and monopolists
had been forced to contribute to the "Tory” campaign funds.®

In their turn, the Conservatives accused the Liberal
party and 1ts leaders of receiving millions of dollars from
Americens for the purpose of bribing the people to vote for the

"orite®,

1, CHRONICLE, Pebruary 21, 1891,
2+ CHRONICLE, January 26, February 5, P 2, Col 5, 1891.



180

S8ir John A, Hacdonald's last Address to the electors
was very short, with a masterly appeal to prejudice, and a skile
ful rallying of the Conservative forces, "Canada's (Grand 0ld
ian® declared that unrestricted reciprocity implied a common
tariff with the United States and ultimately annexation. He
clung with renewed faith to the National Policy, and pralsed
the record of the government, Sir John admonished the people
to think well before choosing unrestricted reciprocity. He
sald:

As for myself, my course is clear, a British subject

I was born, a British subject I will die., With my utmost
effort, with my latest breath, will I oppose the “"velled
treason™ which attempts by sordid means and maraenargur
proffers to lure our people from their allegiance. ing
my long publiec service of nearly half a century, I have
been true to my country and its best interests, and I
appeal with equal confidence to the men who trusted me

in the pest, and to the 3oun%h§apn of the sountry, with
whom rost its destinles for the future, to give me their
united and strenucus ald in this my last effort for the
unity of the BEmpire, and the_preservation of our commer-
¢ial and political freedom. -

This appeal to patrlotism and to the people's personal
loyalty to 8ir John touched the feeling of affection and vener-
atlion whieh many people had for the Canadisn premiler.

In his speech at the Academy, Toronto, 8ir John de=-
clared that this election was & great corisis, and that Canadians
would show Americans that they could fight to preserve their in-
dependence, and that if he thought otherwise,

I would say the soconer the grass was growing over my
grave the better; rather than I should see the degradation
of the country which I have loved =0 much and which I have
served so long.2

1. HERALD, February ¢, 1861,
2. HERALD, Pebruary 25, 1891.
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For the first time Wilfred Laurier, who had succeeded
Edward Blake in 1887, was leading the Liberals in an election
campaign., He provided an inspired and econfident leadership for
the whole Liberal party, and in his eloquent election menifesto
he gave a calm, clear, and straightforward definition of the
Liberal poliey. 1 This Address gave fresh confidence to Liberals
throughout Canada, and dispelled the fears of many that the Llb-
eral leaders had some secret understanding with Washington, and
were bent upon a quarrel with Great Britain, if that should be-
come necessary to the establishment of unrestricted reciprocity.

However, the Liberal press in Nova Secotia did not
stress Mr., Laurier's statements as they had lir. Blake's in pre-
vious elections or as the Conservatives were emphasizing Sir
John A. ﬁaéﬁenald'a opinions., The people were gsked to "Vote
for Reciprocity, Reform, and Retrenchment.® 2

In Nova Scotia Mr. A. Jones, the Liberal mewber for
Halifax, and W, 8., Pielding, Premier of Nova Scotia, were the
leaders of the Liberals in this federal contest, and both worked
valiantly for reciprogity and the Liberal cause. A province-
wide Liberael assocletion had been organized for the first time
through Mr. Leurier's influence,®

2. BSee also CHRONICLE, Mareh 5, 1891,
3., CHBRONICLE, January 24, 1891.
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The Conservatlve goverument was agsain sustained in
power, but by a small majority of less than thirty. In Ontario,
& Conservative stronghold, the Liberals won forty-three seats,
while Quebec elected thirty Liberals and twenty~-five Conservatives.
Sir John had won by large majorities in the Maritimes and the
| west. Seventeen Conservatives and five Liberals were elected in
Nova Seotia.

In Nova Sgotia there had appeared to be a very strong
feeling in favour of reciprooity. The Liberal papers declared
that a majority in Nova Scotla had supported reciprocity and the
L&bﬁrala until February 28th. The cause of this change, they
intimated, was the inlluence and the money provided by the Can-
adian Pacific Rallway when the government had promised to accede
to their demands. The Llberals sald:

We had the popular feeling, the poliey, and in most
cases the candidates, and would have won bu‘ for the appear-
ance on the field of a new element, which has never been
present to the same extent in this provinee. Eribery more
general than has ever been practised here would seem to be
the only cause wk;eh ean agaount for the change which took
place after last Saturday.

The Libverals blamed thelr defeal in Nova Scotia upon

"Tory" bribery and "Tory"” misrepresentations which had convinced
many people that a Liberal victory would mean commercial ruin,
particularly as the fisheries and factories would be handed over
tc the Americans, and that alsc it would mean certain politicel
annexation to the United States.?

The Conservatives had won because S5ir John Macdonald

possessed the passionate devotion of his party, the affection of

1., CHRONICLE, Merch 6, 1891, Rditorial
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the whole country, and likewise he had the general support of

the bankers and menufacturers and those who dlstrusted new men
and new policles, and who pratar&eé to econtinue the present re-
gime. Also the Cansdien Pacific Rallway had exerted great pres-
sure and considerabls influence in favour of the Dominion governs
ment, 8ir Charles Tupper had rallied the NHaritimes with consum-
mate skill after long practice in electloneering,

The Conservative press and candidates had made strenucus
efforts to put the Liberal leaders under suspiclon of intrigue
with Washington, and to raisc against them the British sentiment
of the country. Hany of the electors were thoroughly persuaded
that the fate of the British connection depended upon the result
of the contest, and that the Conservatives must be slected to
preserve the British Pmpire. Likewlse, mnni people were convinced
that the establishment of free trede with the United States would
rulin business snd industries in Canada,

Another event in the election was a letter from Edward
Blake to his lete constituents of West Durhem, where he had de-
¢lined renomination, This letter, which was published after the
election, and which caused a great controversy, was an exhaustive
analysils of unrestricted roeigracité, together with a gloomy
account of the financlal and political position of the country.
It condenmed the Conservatlve trade and fisecal policy very severely,

but it did not allow the Liberals %o go unscathed. The object of
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the letter was to show that unrestricted resiprocity led nate-
urally and inevitably to political union with the Unlted 3tates.

As Canada was suffering from depression, and sz he had declded that
the United States would nav&rhaeoapt the polloy of & revenue tar-
iff with reciprocity: Mr., Blake thought that snnexation was ine-
evitable, '

There was considerable disagreement as to the true
meaning of Mr, Blske's letter, The MORNING CHRONICLE politely
disagreed with Mr, Blake's contention that limited reciprocity
with the United States would never be obtained, end that unre-
stricted reciprocity would inveolve an asssimilation of the tariffs
of Canada and the United States. The CHRONICLE alsc pointed cut
that #r. Blake had severed his political connections with the
Liberals, %

The Conservative papers emphasized the dissenslon ex-
isting in the Liberal party, and used ¥r, Blske's letter to
bolster their charge that the policy of the Libersal party was
disloyal and treasonable. This letter proved very useful in the
numerous by-elections which changed the small government ms jority
into a declsive one. In return, the Liberals stressed the parts
of Mr., Blake's letter in which he gave 2 telling indictment of
the "Tories".

In this midwinter campaign of 1881 Sir John A, Macdonald
had overtaxed his strength and had become completely exhausted,
In Nay, while Parliament weas slitting, he became 111, and died on
June 6, 1881,

l. CHRORICLE, March 10, 1861,



CHAPIER IV
SECTION III

Domestic Legislation, 1891 - 1894.



186

W. 8. Flelding remained Premier of Nove Scotla from
1891 to 1694, The Liberal party had a large majority, and they
were united, Under the guldance and example of Charles H, Cahan
editor of the HALIPAX HERALD, the leading Conservative paper in
the province, and whe had succeeded Dr. Willlam McKay as Con-
servative leader after his defeat, the Conservatives in the
Assenmbly offered a very spirited opposition in spite of their
numerical weakness and their inexperience. Every government bill
was forced to a division., bNot only did the Conservatives scruti-
nize every measure and record their cobjections, but they advocated
an alternative policy and procedure.

The policies of the previous administration were further
developed. Finance continued to be the outstanding subject. Con-
siderable legislation was passed, e.g., the Bridge Bill, the Road
Act, the consolidation of Hines and Hinerals' Acts, and the Whit-
ney Legislation which led to the creation of the Dominion Coal
Company. Road Expenditure, the Rallway Claims, and the Abolition
of the Legislative Councll were discussed in protracted debates,

The opening of the Provinelal Legislature in 1891 had
been postponed until April 2 so that the members could devote
themaelves wholeheartedly to the federal election campaign. The
Conservatives chided the members of the Government for neglecting
their executive duties to take part in the contest. Aifter the
meeting of the Leglslature the provinclal government was reorganized

because two of its members had resigned to take part in the Dominion
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election., The Hon. D. C. Fraser, leader of the Legislative
Council, had been elected to the ilouse of Commons for Guysboro;
the Hon. Angus Hac(illivray, M.P.P,, though unsuccesaful in the
federal contest against Sir John Thompson in Antigonish, de~
cided not to re-enter provincial politiea., These vacancles were
filled by the appointment of George H. Murray, of North Gydney,
C.B., to act as government leader in the Couneil, and Colin
Melsaae, M.P.P., Antigonish, to succeed #r. MacGillivray.

George Kurray was a young man, who, though he had failed to be
elected as candidate in Cape Breton, had done much to build up a
strong Liberal garty'in that county. He had been a Counclllor
for several years, and had resigned to attempt to wrest Cape
Breton from the "Tories." Colin Kelsaac was one of the most
popular members in the Assembly.

Thus the Executive consisted of W. S. Fielding, Premier
and Provincial Secretary; C. E. Chureh, Commisaioner of public
works and mines; J. W. Longley, Attorney-General; and Thomas |
Johnson, Daniel Helell, George H. Murray, and Colin McIsaao,
members without porttalie.l

There were twenty-eight Liberals and ten Conservatives
in this thirtieth Assenbly of Nova Scotia, The Liberals possessed
a large majority sc they were able ta'earry thelr legislation
without regard to the Opposition, Although the Conservatives were
weak numerically, under the vallant leadership of Charles H, Cshan
{8helburne) they provided a brilllant and vigorous opposition and
& searching criticlism of the government poliey. Very few of the

mewbers had previous political experience. The only experienced

1. HORNING CHRONICLE, Tri-Weekly Edition April 14, 1891, P 4.



Conservative members were William Casmeren (Pletou), and Dr, John
Bethune (Victoria), who had now changed from an Independent to
active support of the Conservatives, and Thomas Smith (Hants), who
haed been a Liberal in the Assembly in 1878 - 1882, and had now
joined the Conservatives. The Oppoasition leader, Dr, William
HeKay, (Cape Breton) had been defeated, and this weakened the
prestige of the Conservatives.

Several by-elections took place in 1891, Alvert Gay-
ton (L), and experienced and able meuber, resigned in Yarmouth
and was replaced by Forman Hatfield (L). Angus MacGillivray (L),
Antigonish; Joseph McFPherson (1), Cape Breton, and Allan Haley,
(L), Hants, had resigned to teke part in the Dominion election.
KaecOillivray was succesded by Christopher P. Chisholm (L);
Joseph McPherson, having falled as a federal candidate, was re-
slected; and Arthur Drysdale (L) replaced Allan Haley, who had
been defeated in the (Ottawa campalgn, 1 1he relative strangth
of the parties remained unchanged in these by-elections.
¥ichael J, Power (Halifax) was re-elected Speaker.

The subjects which engaged the attention of the lLegls-
lature were the Provineclal Claims for reilway subsidy refund
from the federal government; Finance; iines and Hinerals, par-
ticulerly the Whitney Legislation which consolidated the coal
mines in Cape Breton under the Cominion Coal Company; Roads and
Bridges; Abolition of the Leglslative Councll; Rallways, Edu-

cation; and Agrioculture,

l. CERONICLE, April 9, P 4; and N.S. JOURNAL, 1891, App. 13.



The problem of Better Terms, which had concerned every
Nova Scotlian Leglslature since Confederation, continued to ocoupy
the time of this Legleslature under the puise of Provineial Clalms,
In the Speech from the Throne in 1891 the Lieutenant-Joverncr
directed the attention of the members to the ¢lalms of the pro-
vince upon the Dominion Government for a fund of moneys expended
by the Provineial Covernment on reilways which had become the
property of the Dominion or had been taken under the leglslative
econtrol of Canada.

On April 21st Premier Flelding moved a resolution that

2 committee of five members be agpointad to prepare an Address

to the Uovernor-(Ceneral of the Dominion on the claims of the
Province for a refund of the Provineclsl subsidles éxpended on

the Eastern Extension and the Western Counties Rallway. The
Premier explained how the Eastern Extension had been buillt with
the aid of & provincial subsidy, how the Province had acquired
the Rallway, and how the hostile policy of the Dominion had forced
the Provineial government to transfer the rallwaey to the Dominion
for a sum equal to what the local government had paid the Allan
Company. The govermment of Nova 3cotia had given the Dominion

a clear title to the Eastern Extension, and bhad no rights by law
to aak them to refund this money. However, the Dominion had con-
structed the Intercolonial rallway from Quebec to Sydney, with
the exception of the part from Hew (lasgow to Port Mulgrave.

"If the government of the Dominion had bullt all the
rest of the I.C.R., there was no reason why Nova Scotia,
with 1ts limited resources, should be expected to contribute
so wuch money to the bullding of a certaln section of 1%,

and the money which had been expended bg the province should
be refunded by the Dominion government," 1

1, MORNINC CHRONICLE (Debates) April 23, 1861, P 1,
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L8 the Dominion had declared the Western Couniles Rallway to be
under the control of the federal government as a railway for the
general advantage of Cenada, "then Canada should have the glorlous
privilege of peying for 1t." 1
A short and sharp debate followed, Chsrles Cahan,
Conservative leader, asserted that the government should have
submitted a formal statement of their clalms egalnst the federal
treasury, He claimed that the Upposition eoculd not support the
government's former poliey in regard to the Eastern Extension,
and thet the eclelm on the Dominion wes very weak -~ the Premier
admitted that 1t was only moral, not legal. He belleved that
the governwent should not try to aveoid thelr responsibility in
preasing the claim by foreing the House (o demand the rallway
refund. Mr,. Cahan concluded by refusing to serve on the CQmmiztea.ﬁ
kr, Longley (L) regretted that the Leader of the
Opposition acted in a partizan apirit.
"There were no regponsibilities that the government
were not willing to assume to the fullest extent, but
when they went o the Dominion govermment they wished to
go supported by the concurrence of this legislature ...
If the Dominion govermment could pay $47,000,000 for the
building of the Intercolonisl ... why should the province
of Nove Sootia pay hundreds of thousands of dollars for
what now constituted a part of the Intercolonial.” 3
Heither party had s strong conviction that the claim
was & just or legal one, The Liberals were always harassed by
lack of revenue, and since the Dominion government was Conser-
vative, they had no scruples about pressing every possible claim

- of the province against the Dowinlon. The Conservatives possessed

1., MORNING CHRONICLE (Debates) April 23, 18961, P 1
2. 1Ibld, April 26
3, Ibid.



The problem of Better Terms, which had concerned every
Hova Spotian Legislature since Confederation, continued to ocoupy
the time of this Leglslature under the gulse of Provincial Clalms.
In the Speech from the Throne in 1891 the Lieutenant-(overnor
directed the attention of the members to the c¢lalmse of the pro-
éinaa upon the Dominion Government for & fund of moneys expended
by the Frovinelal Jovernment on rellways whioh had become the
property of the Dominion or had been taken under the legislative
control of Canads.

On April 28lst Premier Flelding moved & resclution that

& committee of five members be appolinted to prepare an Address

to the Uovernor-feneral of the Dominion on the claims of the
Frovince for & refund of the Provineial subsidies expended on

the Eastern Extenslon and the Western Counties Rellway. The
Fremier explained how the Zastern Extension had been built with
the ald of a provinelsl subsidy, how the Province had agquired
the Railway, and how the hostile policy of the Dominion had forced
the Provincial government to transfer the rallway to the Dominion
for a sum equal to what the local government had paid the Allan
Company. The government of MNova Z¢otia had given the Dominion

a clear title to the Basteran Extension, and had no rights by law
to aak them to refund thls money. Nowever, the Domlnion had eon-
structed the Intercolonial rellway from Quebes to Sydney, with
the exception of the part from New (Olasgow to Port Rulgrave.

"If the government of the Dominion had bullt all the
rest of the I1.C.B., there was no reason why Hova Scotia,
with 4te limlited rescurces, should be expected to contribute
so much money to the bullding of a certalin section of 1%,

and the money whloh had been expended bg the province should
be refunded by the Dominion govermment.” 1

1. MORNINCG CHRONICLE (Debates) april 23, 1861, P 1.
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& certain loyalty to the federal government, and they were con-
vinced that the Liberals were trying to blackmail the Dominion
by hidden threats of Repeal,l and that these rallway claims were
fraudulent, They thought that the Liberals had sufficient rev~
enue, and did not desire to increase the money at the dlsposal

of thelr rivals.

The Railway Refund resolution was passed by a vote of
24 to 9, the Conservatives voting solidly sgainst 1t. M¥r, Web-
ster (C, Eings) declared that his party did not vote againat the
railvny ¢laim for partisan reasons, but because

they had not sufficient information and that the gove

ernment had not given them sufficlent data, He did not say
that the province had not claims on the provincial (Dominion)
treasury, but the claims were not pressed to & legitimate
conclusion or in a_legal manner at the time that they should
have besn pressed.

The usual delay occurred before receiving a reply from
the Dominion, In spite of the fact that the Attorney-General,

J, W. Longley, and Hon, Thomes Johnson, were sent to the capiltal
in 1892, as delegates to explain the Provinecial Rallway ului@n.
ne reply was received until Cectober 28, 1893, 3 when the Dominion
refused the request for more funds.

On Jenuary 23rd, 1864, ¥r, Flelding moved a resolution
that the Dominion's reply be referred to a special committes,
Thersupon Mr, Cahan, Leader of the Opposition, made a very long
speech agalinst the resolution, and Mr. Flelding followed by
agathor defending the government, Both men were extremely anxiocus
to explain their positions in view of the approaching election.
1. See Cahan's sppech on the Speech from the Thrnnt, CERONICLE,

April 7, 1891, P 1.

2. GERGHIQLE, kpril 25, 1891, P 1
e N « B JOQRS‘AL, 1863 » *Qp‘m&: Ho ™ 14 .
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The Conservative leader reviewed at great length the history

of the Fastern Extension and the Western Counties Rallway,

and condemned the government's policy. He pointed out that

if the Dominion granted Nova Scotla's railway cleims, it

would be forced to meke similar returns to sll the provinces,
and that this would mean that the other provinces would bene~
fit more, and that Hovae Scotis would pay more in additional
taxes then she would receive for railway claeims, He did not
believe that the Dominion should assume rartwaeur millions of
additional debt., The provineial claims were not legal, but
i&rs "used as & shleld to cover petty partisan aims." He
accused the government of belng "arrant cowards" in refusing

to accept responsibility for their policy, and instead skulking
behind a committee of the iouse. Then he referred to the Repeal
cry.

"That ery is dead, but until hon. gentlemen opposite
repudiated 1it, and repudlated the idea that by making use
of such e& ory they could blackmeil the Dominion government,
no honest man, no conscientious man in the Conssrvative
party could support them.,” ‘

The Premier displayed considerable sarcasm and anie
mozity in his reply. He made an able defence against lr., Cahan's
charges, and he reiterated his policy that "the Dominion govern=-
ment should in all fairness return the subsidy to Nova Sgotia

because the Dominion government now owned the road and every

other part of it has been paid for out of the Dominion treasury." 2

1, CHRONICLE, January 25, 1894, P 8, Tri-Weekly Edition.
2, Ibié‘, Jan, 3?, P 5, Col, 4.

/
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He declared that since the federal government had
taken control of the Western Counties Raillway, cver the pro-
test of the local legislature, that the Dominion should repay
the subsidy. MNr. Flelding condemned the Opposition for thelr
failure to rise above party feeling and to join members of
the government in enforeing the claims of the province.

"He belleved that if the government had been able

to go to the Pominion government with & united legls-
lature at_their back great good might have been accom-
plished,"l

The Premier's resclution was passed twenty-two to
ten, the Liberals voting for it and the Conservatives against.

After a 11@313 debate in which both parties repeated
their opinions on the subject, the Address was finally accepted
by a vote of nineteen to six, the Conservatives expressing their

disapproval by voting solldly against 1t. 8

1, CHEONICLE, January 27, P 6, Col. 4.
2. HN.85, JOURNAL, 1894, Appendix No. 14,
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Finance in this periocd predominated over all other
legislation although there were important consolidetions and
smendmwents to existing laws, Premier w. £, Flelding still
acted as Provinelal Treasurer, &nd the provincial finances
were skilfully and deftly managed by him, In the years 1891
to 1894, for the oniy time in his provinclal career, Flelding
was subjected to the comments of an able and discerning finane
cial eritie - Charles I, Cahan, Conservstive leader,

In 1891 Premier Fielding attempted the reform of
the provinelal finances., The government had adopted the device
of placing in the publiec accounts the net sum voted for chari-
table expenditure and had permitted the Publie Charities Depart-
ment to contract a deficit which rose steadily, but which was
not shown in the annual financial returns presented by Flelding
to the Hou#c, The administration was beginning a new term of
office, the floating debt had grown large enough to be dangerous;
further, Cahan fully realized and took care to expose in detall
certain practices which had passed muster in the past. Accord-
ingly, Flelding charged to cspital account, preparatory to fund-
ing, the deficit of the Public Charities, which now amounted to
over two hundred and seventeen thousand dollars; and other debts
kept in the background, such as deflelts for Works and Hines, the
C. C. Oregory account, and seventy thousand dollars which had
accumulated through deficits on recurrent account. The existing
laws outstending with respect to the lssue of debentures were
consolidated, so that the government was authorized to 1ssue
$1,175,000 by debentures. -

1. MORWING CHRONICLE, May 16, 1801, P 1.
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My, Ceahan thought that "many people ... would be
startled to learn how rapldly the debt of the province was
inereasing.” 1 He regretted that these resolutions should
be rushed through so quickly, and explained the extent of
the province's lisbilities., He moved in amendment that cer-
tain debts, such as those for the Uregory account, the Vie~
toria General Hospital, and the Charities account, be not
concurred in as these sums represented deficits on current
acocount, and therefore should not be charged to capital
account, but liquidated by debentures issued for a limited
term of years. This amendment was defeated seven to elighteen,
and the resolutlions passed by & vote of eighteen Liberals to
seven Conservatives.2

The next step was to go back to the former system
of placing both gross expenditure and revenue of the Departe
ment of Fublic Charities in the financial returns. A change
was introduced in the method of keeping the accounts, due to
eriticism from the Conservative leader, The power of the de-
partments to issue cheques was taken from them, Instead, they
issued certificates which were presented to the pravinéial
cashier, and he then issued warrents for the amounts due, 9

Cahen was one of the first financial eritics to
notice the way capital account wes developing, and to note that
items which once would have been charged to current revenue were

being charged to it., He insisted that a sinking fund should be

l. HORNIKC CERONICLE, May 16, 18961, P 1.
30 xv 5. JM&L' 1891. y 151"158.
3. WORNING BERALD, 1893, March 24, P 4 (Debates for March 25rd).
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attached to all such axpanditura.l He objected to the way in
which the appropriations were frequently exceeded without any
reference to the Assembly. Plelding retorted that such was
the custom of the province, and he belleved that such over-
expenditure should be left to the dlseretion of the Executive,
In 1893 a further step was taken towards reform in
financial administration, and it also was hastened, if not
caused, by criticism from Cshan., The flscal year of the pro-
vince ended on December 3lst, yet the Leglslature did not
usually meet until Pebruary or ¥arch. During thies interim
the government was without supplies as far as statutory sanction
was concerned,
#r, Cahan pointed out
"Although the estimates of least ysar were fully ex~
pended by December 3lat, we are here un March 4, and the
government have been expending money from December 31 to
March 4 without any legislative authority. This is a
proceeding whieh i3 unconstitutional and which should
not be permitted." 2
The government lacked the authority to exceed the
vote for any item. Flelding brought down a measure to remedy
this situation., ® The Governor-in-Council was authorized to
- exceed appropriations, and the Provineial Secretary might, after
the close of the fiscal year and before new supplies had been
granted, allow the payment of
"all services of the several departments of the gov-
ernment. Frovided that in the case of any class of service

the sum so peld ,.. shall not exceed one-third of the sum 4
appropriated for such service in the preceding fiscal year.”

l. Estimates, Nay 11, 1891, CHRONICLE, Nay 12, P 3.
2. Debates of N.8., 1892, P 9

&. 1893, N.3, Laws, C 4.

4, Ibid. P 27.
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The same act dealt with another difficulty. It
was Impoasible to get reports prepared asc that they could
be placed before the Assewbly sarly in the sesslon when the
fiascal year ended on Decenber 3lst, The year was made to
terminete on feptember 30th, although the Conservatives favoured
June 30th, when the Dominion year ended,

W. 8, Plelding was stil]l faced with the problem that
every year there was a steadily increasing expenditurs from
nsarly all departmentsof the publlc service if they were to be
maintalned efficlently; and that the revenue, being largely of
& fixed character, was unequal bto the regquirements of the pro-
vince, and that it must be supplemented from sowme quarter,
either by increase of the provinelal subsidy, or by the inecrease
of indirect ﬁaxatian, or by the 1mpgaitian of direect taxation.

All attempts to obtain an increased subslidy from the
Dominion failed, so this remained at 432,822, and steadily
diminished in importance as the other sources of revenue in-
creased. Direct taxation could be used only as a last resort
as 1t was highly unpopular, Therefore the Provinclal Secretary
attempted to obtaln more revenus by various devices, such as an
increase in the coal royalty, and by the imposition of Succession
duties, and by continuing his poliecy of [inaneing the road and
bridge service on cspltal account. (350,000 was borrowed for
this aservice in 1891,

In 1892 the coal royalty was ralsed to ten cents per

1

ton, In 1883 the Dominion Coal Company was created and proe-

1. 1892 Debates, P 218,



vided an lwpetus to coal producticn by the intrcductlon of
smerican caplital, and by the consolidation of & number of
small companies. The coal sales had been rising steadily,
and the Introduction of new capital and new methods and new
won had & beneficial effect, The revenus from coal rayaltiaa
increased substaentially, especially as the Company paid a
royalty of twelve and a halfl aauts per ton, The revenue f{rom
the royalty on cosl increased over ninety per cent, from 1862
to 1899, and thirty-six per cent. of the total revenue was
contributed from thils source in the latter year.

In 1892 Flelding followed the example of Ontario and
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imposed succession duties, This was the first step towards di-

reet baxation, and it was a very moderate tax., The dutles were

not to apply to any estate which, after payment of debts and
exponses of administration, did not exceed §{5,000; nor to an
estate not exceedling (85,000 if passing to direct heirs, to
charitable, religious, or educational bequests; while bequests

to any single person which did not exceed two hundred dollars

were also exempt. 1 yhen the property passing to direct helrs

exceeded (25,000, 1t paid {£.50 on every hundred dollars of the

excess; and when it exceeded {100,000 it peid {6.00 on every

$100 of the excess. #here the property exceeded [6,000 it paild

five dollars for every {100 if it passed to blood relations, or

$10 1f 1t passed to stranﬁars or distant relatives,

1. 1802 H,.8. Laws, C 6.
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The "remier stated thet

"the principle of the resolution was simply a decla=-
ration that upon the distribution of a man's estate a
certain pereentage should go to the community which by
its protection and by all thut it had dena for him in his
lifetime hed enabled him to accurmlate hls wealth ... In
presenting the publie accounts some daya ago he had called
attention to the nesed of inecrease in the public revenue as
well as the necessity for sconomy, snd at the same time he
had pointed out that the province was incurring large ex-
penditures by reason of the extenasion of the operations of
the gavarnma?t in cennection with the syatem of publie
charities.”

Cahan said that

"even though the tax was augar-aoat&d h{ a preamble

that the proceeds were to be devoted to charitable pur=

poses, that would not keep from the publiec view the fact

that the real objsct was ia wake up the deficit 1n the

revenue of the province,"

~He thought that the government had no right to raise

their salaries last year by the plea of adequate revenues if
they had to make a demand for new taxation, FBefore imposing
succession duties the salaries of the Legisluative HExecutive
should be reduaaﬁ, and the Council abollshed.

The Liberals favoured successicn duties because they
knew that the publie revenue was inadequate, and they considered
that the state should share in large fortunes, and that the
measure would not prove vexatious.

Both in the Assembly and in the Council the Succession
Duty Resolutlions were passed unanimously althpugh}tbe Conser-
vatives opposed them in debate. The burdens imposed by the act
were 8o light that it had no real enemles., ‘The (Opposition ade-

mitted thet 1t was the lesst obnoxious form of direct taxation.
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However, the government's expectstions for a large revenus from
this source were disappointed, The Successiocn duties brought
in an insignifieent revenue because of axbilgulty inm the clauses
end the large exemptions,

The Premier also increased the revenue by forelng the
various counties to pay the debts which they owad to the ro-
vinee, inocurred largely for maintenance of patientes ln the
Hospitel for the Insane, In 1891 & law was passed reculring the
municipalities to pay these accounts and their current guarterly
instalments, and in case of thelr fallurs to do so, the Proe
vineizl Secretary was authorized to retaln thesa sums from the
road grent., This money was now pald Into the capital account
instead of the revenue.

Hr. Flelding continued his poliey of not making any
withdrawals froe the dsbt account at Ottawa, and borrowing for
capital expenditure, The rate of interest remalned at four per
cent., The liabllitles of the province had inoreased to (3,142,022
by September 30th, 1893, ofi'sat by assets of §1,469,411,

The administration needed more money because there was
a floating debt on which eix per cent. was pald, and the bridges,
roads, and rallway subsldies would require more money still. So
in 18981 the Premler had introduced a borrowing bill which console-
idated the debt. 1 The government thought 1t would be unwise to
attempt to float on the Halifax market such a large sum as threee
guarters of & million dollars, especlally a&s the Halifax market

was unfavourable, and the municipalities wished to borrow money,

1. 1891 ¥.3, Debates, P 130-33,
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Pielding went to London to negotiate, found the money market
unsatisfactory, and got temporary accommodstion from the NHational
provincial Bank of England for {730,000, In 1892 the Nove Scotian
debentures were issued in London.

As Nove Scotia had not issued securities in Englaend since
Confederation her eredit was an unknown quantity. Other colonlal
deventures were floated at the same time and received preference.
towever, Flelding succeeded in issuing 200,000 pounds of 3} per
cent, bonds payable in {ifty years, for the minimum price of 91.86.
A sinking fund of one-half per cent., which had been unnecesssary
in previous losns, had to be established for the London loan,
fiove Scotia's credit proved excellent, and in & few months her
debentures sold at over 99, Flelding had succeeded in establish-
ing Hova Scotla's credit cbread.l

Both revenue and expenditure continued to mount in thie
period, while capital seccount also developed. The tendency for
expenditure to increase more rapidly than revenue alsc continued.
In 1803 and 1884 daflcits were avolded becsuse in 1803 the aecounts
were for nine months, and in 1894 only the unexpected recelpt of
81,000 from the Western Counties Railway warded off a large
deficit, The fact that the sumsof 74,000 in 1892 and {81,000
in 1894, received from the Western Countlies Euiiway in settlesment
of thelr debt to the government, were used s&s current r evenue
weant that the net debt of the province was increased, since these
items had been conslidered as assets., Flelding admitted that his

procedure was not astrictly proper, but pleaded fiscel necessity.

1. CHRONICLE, 1862, March 29, P 1; HERALD, 1893, March 24, P 4;
N. 8. JOURNAL, 1893, App. No. 13.
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Premier Flelding still continued his practice of men-
tioning the leading features of the financial position of Kova
Scotia when he submitted the Financial Returns and the Estimates,
fie now carefully distinguished between expenditure chargeable to
revenue and expenditure chargeable to capltal sccount, These
speeches were usually short, very simple and very clear, and
directed the members' attention towards the facts that the Premier
wished to streas, lr. Cahan made this criticlsm of the Premier's
procedure:;

"The honorable leader of the govermnment could be very
lucid when he dezired to be, and could, at other times when
he had a different purpose, go mix and muddle the financial
raturng hhgt it was imposaible for his hgarera to §otlax~
actly the purport of the statements he was making.

The Conservative leader had begun the practice of making

& speech on the financial condition of the provines, in which he
considered the Premxier's statement in detail, made various shrewd
eriticisms and suggestions. On this occasion he commented that
"there was a susplelion that the surplus alleged instead of being
genuine was a mere matter of bookkeeping. Cahan showed that sur-
pluses on cther occasions were really skilfully hidden deficitas.
Then he revealed in detall how many accounts were not pald until
the following year sc that the government could show a surplus, and
other devices used for this purpose. He also condemned the rising
debt and mounting interest charges, and claimed that the funds
borrowed had been largely wasted, and that minor government ser-

vices had incressed while educatlon, agriculture, and the road

service suffered,

1. HERALD, April 20, 1893, ? 5, Col. 1.
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The interest displayed in financial matters was
greatest during Flelding's Premiership as the Upposition now
possessed a leader with sufficlent finsncial ability to oppose
and criticize the government's polliey. In the previous Assembly
the estimates were nmerely presented and passed without gquestion.
Now a lively debate ensued between both parties, led by Flelding
and Cehan, over the government's financial poliecy, and many in-
dividual items were questioned in Committee instead of being
acoepted without debate. The Conservatives had been elected on
a platform of opposition te the government's financial poliey,
and they justified their election by their acts in the Asseubly.

The laws concerning ¥ines and Kinerals received the
attention of the Legislature because the mining royalties, par-
ticularly on coal, were an important source of provinecilal revenue.
Under FPlelding's leadership the Liberal party had dlsplayed con~
siderable solicitude for both the mines and the miners and had
tried to encourage this industry by legislation,

In 1891 the Leglslature passed an important amendment
to the law respecting the regulation of the mines, inecluding
provisions for better protection of life and property because
of the disaster at Springhill, Another bill was passed to pro-
vide for the fortnightly payment of wages at the coal mines,

During the session of 1892 the whole gueastion of the
mining laws was discussed. Hon, lir. Church, Commissioner of
Publie Works end iines, introduced a bill to amend and consolie~
date the laws relating to mines and minerals, 1  This act

l. RK.8. Laws, 18982, C. 1
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consolidated the various amendments, and made several new pro-
visions which were intended to make the practice of the depart-
ment legal in regard to applicstions, surveying, unlawful eniry,
forfeiture, and arrears of royaltles.

ihe Conservative leader, C. H. Cahan, agreed that the
principle of consolidation must receive the approval of members
on both sides of the louse, sc the bill passed its first and
second readings without discussion.

In Committee the Conservatives objected to the amend-
ments proposed by Mr. Flelding. They objected to the coal royalty
being increased from seven and a half cents to ten cents per ton.
Hr., Cahan claimed thaet the government were violating their con-
tracts entered into with the coal companies when they raised the
royslty. Mr., Forrest (C, Cumberland) inslstsd that those who had
invested capital in the coal mines had a right to sxpect that the
exlsting royalty of seven and a hall cents per ton would be the
royalty for the next twenty years, when the contracts would be
renewed.

The Liberals denied that the government had aoted une
falrly or broken any pledges. The government should have increased
the royalties in 1886, but ss the coal industry was not in a pos-
ition to pay & higher royalty they had refralned, stating that the
Legislature had the power Yo increase the royalty. ir. Church said:

The Legislature had express authority to enlarge or

diminish the royalty as it saw fit. The reason why the in-
CUITLe1ent 90 Mot The meseanttias of (he srevinses d |

The Premier introduced an amendment which acgquiesced

to the desire of the coal industry for a fixed royslty. This

1. CHRONICLE, 1892, May 2, P 4, Col. 3,



guaranteed that the royelly should not be increased until 1906,

and 1t should not exceod twelve and & half centa per ton until

1686, He also introduced an awendment Lo encourags persons to

go into the cosl trade on & lerger seale. The Governor-in-Counecil

was suthorised to mcoept the survender of leases and Lo lssue new

onss if any person or company working or proposing to work coal

mines was williug to pay & greater royelly than was fixed or

would prosecubte the coul indusiry on such an extensive scale that

the provinelsl revenue on royaliles would be substantiaslly Lnﬁvunsma3

Although the Conservatives opposed Lhis 1t psesed on dlvision. The

bill was passed Ly a strict party voie of twenby Liberals to sight

Conzervatives, .
The legislation which ereated the Dominlon Coal Company

oosupled wost of the time of the members ln the session of 1803,

The Legislature asseubled on January 19, 1803, and adjourned

Pebruary lst when the mines and minerals LIll wes setiled. The

animosity between the parties reached its highest point vver this

dhitney Legislation. The Conservatives objected very strenuoualy

to this proposed leglaslation end opposed it very bitterly in e

protracted detate.

lt ﬁ‘ﬁ! g&‘"’ 16%’ ﬁi 1' ﬂiﬁc 1&5“156
2. H.8. JOURNAL, 1802, ? 158-9.



The government had taken advantage of the llning Law
of 1892 to enter into negotlations with Henry M. Whitney, of
Boston, Fresident of the West End Street Hallway in that city,
and of the %otrapnlitan_stoamahip Company, snd also & successful
financier with a reputatlion for shrewd judgment and business in~
tegrity, with regard to forming & company which would introduce
new capital and new methods into c¢osl mining, and consollidate a
number of smaller concerns, Whitney purchased & number of cosl
properties in Cape Breton, and secured a leass from the govern~
ment, The Leglslature was called in January, 1883, for the pur-
pose of ratifying thils agreement, which gave the Dominion Coal
Company & lease for ninety-nine years. In return, the Company
agreed to pay twenve and & helf centsz a ton royalty, with the
further stipulation thet 1t was not to be taxed in any way by
the provinecial govermment. .

Mr., Cahan stated that the measure reguired cool, calm,
end careful consideration, and that the parties d4id not need to
differ if it had vesn designed to promote the bLest Interests of
the province, and that In its financlal aspects it muat be re-
garded as of the greatest lmportance to the provinece,

Hon, Mr. Plelding expressed his desire to have the
mining legislation disoussed in a non-partisan manner, and his
pleasure that the caplisal for developing the coal industry had

been secured,

1. ﬁi 5. L‘“" 18935 ea lt
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The Asseubly was forced to meet on BSaturday, Januvary
£lst, contrary to the custom, so that the Premier could intro-
duce the dines Bill, : lr. FPlelding reviswed the history of
mining in Hova Seotla, and commented on the expansiaﬁ of the cosal
output., He noted that American coal wmlning expanded much more
rapidly than the Nova Scolisn., Although the polley of the Demo=
cratic party had encouraged the hope thal commerclal relations
between Canada and the United States would be less restricted,
Mr. Plelding thought that ln order to compele with the Americans
Hova Seotia must adopt modern methods in regard to mining, ashilpe
ment, and handling of coal, The government belleved that more
capitel and skill should be procured for the coal industry. The
Premier submitted the correspondence with Mr., Thitney, and then
explained the agreement in detall, and answersd arguments sgainst
it.

br. Fielding desclared that Hr. Whltney dld not want a
monopoly, and 1f he had desired a wonopoly he could creats one
under the existing law by buying up the present coal lsases,

fdr, %hitney does not want monopoly but wants to work

the mines vigorously, under conditions more favourable to
the public and to himself," 2
The Fremier explained that as the lease applisd only to Cape
Breton County there were sufficlient other mines to provide come-
‘pebitiéa and avold any monopoly. ¥r, Whltney hed asked for a
ninety-nine year lease, and for freedom from provinclel taxation,

and in return had agreed to pay twelve and & half cents per ton

royalty. The Fremier scorned any ldea that the Company would

1, Debates, 18903, P 17.
2. Debates, 1893, P 23.
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close the mines, If sueh a thing 444 happen, the Legislature
eould take mction., If the mines wers closed lir, Thitney would
be forced to pay & royalty on the guantity of coal egual te the
total output of 1893 - spproximately §122,799 per annum, Any
idea of domination by Americans wae sheer nonsense because any
person might invest in the enterprise.

"The elewents uwpon which he (Mr. Whitney) relles for
success are better facilities for transportation of coal,
better means for handlling 1t, sc as to avold loss by break-
age under existing methods, cheaper methods of manapgement,
and in faect the employment of all those methods which have 1
brought success to coal enterprises in the United States.”

Charles Cahan delivered & speech of three hours' duration

in which he oriticized the Mines Bill, and explained the Conser-
vative party's objections to 1t, KEe pointed out that the blll had
an important bearing upon the industrisl and commereclal interests
of the province, and affected the vital Interests of every inhab-
itant of Hova Scotis for ninety-nine years - indeed, for three
generations yet unbaén:’ The Conservative leader asked the Legls~-
lature to refuse statutory ratification of the lease although it
was already binding. He expreassed his fear that the Whitney Com~
pany would become a monopoly, and raise the price of coal, and he
alaso stated that the Company might lock up the coal areas in Nova
Scotia without working them. He declared that the government had
no way to force Whitney to act according to the law, and that the
clause providing for a minimum royalty was ambliguous and could not

be enforeced.
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"I believe after a careful examination of the question,
taking into conslderation the large powers conferred upon
this company, which enable 1t to monopolize all the coal
and iron 1n,t§15 province, that the consequences might be
disastrous.”
The Opposition leader expressed his opinion that the
whitney Company or thelr successors might enter into a combine
with the coal interests in Pennaylvania and elither close the
Cape Breton mines, or only produce enough for Maritime consumptlon,
raise the price, and thereby make sufficient profit to pay the
royalty.,
 "ghe result of this measure proposed by the government
may be to introduce into this province a combination which
instead of placing the people of Hova Scotlia in the enjoyment
of eoal at moderate prices will grind down the people under
a coal tax levied by the coal barons., #hat in comparison
with that ls two and one-hall per cent. additional royalty?
What in comparlson with the extorting four mlillions of dollars
from the consumers of Kova Scotia 1s the mere guarantee of
$183,000 a year for royalty? Wwhat is the mere rental of
thirty dollars & year for a coal area when welghed in the
balance with the whole industrial future of these maritime
provinces?" 2
& protracted debate followed. The Conservative meubers -
Webster, Oxley, Forrest, W. Cemeron, A. F. Cameron, Grant, and
Bethune in particular - mado.iigoraus speeches against the Whitney
Legislation. Thelr chief objection was that of monopoly, but they
also disliked the long lease, and thought that the necessary capltal
could have been obtained in Canada. They stated that the bill en-
abled Whitney and his assoclates to obtain a ninety~nine years!'
lease of all the coal areas in the county of Cape EBreton. They
claimed that this lesse had been given for a merely nominal rent
for a century, and that Hr, Whitney intended to mortgage it for at
least (6,500,000, and the property might become still more valuable.

1. HERALD, January 26, 1883, P 4.
20’ Ibiﬁc’ ? 50
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They insisted that the syndicate would either c¢lose the mlnes, or
work them and demand extortionate prices from the people for their
coal. Whatever course the syndicate took, the government had no
control over it. The passageé of the blll would plsce the province
completely at the syndicate's mercy for ninety-nine years.

On January 26th the Hines Blll passed 1ts second rnading
by a strict party vote of twenty-four Liberals in its favour to
nine Conservatives in opposition,

In Committee and on the third resding of the bill Cahan
expressed his opinion that the province d4id not possess the power
to glve the Company & lease, and guestloned the validity of the
lease, and declared that Nova Scotle had title to the mines and
minerals during the life of the sovereign only. The Attorney-
Oeneral declared that the Conservative leader's opinion was com~
pletely unfounded, and MNr, Flelding saeld that dr. Whitney's
solicitors had Investigated the title and had declared thet the
mining lease was valld. Thereupon the Assembly ignored Cahan's
charges.,

The Premier moved an amendment to meke absolutely certaln
that the province would receive a minimum royalty of 122,500
yearly. The bill passed 1ts third reading on a division of twenty~-
two Liberals and elght Conservatives.

An attempt was made in the federal parliament by Dr.
Weldon to induce the Dominion govermment to disallow the coal
legislation, The Premier, Sir John Thompson, replied that the

loeal legislature had the constitutional powser to do wrong as well as

1, HERALD Editorials, January 31 and Pebruary 10, 18983; also
Pebruary 2, P 6.
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good, and that he could not advise the disallowance of the local
coal acts. 1 -

The fears of the Conservatives proved to be completely
unfounded, The most sanguine hopes of the Liberals were achieved
beyond expectation. The Dominlon Coal Company assumed operations
immediately, New methods, new capital, and consolidation greatly
stimulated the mining industry. Coal sales rapidly increased,
and conseguently the provineial revenue from royalties. The
revenue from the coal royalty increased ninety per cent. from
1862 to 1899, and thirty-six per cent. of the total revenue

was derived from this source In the latter year, The coal in-
dustry was exceedingly lmportant in Hova Scotia because of the
revenue from it, and becsuse 1t afforded employment to many
workmen, and affected business conditions in almost every town

in Nova Scotiea.

1. HERALD, 1893, Pebruary 18, P 4, March 9, P 2 and 4.



211

The government continued thelr road and bridge poliey
in this session, The Leglslature still made an annual grant to
the road service, which sum was distributed by the munieipal
councils after the interest charges for the road and bridge loans
were deducted. MNost of the road and bridge construction was
financed by borrowing on capital account, .

In 1881 Hr, Plelding introduced a bill to make further
provision for the construction of bridges.

"He said that if there had ever been any doubt in the
minds of the people of NHova Sgotia as to the wisdom of con-
structing the larger bridges of the province by funds
?gg;::agxzfiag?:rggﬂ to espital account, such doubt no

The government asked for suthority to borrow {300,000, They
already had the power to borrow one million dollars. This sum
had been divided among various counties, and some counties, such
as Cape Breton, Digby, Hanﬁs, and Cuysboro, had exhausted thelir
eredit. The Premler stated that some bridges were down, and
others in a dangerous condition. "It was the duty of the govern-
méent to make provision for these bridges, even if the tax upon the
road grant was severe."

In the short but bitter debate which followed, Charles
Cahan ohj#chcd to the frequent borrowing for bridges as-an unsound
policy which was plunging the province into debt. The Opposition
had consented to an expenditure of the first {500,000, but they
had opposed all other borrowing which wuld eventually force the

provinee to resort to direct taxation, Cahan moved in amendment

that the provinece should permit the municipalities to borrow such

1. CHRONICLE, 1891, May 2, P 2.
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sums as the provineilal englneer approved for permenent repsirs
and construction of new bridges, such expenditure belng secured
by & sinking fund,
"Surely the time had come when the province should
cease borrowing money [or counties that did not need the
expenditure so ss to glve the countiss really in need of
the expenditure such funds as were necessary. Why should
such a eounty as Yarmouth, which was not_in need of expen~
diture, receive such an appropristion?”
¥r. Hoche (1) charscterized this constructive sug-
gestion as "a farrago of figures and some most deceptive dec~
lamation for the purpose of obscuring the question.”
leedless to say the Assembly assented to the Eridge loan
by & vote of twenty-six Liberals to ten Conservatives, while Cahan's
amendment was defeated by a party vote of twenty-four to nine, 2
After 1893 the practice was adopted of letting the scounties
make application for the construction of bridges, and t hen having
the projects certified by the provineclal engineer.
Huch of the money borrowed on capital account was used
for wooden bridges and even on repairs. Once the provinece built
a bridge the municipality refused to repair or paint 15.3 The
Provineisl Engineer was forced to use money from the Bridge loan
rather than have the bridge impaired when a amall expenditure
would restore 1t. Not until 1904 was the Provineial Engineer
given a fund for bridge repairs. The road grant recelived by the

counties steadily diminished as the interest charges increased.

1, CHRONICLE, 1891, May 2, P 2.
2. N,.8, JOURKAL, 1891, P 94-95,
5. CHRONICLE, 1892, April 7, P 8, Halntenance Iron Bridges.
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In 1€68, due to this fallure of the munloipalities to
properly maintain the bridgses, and because of the dlvided con-
trol of the rosd service between the province and the counties,
and because of the other diffliculties in the present road system
which were being revesled Ly the Committee investigating Road Ex~
penditure, Fielding introduced his blll respscting the fonstruction
and Msintenance of Hoads and Eridges. 1 7nis bill was excellently
designed to sclve the problem of the road service by setting up a
Road Board, but unfortunstely it was permissive. The Munieipal
Councils refused to adopt it without some coerelve measure exerted
by the government, because the act limited the power of the Counecils.

‘The Premier stressed the importance of the public roads,
and he explained the pregent system for thelr construetion and
maintenance was looss, disorganized and unsatisfsctory. He pro-
posed to abolish statute labour, and to provide road funds by a
poll tax snd a tax on incowme, and real and personal property.

"He feared that at present thers was an absence of the
unity that was necessary for securing good work, and an
absence of the skilled supervision that 1t was desirable
to have, and he thought that in all respects the system
would be admitted to be unsatisfactory ... Ee thought that
the most intelligent minds would see that a system that
abolished statute labor and substituted a money tax to be
imposed upon the people, the procesds to be falthfully ex~
pended under skilled officisls, would be a better system
then we have to-day." 2

The road work and road funds were to e managed in each
county by & Road Board of flve members, three appolnted by the
'governmaut and two by the Municipal Councll., The inspector, ap-
pointed by the government and also Secretary of the Road Board,

would devote all his time to the work,

1. E.8, laws, 1892, ¢ 6.
2. CHRONICLE, April 21, P1 & P 4, 1892,
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Hr. Plelding "bellieved that if the bill recelivad the
assent of the leglslature great good to the provinece would ocome
out of 1t"l and he hoped that 1t would be sdopted by the munici-
palities,

The Conservative leader elaimed that the "reform whiech
the bill proposed for the existing evils was no remedy at all",
as it failed to provide any uniformity. He condemned the govern=
ment for removing the control of the road expenditure from the
mnniéiyal councils by the Road Acts of 1889 and 1880. Cahan
strongly advocated the system of allowing the counclls to dls-
tribute the road money and provide for all repalirs and con~
struetion., After s long debate in which each party criticlzed
the other rather hershly the Permissive Road Bill of 1892 was
carried on its second reading by a strict party vote of twenty-
five to nine,

In 1894, in addition to sn increased road grant, there
was a new form of axpenéitnra.g A speclel grant of {20,000 was
made out of recurrent revenue to be expended under the direction
of the Commissioner of Fubliec ¥Works end Mines, although the Con-
servatives objected to this fund on the ground that 1t would be
used for political corruption, Cradually and inevitably the gov-
ernment was moving towards the assumption and direction of expen~
diture on roads and bridges,

The road asct of 1890 had repealed the section which had
limited the government by requiring the Uovernor-in-Council to
bring the rosd on which the monsy from capltal account was to be
spent under the terms of the Act. Unfortunately, most of the

1. CiONICLE April al, P1&P 4, 1802,
2, N.S., Debates, 1894, P 164.
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$600,000 voted by the previous isssexzbly for permenent road cone

struction was used for work which endured for only a few years,

Some roads were broadened, a fow new ones bullt, but much of the
work consisted merely of repalrs.

There was & atrong susplolon that the gapital expendi-
ture for roads was misused, The Oppoal tion members hed made
various enquiries during the session of 1891 for information con-
cerning the detallas of the road oxpanéitura. In 1892, on Mareh 7,
four days after the opening of the session, Charles H, Cahan, Con-
servatlive leader, moved s series of resclutions asking for an en-
qu&ry,l befeore a committee of seven members, whom he nemed. He
cherged that work was belng done under the dlirection of members
of the House, and not under the direction of the provincial engl-
neeyr or inspectors sppointed by the government, and that fraudu-
lent returns had been made and concealed.

Premier Flelding used all his wiles and skills as a
galitiaian and an experienced member of the Aaaag&ly, and all his
power as the leader of the majority, to circumvent and forestall
these resclutions, which could become a powerful tool in Cahan's
hands and lead to a vote of censure, He imnediately peointed out
that Cahan could not name the members of the Committee as the rules
required that the Assembly appoint each eammittae‘

Cahan was forced to admit that ?&eiﬁiag waa correct about
the Committee, bDut

"He was able to prove that this administration had not

properly conducted the affalrs under their control, that they
had not adopted proper safsguards in the public interest, and

that their action in the axyeﬂditure of this money had been
ub%evly shameful and scandalous.,”

1. N. 8. Debates, 1892, P 18.
2. CHRONICLE, 1892, P 4, Col. 2.
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Flelding and his supporters indulged in conalderable
quibbling in the debate over the road expendltures, He adwilled
that the county representatives hed suggested the names of the men
to be appolnted to the government, but there was nothing wrong in
this as "the government of Heova Stotla did not claim tou be familiar

ol Pe insisted thet the government

with every men in Novae Scotlia.
knew of only one false and frauvdulent return, and that the gulliy
party had been punished. The government frankly admitied the right
of Cshan to bring his charges 1f he belleved that he hed gul'fiecient
evidence to back them up, bui demanded that the charges must bLe
made specillie, and that the partles charged with wrong-doing must
be named, as had besn done at Ottawa in the Tarte - Helreery -
Langevin case. Whenever that wus done, Premier Plelding and Attor-
ney-Ueneral Longley stated that the committee would be promptly
granted and that the fullest scope for investigation would be
afforded,

The Conserfatives naturally regarded the Premier's insist-
ence on aéaaifln charges as unfair. They had suspiclons and some
proof of the wrong use of the road money, but they were not in a
position to know all the cases of wrongdoing or to get any evidence
of this because il would be in the government's hands., They wanted
a genseral investigation to disclose if the road expendliture had been
misappropriated. Thelr leader saild

"The general allegations in thse resolution were necessary,

so that the scope of the inguiry might not be restricted ... If
the government voted them (the resolutions) down they would have

to teke the rospansibilitz of doing so. He did nol intend to
withdraw the resolutions.”?

2. Ivid, March 9, P 8.
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The amendment moved by Tupper (L, Digby) to the effect
that the House would investigate the charges when they were made
specific was passed by a vote of twenty-one to eleven. Ilr. Law~
rence (L, Colchester) voted with the OUpposition because he be~
lieved the charges should be fully investigated, *

8ince Cahen refused to make the charges specifie,
Fielding moved & vote of censure upon him which also ordered the
member from Shelburne to meke the charges specifis, or to lay his
evidence on the tadle. 2 1he Premier explained the system of road
expenditure, and admitted that some mlstakes might have been made.

"O0f course it was not absolutely certain that under any
system no wrong could be done. The number of inspectors was
over a dosen and there were hundreds of foremen and thousands
of workmen, end it was impossible for the government to say
that every one of these thousands of men scted honestly and
faithfully, but the government were bound to belleve 1n khsir
honesty in the absence of any information to the contrary.®

The Liberals believed that it was thelir duty to see that
Cahan's charges were investigated, and the members cleared of all
implications of corruption, and many thought that Caban had not
been sincere in his desire for sn investigation, but merely wanted
to cause a sensation., As Mr. Plelding saild:

"He thought that the house and the publiec opinion of the
country would say that it would be monstrous to let uny'mwn-
ber who brought forward a series of charges drop the ¢ azt
without following them up with some specific statement."

In the long and lively debate which followed, both par-

ties took & very active part., These debates did not exhibit the

1. X.8. JOURNAL, 1892, P 14.
2. N.8., JOURKAL, 1892, P 33,
3. CHRONICLE, 1892, March 18,
4. Ibid,
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bitter party feelings and the insult ing langusge of the Rallway
debates and other discussions in the session from 1882 to 1886,
Cahan made moderate and dignified denunciations and criticisums.

He repeated that the government had not taken the proper safe~
guards to protect the road expenditure, and he defended his action
in requesting a gtnaial investigation by appeals to British pre-
cedent, He declared that the government had introduced s reso-
lution which had burked the whole enguiry and he closed by moving
an amendment whieh stated that the House did not have the power or
the authority to order him to make specific charges, 1

"The member for Shelburne d4ld not recognize any right on
the part of the leader of the government or of any member sup-
porting him to declare at this time what the duty of the mem-
ber for Shelburne in the premises was," 2

¥r. Webster (C) supported his leader, and he wanted to
know why,

"If the matters were not worthy of inquiry, as hon, mem-
bers opposite contended, what was the necessity for the hon,
leader of the government introducing the resolution now before
the house."

Although the Opposition fanght a valiant but loaing battle,
Plelding's vote of censure passed by a striet party vote of twenty~-
8ix Liberals to ten Conservatives.®

w On March 25rd Cshan brought definite accusations against
three members of the Assembly: Joseph MacPherson (L) and Angus
MacDonald (L), Cape Breton, and John A. FPraser (L), Victoria, and

asked for s special committee of inqniry;”

1. N.8. JOURNAL, 1892, P 34,

2, CHRONRICLE, 1862, Harch 18, P 4.
3. 1Ibid, March 19, P 4.

‘O ﬂnsl JQ”BK‘L, 13@3, ? 39.

5. N.S8. Debates, 1892, P 02,
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Flelding used every trick of parliamentary procedurs
to delay these resolutions, Then he dacided that the Standing
Committes of Rules and Privileges could handle the investigation.
Cahan made furdous objeoctions to this Committes because it con~
slsted of Attorney-General Longley and Helsaasc, who were members
of the government and might be involved and certainly would try
to prevent anything being revealsd that reflected discredit on
the administration, and Laurence (L) and Webster () and Cshan
(C) himself. Also the government attempted to frustrate the en-
quiry by passing sn amendment restricting the investigation to
one class of charges only, the meking of false and fraudulent
statutory declarations as to the accuracy of paysheets returned
to the department of publlie works. L

The Committee did not probe the matter very deeply,
and no startling disclosures were made. lany witnessea were ex-
amined, Hon. ¥r. Church, Commissioner of Public ¥orks and Mines,
had refused to supply the Committee with all the doocuments they
wanted from his department. The Committes found irregularities
but no fraud or graft, 2

The Liberal members on the Committee submitted a majority
report, while the Conservatives disagreed, and made a seperate
minority report. 3 Mr. Longley steted in Introducing the majority
report that

"Irregularities had been developed in regard to the county

of Victoria, and irregularities ... were developed in regard to
the county of Cape Breton, He was happy to say that these

l. ¥¥.8. JOURKAL, 1892, P 53-85.
2. Debates, 1892, P 201; JOURNAL, 1892, App. No, 23,
3. CHROWICLE, 18928, April 25, P 1, April 29, P 1,
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irregularities had not resulted in loss of revenue to the
province to the extent of a single cent., In Cape Breton ...
he could say that while the members did interfere with the
expenditure of the money more than the law contemplated,

and while paysheets were made up in & form that it would
have been desireble tc avold, by combining in one paysheet
paysheets which should have been aigaed separately, no mis-
appropriation of money wes shown,

Webster declared that

The evidence showed that the monsey had been expended
in a loose manner; it showed that the statute had been
viclated in every word and section ... The object of the
appointment of the inspectors was thet the members should
have nothing to do with the expenditure, but that everything
was to be done through the inspector who alone was to be
accountable, The evidence showed that the members took
charge of the expenditure of the money, appointed foremen,
prepared paysheets, and pald men for work done as sub-
foremen, whieh could not be gsworn to by those who atteated
to the paysheets ... There was evidence that the members
had pald money, and there was also evidence of delay in
payments ... Declarations were made Ly men as to the cor-
rectness of expenditures who did not see a cent of the
money expended. 8

The majority report was adopted by a strict party vote
of eighteen Liberals and eight Conservatives, &

It hed been proved that in the County of Cape Erston
the Commissioner of Public Works did not issue commissions until
September 1, 1880, although the work on the roads was performed
during July and August and early September. The members of the
Assembly had authorized certain foremen to expend small amounts of
road money, and in September these foremen received commissions
asuthorizing them to spend lsrger amounts. The paysheets had been
approved in blank by the govermment inspector. The members' clerks
had filled in these paysheets, and sometimes the amount entered was
larger than the sum really expended. False and fraudulent decla~

rations had been attached to suech sheets. The money represented

2, CHRONICLE, 1892, May 4, P 2.
3. ¥N. S, JOURNAL, 1892, P 162,
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by the psysheets had been drawn from the provineial treasury,
and large amounts were pleaced by the government inspector in

the hands of the members. In Victoria County some paysheels

had been altered after they haed been attested before a magls-
trate,

Although no misappropriation or fraud had been proved
and the three nﬁmbérs were exonersted from the charges against
them, the sums borrowed for the roads had been disbursed illegally,
the members had doled out funds as they desired, and the money had
been 111 spent,



Both parties had made declarations in favour of the
Abolition of the Legislative Counell, This questlon had re-
mained in abeyance until 1894 although occasionally the Conser-
vatives suggested that the government could economize by abollishe
ing the Council instead of borrowing such huge sums.

In the session of 1894 an unusual interest was sroused
in regard to the Abolition of the Couneil by the sction of the
Council itself. It was & well understood fact that gentlemen
appointed to the Council by the Plelding administiration had been
appointed with the clear understanding that they were in full
accord with the policy of the government in regard to the Abolition
of the Couneil, and that they were required to state in writing
that they would support a measure providing for such a change,

When Daniel MeDonald, Albert P, Welton (King's) and
Willlam B. Smith, of Cope Island, Shelburne County, and ex-warden
of the municipality of Barrington, the latter two to replace Hom.
T« L. Dodge and Hon. Samuel Looke, both deceased, were introduced
to the Council the point was ralised in the Counell by Dr. Parker
(C) that it wes unconstitutionsl for appointees to accept seats
in the Council while trammelled by pledges of that kind, The
Couneil took the point serlously and the swearing-in of the new
members was positponed until the next duy.1

The Council procured opinions from Dean Weldon, of
Dalhousie College, Denjamin Russell, and Robert Borden, eminent
constitutionsl lawyers, which decided that such pledges were not

enly unconstitutional but not binding. A vigorous debate resulted

l. CHRONICLE, 1804, January 30, P 6, and FPeb. 1, P 6.
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over the adoption of the rayuve‘at the Commitiee on Rules and
Privileges on this opinion. This report was deslgned by the
anti-sbolition lenders In the Counoll teo afford an excuse for
some members for repudlisting the voluntary pledges they gave
the government to vote for abolition, and L1t declered that the
Counell shounld entertain no measures looking bto ebelition of that
body wntll the goverrment kad given a declarstion that they re-
leased all members from thelr pledge, Ceorge ¥urray, governuent
lesder, opposed the adoption of this report. H. H, Puller withe
drew Tds rame from the report bLecsuse he hed dlscovered that 1if
the report were sdopted 1t would prevent the government frow ine-
troducing thelr H1l1l. Ths report woes sdopted by a vote of sixteen
to five. The five who voted agalnst 1t, and precumadbly in favour
of sbolition were Fuller, Welton, Suith, Murray, snd MoDonald.l

Inmedistely after the report was submitted, “urray in-
troduced & Bill for the Abolition of the Council. After & pro-
longed debate Dr, Parker's (C) amendment giving the bill a three
monthe' hoist was carried by & majority of nine. The men who
redoemsd their pledges waers Nurray, ¥eDonald, Puller, Robicheau,
Drumeond, and Welton, all Liverals,®

Only four Conssrvatives romalned in the Council « Dp,
Parker, Blatk, Owen, and Whitman, These men had at different
times voted for the Abolition of the Coumeil, but now they refused
to do so becanse they did not want to asslat the poliey of & Liberasl
government. Robicheau, Smith, Mack, Ray, Welton, Coudge, Cumuings,
Drumsond, HeDonald, LeBlane, HeNell, and Murray had given their

1., CHEROWICLE, 1694, January 80, P €3 February 1, P 6
2. 1Ibid, Pebrusry 30, P 7; Pebruary 13, P 6. =
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pledge to vote for sbolitlon, and Puller had promised to resign
if be could not do so.

Those who voted against the Abolition thought that the
Legislative Council wes & useful and necessary part of the Legis~
letive machinery, snd that it had done much good work, However,
the Liberals, as well as the Conservatives, expressed thelr scorn
of the men who had repudiated their pledges. If the Councillors
could not redeem their pledges they should resign. The majority
of the people of both parties had decided in favour of the Abol-
ition of the Council because they felt that the retention of the
Couneil was something the province could no longer afford, and
that the monsy saved could be devoted to the maintenance of impor-
tant public services, They believed that the members of the Couneil
should respect this publie opinion and yleld tc the wishes of the
people as expressed in the Assembly and at the polls.

In the meantime interest in the subject had been arcused
in the Assenbly. W®illiem Cameron (C, Pictou) had requested the
government for coples of all correspondence and documents in re-
lation te eppointmente in the Counecil. 1 The government gladly
acquiesced, and this Informetion was also widely published in the
newspapers.,

r, Cahan declared that the Conservative party supported
the poliey of the Council's abolition, and he also stated that if
the Couneillors who were pledged to vote for Abolition d4id not do
a0 they should be dismissed as they only held office during the

1. %N.8. JQWI" 18%, ﬁﬁ)ﬁh Ho. 17.
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pleasure of the Crown. He asserted that the government did umot
really desire abolition.

lr, Flelding naturally resented that the Opposition
 leader had questionsd the sincerlity of the government on this
question, He trusted thaet the people hed sufflieclent confidence
in the govermment to belleve In its sincarity,

On February 7 Premier Plelding introduced a motion that
a committee of three be appointed to prepare an address to be
presented to Her liajeaty respecting the abollition of the Lsgls-
lative Council, This Heworial, whieh prayed that the imperial
parliament amend the B, N, A. Act to enable Her Majesty to
abollish the Legislative Council of Nova %¢otla by proclamation,
was unanimously adopted by the Assembly on Pebruary 9th.

¥p, Caghan suggested several minor amendments which were
adopted. He said that while he differed from the government as
to the most expeditious methed of accomplishing the Adbolition,
he was anxlious that there should be no diviasion in the Assembly
regarding abollition, and therefore he readily agreed that the
maworial should pass unanisously,

Chisholm (L) said thet I1f Cahan's plan of dismisaing
recalcitrant councllliors were carried into effect it would not
sbolish the Council but merely sbolish Councillors. Bills had
to recelve the asseni of the Council to become law.

Longley sald that the adoption of the gmvernﬁ@nt*s course
Gid not preclude them rom {ollowing Cahsn's plasn at a later date
by cancelling the commisaions of those Councillors who had broken
thelr pledges, provided that it was competent and constitutional

for the government te adopt such a course.



George Nurray made a motion aimilar to ¥y, Fleldingta
to the Council on Februsery 9th., Howsver, an amendment was
adopted by a vote of thirteen to two, Murray and ¥cDonald alone
oppoaing 1%, that the Counell appoint a committee of three to
prepare a Memorial Against the Abolition of the Couneil.l

Although a line had now been constructed from Halifax
to Yarmouth, operations wers still carried on by several different
companies, the Weastern Counties Fallway, end th& Windsor and Anna-
polis Railwsy, @hieh controlled the Windsor Branch., 'The orovince
st111 had to pay $13,400 interest yeerly on s losn of £50,000
made to the Western Counties Rallway in 1879, 1In 1882 the Western
Counties Rallway had informed the government thet it could not
operate 1ts line bebtwsen Yarmouth snd Dighy. Meoced with the
prospect of complete stoppage, the administration hed graented a
$50,000 loan and had recelived in return the pladge of the postal
subsldies, amounting to about £5,400 yearly, paid the Company by
the Deominlon., Receints from this soures covered interest and
slowly reduceéd the prinecipal of the loan,

In 1202 prospects for a settlement brightened when a
new firm, the Dominion Atlentie Railway Compeny, was formed,
whieh finelly united the Windeor and Annepoclis snd the Western
Counties Pailweys in 1204, The Dominion Atlentic Reilway could
et lagt offer the pecple of the Weatern Counties an efficient,

uninterrupted service throughout the length of the province,

1. CHRONICLE, 1894, Pebruary 17, P 1, 6, 8; February 20, P 8;
P 7 « The Memorial Against Abolition,
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with steamer connectlions at Halifax, Yermouth, Digby, Annepolls,
and Kingeport. The fertlle distplcts of the Valley now had & come-
plete system of transportation and could further develop the agri-
cultural and other resources.

The Dominicon Atlantic RNallway proceeded to make terms
with the government end at oncs made a payment of (74,400 fer part
settlement of the arrears of the Western Countlss Rallwey,> This
at1l) left st the end of 1892 an indebtedness of £163,000 on the
1879 loan and $31,700 on the 1882 loan which had been grsduslly
reduced by the posta)l subsidies., This made a totel of §194,700.
However, the government, in 1821, had received $40,000 from the
gelizure and ssle of rolling steek whieh the Western Countiss Raile
way hed been using on the Windsor Pranch, end this sum with interest
compounded ameunted to 83,100 was deducted from this Lfigure,
leaving & 11sbility of 131,600, If payment was made within the
year, four percent, discount was granted. 2 zhort extension of
time had to be allowed, but in 1804 the government recelived
§131,000 from the railway in final settlement. £81,000 was used
at once to meet ordinery expenses, while the rest went to reduce
provinecisl indebtedness, In this way the provines received the
payment of a rallway ssset, which had beeon ragarded as of doubtful
value, and the consolidetion of the Western Rallways was accom-

plished.



In this period the policies insugurated in the previous
Flelding edwinistrations were further developed. Finance gone
tinued to be pre-sminent. Rosds and Bridges were still constructed
from saplital account, as was the Victeria General Hospital and the
Burses' Home, The Public Charities! A¢count was re-organized and
its finances placed on & sound basls, Caplital account sxpanded
rapidly, Bova Scotlae's first losn abrosd since Confedsration was
e marked sucdess. MNew sources of revenus were dissovered in the
3uccession Dutles and by the lncreass in coal royaltieas., The
#ines and Mineral icts underwent a very important consolidation.
ihe development of the coal Industry by the lnflux of foreign
capital, made possible by the governuent's actlion, was of incale~
culable benefit to the provinee. Agrloulture send Bduscation were
encouraged by the goveramsnt. Many useful private and loeal bills
were passed. Although there were nol as wmany outstanding govern=
went weasures as In previcus years the government grappled vige
orously and inbtelligently with the diffiecultles whioh confronted
it snd achieved splendid resgults,



CHAPTER IV
SRCTIOR IV

Relations with Ottawa, 1891 - 1804.
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The relations between the government of Nove Scotia
and the government of the Dominion of Canada were as ecordial
as possible under the circumstances of governments composed of
parties of different political faiths.

Premier Plelding, Attorney-General lLongley, and various
other members of the Liberal party in the local House, took a very
active part in the Dominion election of 1891, and opposed the
federal government, Alsc, Premier Flelding was very prominent
in the Hatlonal Liberal Convention at Ottaws in 1893, and assisted
in forming the Liberal pletform. This partieipation in federal
politics did not make the Conservative party more pleasantly dis-
posed towards the Liberals in the provincial legislature.

Since the provineial government still did not have suf-
ficient revenue to cope with the rapldly growing expenditure it /
was necessary for them to make every effort to obtain more funds,
80 the Plelding government appeasled to the Dominion government
for a refund of the provincial subsidy spent on the Eastern Ex-
tension Railway and the Western Counties Rallway.

In 1886 Plelding had put forward a demand that the sub-
sidy of {611,800, which had been advanced to aid the construection
of the Bastern Extension, should be repaid to Nova Scotia by the
Dominion. 7This had seemed to be s clear manifestation of the pro-
vincial discontent which had culminated in the Repeal demand.
Nonetheless, when the province had sold the Eastern Extension to
the Dominion they had sccepted the payment made as a settlement
in full and had signed away all rights to the railway. This claim

was revived in 1891,
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The Kova Scotian Legislature passed an Address on the
Rallway Claims in the session of 1891.} The Conservatives had
voted against the Address, and had refused to serve on the Com-
mittee which prepared it. In the Address the Legislature re-
quested that the subsidy of {671,856 granted and paid by the gov-
ernment of Nove Scotis in aild of the Hastern Extension should be
recouped to the province because the Dominion now possessed this
line as part of the Intercolonisl. As the rest of the Inter-
colonial had been wholly bullt out of the federal treasury, 1t
was not falr that the section from New Glasgow to Port Hulgrave
should have been constructed out of the limited provincial re-
sources. The memorialists stated thet notwithstanding the dias-
posal of the property to the Dominion, the Province had en
egquitable right to be refunded its expenditure on what haed become
part of the Intercolonial Rallway. They also demanded the return
of a subsidy of $679,197.00 grented end paid to the Western Counties
Railway because this railway had been declared to be a work "for
the general advantage of Canada" by the Dominion, and thus the
Parliament of Canada had admitted that public aid for constructing
this rallway should have been given by the Dominion Treasury.

Although this Address was duly forwarded and acknowledged
no reply was received from Ottawa. In October, 1892, Attorney-
General longle y and the Hon., Thomas Johnson were sent as delegates
to the federal capital to urge the Provinecial Rallway claims per-
sonally. The delegates interviewed the lilnister of Justice and
Hon, Wr, Haggart, the idinister of the Department of HRallways and

i. XN, 8. JOURNRAL, 1891, App. Ho. 22,
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Canals, and atated thelr ocase before the Privy Council. Ko de-
cision was glven, although Sir John Thompson promised that the
matter would be fully considered st an early date., Finding it
impracticable to obtein any definite decision before leaving, the
delegates returned to Nove Scotia leaving a letter with Nr. Haggard
which fully explained their claim,}

The Dominion Covernment falled to give any decision until
Uetober, 1893, The Privy Council, on the recommendastion of the
Minister of Reilways and Cansls, refused the province's claim.
The Dominion government declded the fact that the province did
not obtain the full eswmount they desired when they scld the Eastern
Extension to the Dominlion did not constitute eny grievance. Any
attempt to re-open the terma of the trandnatiwn and the question
of the price would be "econtrary to justice and reason." 2 e
expenditure of the federsl money for the missing link had made the
Western Counties Rallway far more valuable to the people it served
and to the government of Nova Seotia. A4lso, as the province's lien
and rights to the Western Counties Railway had not been disturbed
by Dominion Legislation the Dominion government saw no reason to
reirburse the pr@vineo.ﬁ

The provincleal government betrayed considerable exasper-
ation over this deeision and over the long delay in receiving a
reply. The Assenbly appointed a Committee in 1884 to draft an
answer to the Dominion's adverse judgment. This was opposed by
the Conservative party as they refused to support the Liberals
1. RK.S., JOURRAL, 1893, App. No. l4.
2. MORNING CHRONICLE, 1894, Tri Weekly Edition, January 23, P 3,

Col. 3
3., Ibid.
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in their demands for increased federal subsidies, and as they con~
sidered the railway claim unjust. }

The Committee, composed entirely of Tibersls, reiterated
Nova Scotia's demand for the rallway refund and attempted to refute
various points in the Frivy Couneil's memorandum. They advised
that no advantage would arise from another application at present
to the Ottaws nnthoritioa.l Thus the matter was dropped.

This rallway claim was finally met in 1897, when Murray
and Longley revived 1t. Flelding was then Finance Kinister of
the Dominion; a Liberal regime ruled in Ottawa., The Pederal gov-
ernment agreed to arbitrate the claim. On March 8, 1901, the
arbitrators gave Nova Scotia, by a credit to its capital account
at Ottawa, the sum of $671,800.

1. H.5., JOURNAL, 1894, App. No. 1l4.
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Another Finaneial Campalgn
In the last decade of Queen Victoria's reign the

people of Novae Scotia displayed far more interest in the Do~
minion elections than in the provinecial contests, partly be-
cause the federal issues were more momentous and exciting than
local affairs, Provincial politics were static., The Nova
Scotian election of 1894 was very dull compered to the famous
Repeal Election or even the Flnancial Election of 1880,

The 1884 campaign was very short and consisted largely
of a repetition of the financial issues of the previous election.
On FPebruary 15th the Legislature was dissolved and the writs were
issued for one month later.

Although both parties had been preparing for the inevi-
table contest in a desultory manner, the Conservatives had not
expected the election until April or May, and they accused the
Liberals of holding the election in March so that the old lists,
which favoured the party in power, would be used. :

The Liveral-Conservative members had offered a steady
and vigorous opposition to the government for four years under
the {aaﬂtrahxy of Charles Cahan, and they had been ably supported
by the HALIPAX EERALD so that the people were familiar with the
issues between the partles, and with the lonservatives' cbjection
to the Whitney Legislation and to the method of abolishing the
Legislative Council. However, the Conservative county organi-
sations seemed much slower to function and less efficient than
the Liberal organizations. Some of the Conservative nominations

were long delayed. For instance, the candidates for Hants were
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not chosen until March 5th, Thus, the personal ocanvassing by
the candidates was not as vigorous as in the proc&dina election.
This was due to the season snd the shortness of the campalgn.

Premier Flelding's ADDRESS to the people formed the
basis of the Libersl appeal to the electorate. The Liberals
were secure in their tenure of office and in their confldence
in the inebility of the Conservatives to oust them, Thus the
government did not fight a very vigorous campalgn, dbut relied
on their record and their able party organizations,

Huch of this Address was a repetition of the toples
of the previous election manifestoes as ir. Plelding considered
the work of the whole twelve years, not merely the preeiﬁins
four, This enhanced the government's record although very little
had been accomplished in the last term of office., As usual, the
Premier pald attention to Education, Agriculture, Roads and
Bridges, and Rallways. He reviewed government successes which
were already familiar to the people. The government leader
stressed the fact that the sum for teachers' grants had been
inereased $15,000, and that they had spent {222,000 per annum
on education, as compared to {185,000 by the Holmes-Thompson
government. He also noted that roads and bridges had received
particular attention, and that rallways would be constructed in
Shelburne, Queens, and Inverness. He blamed the Conservabives'
oppesition to the rallway c¢laims for the province's failure to
obtain the reilway refund,
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The Premier briefly and clearly explained the amount
of the public debt and the interest charges. He stated that the
debt was less per head than in other provinces and that

the debt had been incurred chiefly for rellways,
bridges, roads, schools, and hospitals. All these
works were aeeasiary to enable Nova Scotla to keep pace
with the times. ‘

Mr, Flelding carefully reiterated that Cahan's charges

~

of corruption in connection with the road moneys haé been thor-
oughly investigated and the charges exploded. "While there had

been much loovseness and irregularity in making up the returns ...

not a single dollar was shown to have been misappropriated.® .

He praised the government's policy of protecting the
mining interests and for the Whitney Coal Legislation., A4s &
result ér this "the coal trade everywhere has improved, and the
goverrment are receiving much higher rates of royalty that (than)
were formerly obtained." ® He summed up the results of the Lib-
eral rule thus:

The province has had twelve years of energetic admini-
stration. The government have not hesitated to raise the
money to carry on the public works of the province, Raile
ways have been aided, bridges have been bullt, roeds have
been constructed, a great hospital has been created. Every-
thing has been done that could reascnably be asked in the
way of public improvement., What has been the result from a
finanecial point of view? The publie credit hasleen estab-
lished at home and abroad,.. The province has obtained in-
creased revenue which more than meets the interest charges.
The governmment consequently are able to pay the interest and
have more money lef't for other services than was avallable
when they came into power, It would be strange, indeed, if
such a poliey and such results falled to recelve the endorse-
ment of the electors of Hova Scotla,

l. B8ee Premier Flelding's Address., MORNIRG CHRONICLE, PFebruary
20, 1894, P 6. Tri-weekly Bdition. Nova Scotia paid §72,130.34
per year as interest on debentures.

2, Ibid, Piélding's Address.

3. Ibid* February 20, 1894, P 6.

4. Flelding's Address,
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Premier FPlelding's Address was clear, condensed, and
powerful. It provided an excellent outline of the government's
career and achievements, but it hed no proposals for new policiles.
The g«aplc were asied to re-elect the government sclely on 1ts
record, and because of the prestige and past abllity of the Lib-
eral government,

The Opposition campaign was based on guestions ralsed
by Charles Cehan in his Address. These lasues were the financial
-policy of the government, ineluding the size of the public debt
and the road freuds; the abolition of the Legislative Council;
provincisl legislation; the Rallway Refund Claims, and ecriticlsm
of the Whitney Legislation,

This Address was much longer than Mr, Fialding’a and
in it ¥r, Cshan made & financial analysis for the people and a
careful explanation and criticism of the Premier's financial
methods, This was the first time that an Cpposition leader had
made such an attempt, and he expressed himselfl so clearly that
the slectors could understand, The Conservative leader attacked
the Plelding administration for the Repesl agltation, for bribery,
the road and bridge service, the acoumulation of a large debt,
the Whitney Leglslation, and for the Reilway Refund Claims. With
the exception of the promise to abolish the Legislative Couneil
and the proposal to give the munieclpalities further control of
roads and to incresse the road grant, the Conservative policy was

purely destructive, and without constructise suggestions. As
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¥r. Cahan said,

The local opposition have performed their duty in
pointing out the facts; 1t remeins for the electors to
decide wh:ther‘thay wii; longer tolerate the present
condition of affairs.

The Conservatives condemned the Fielding government
because they had falled te manage the publie works and finances
with akill, care, and honesty, and had also falled to initiate
and promote enlightened and useful laws. They protested vio-
lently sgainst the enormous increase in the publie debt whigh
they claimed was due to government extravagance and saild that
the members of the government were "utterly reckless in dealing
with publiec trust moneys, and utterly lscking in political
honesty.® 2 |

The publiec debt was [3,041,141.00, as compared with
£871,579.00 when Flelding had become Premier.® The Conservatives
¢laimed that the road and bridge expenditures represented about
$1,800,000 of 1t, and this money had been largely wasted on cor-
ruption. The Vietoria General Hospital and the Kurses' Home need
not have cost §65,000, stated Cahan, but "a large portion of the
work was performed without bona fide tender and contract; and the
excessive cost was due to partisan favouritism in the construction
of thess bulldings.® ¢

¥any columns in the papers were occupled in a battle
of statlatles., Premier Plelding declared that the publiec debt

1. Cahan's Address To the Electors, HALI®AX HERALD, Pebruary
17, 1894, P S.

2. 1Ibid, February 22, 1894, P 4.

3. 1Ibid, March 12, 1804; CHRONICLE, March 13, 1894, P 4.

4, HERALD, Pebruary 17, 1894, P 8.
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was moderate, well spent on necessary construction, and much
smaller than other provinelal devts, The Qonservatives chal-
lenged the veracity of the Premier's figures. The Liberals
ridiculed the HERALD's financial articles as having been written
by the "horse editor” and being "always caleulated to deceive
those who might read in a trustful spirit.” 2

The Conservatives repeated their finasneial criticisms
of the previous election. They argued that although the revenue
had increased forty-five per cent. since 1882, the expenditure
on the major government services had increased very iittla. and
that the incresse had been squandersed on public works, salaries,
and interest! They asserted that the government had "rolled up
an interest bill of §120,000 a year to eat up our current rev-
enues and starve the needful services of the proviae#.* 2 ‘?%i?
alsc reiterated their attacks on the "Grits" for ineressing min-
isterial salaries and the sesslonel indemnitles, and for ﬁaduaxng
the Teachers' Urant. They threatened that Liberal rule led to
direct taxation, and that if Fielding were returned teo oifice 1t
would mesan a business tax and a tax on transfers of real estate.®

The Opposition objected to the Succession Dutles, and they
stated

The local government struck the well to dv classes with

a succession tax. And they struck the whole people with a
goal tax, And still they have the sublime impudence to ask

for another lease of powsr in which to imgazo more taxes and
 inecur more debt! Turn the rascais outl

1, CHROKICLE, Maroh 7, 1894, P 2, and HERALD, Pebruary 15, 18904.
2. HERALD, Karch 10, 1884, ? 4; also February 18, P 4, Feb.27,P 2.
3, HERALD, 1894, Peb, 15, P 4, Col, 3; Feb, 22, P 4; March 7th,

P 4; CERONICLE, March 6, P 2 & 4, and March 8, P 4.
4. HERALD, Karch 14, 1894, P 2.
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The Boad and Bridge FPollicy of the Liberal government
was opposed and condemned by ths Opposition. In 1890 the Cone
servatives had objected to the poliey of censtructing roads and
brldges by berrowing. In this election they objected to specific
incidents in the administration of this peliey, particularly to
the charges of road frauds,

Charles Cahan claimed that & large portion of the money
borrowed for roada‘and bridges had been expended in the most in-
sidious forms of political corruption,

They (the moneys borrowed) influenced meny votes in the

SeAsTiE momt S0s veds of Ve eevinges X . L

He protested against the excessive cost of §1,287,000
for one hundred and forty-seven permanent bridges and he proposed to
renew the wooden bridges, thus giving employment to NHove Scotians,
not to American iron works., He alac attacked the patronage in
bridge building.

In inviting tenders for the construction of these bridges
the government provided no safeguards against collusion and
fraud ... The lowest tenderers were frequently allowed to
withﬂruv their tenders without loss; and the final award was

graqnently made by the government in favour of the higher
tender.

Ghen, again, low tenders from competent contractors were
often rejected, and the bridges constructed by gys' work for
the purpose of distributing political patronage.

These chargees were well gsubstasntliated by facts end figures.

The Liberal press hotly denled these insinuations of ecor-
ruption which the Conservatives had never presented in the Assembly.
They declared that the government could not prevent men from with-
drawing low tenders, and inslsted that no tender was ever disregarded

1., EERALD, Pebrusry 17, 1894, P 4, 5.
2, Cshan's Address, and HERALD, Pebruary 27, 1894, P 4.
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except for "good and sufficlent reasons”, given by the Frovinelsl
Engineer, They ridiculed any idea of favouritism in awarding con-
tracts, and stated that without the energetic polloy of the gov-
ernment "half the roads and bridges of the country would have
been rendered impassable," L

The road freuds in Cape Ereston and Victoria were em-
phesized by the Conservatives. The Upposition reminded the
people that the government had promised to spend the "§600,000
of Road Boodle"™ on permanent work under the supervision of the
provineial englineer, and hed falled to do so,.

The provinelal engineer was simply 1gnored; the lawful
appointment of supervisors was wilfully neglected; and the
expenditure of these hundreds of thousands of dollars of
borrowed money was dumped into the hands of the grit members
and henchmen of the several counties, without any formal
appointment, without any reasonable safeguards against
improper expenditure, without any lewful suthority whatever! 2

The Road Investigatlions of 1891 were reviewed, with

the explanation that the Investigation had been restricted as

much as possible, dbubt in spite of that, it had been revealed that

in Vietoria County not & single commiassion suthorizing

the expenditure of & single dollar of money was ever lssued
toe a single foreman during the year 1890, The government
violated the law, broke down every safeguard esteblished by
the legislature, and paid out thousands of dollars from the
provincial treasury, knowing that no commission had ever been
issued suthorizing these alleged expenditures. The paysheets

now on file in the office of the provinclal secretary are
fravdulent, 3

The Liberals stressed the fact that a thorough investi-
gation of any road fraud was made by a parlismentary committee, and
that no graft or corruption was discovered, only "great looseness
in meking returns."

1. CHRONICLE, Pebrusry 27, 1894, P 4; March 1, P 2,

2. HERALD, Pebruary 20, 1894, P 4.
3, Cahan's Address.
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As a reform of the system of corruption in connection
with roads and bridges, the Conservatives intended to glve the
municipalities complete control of the roads and bridges and to
inerease the annual road grants to the municipal councils. They
opposed the remedy proposed by the Road Act of 1892 - the ertut&anu
of a road bosrd with powers of direct taxation for maintenance -
because this would limit the power of the municipality and lend
1tself to fraud,l

Both pgrkiél favoured the abolition of the Legislative
Council, Honetheless this subject weas widely discussed as the
Liberals reviewed their attempis to abolish it and the Conser-
vatives oriticized their methods., Cshan insisted that sll Coun-
eillors who violated their pledges should be dismissed by the
Crown, and men of honour be appointed, who were prepared to vote
for abolition. The Liberals retorted that Cahan's proposal was
unconstitutional ,2

The Conservatives devoted considerable attention to
the Rallway Refund Claims slthough they had opposed them, and
had ably &&f&nﬁad the refusal of the Dominion govermnment. They
asserted that 1f the Canadian Government was forced to make sim-
ilar refunds to all the provinces this would be unfortunate for
Nova 8Scotle because she had expended less in proportion on loeal
rallway lines than other provinces. The Liberals seldom men~-
tioned the Reilway Claims because they had falled to obtain their
‘demands from the Federal government, and they blamed the Conser-
vetives in Nova Scotia for their feilure, Also, since the increase
l., Cahan's Address, and HERALD, Pebruary 23, 1884, P 2.

2. HERALD, Pebruary 17, 1894, P 6., CHRONICLE, 1894, Pebruary 20
and 22nd, P 2, Col 1 & 2.



242

in coal royalties the province was not suffering from a lack of
revenue,.l

The Opposition sssalled the mining leglislatlon of the

Flelding administration.,  They regarded the Mines Act of 1892

a8 8 breach of faith with the coal lessees, and as an attempt,
pure and simple, to increase the revenue by higher coal royalties.
They argued that this action of the government merited the severe
condemnation of the electorate. Charles Cahan repeated his ob-
Jections against the Whitney Syndicate Legialatlong but he ade-
mitted that the Dominion Coal Company had become a vested in-
terest which could not be disturbed. The Conservatives cle imed
that the Whitney Syndicate had ralsed the price of coal:

Mr, Plelding, in his manifesto, rejolces that the pro-
vince is receliving 2-1/2 cents extra royalty on the coal
produced at the syndicate mines; but he doss not mention
that the people are paying from 20 cents to 50 cents a ton
more for their coal, according to the quality and the amount
purchased} 3

R The Liberal press praised their party for inereasing
the coal royalties, and stressed the fact that Dy, Willlam McoKay
{(former Conservative leader) who was again a candidate in Cape
Breton, dared not oppose the Whitney Syndlicate Legislation., They
also publlicized a letter from David McKeen, Cape Breton manager
of the Dominleon Coal Company, which described the scope of the
Company's undertskings. This was considered to be a very effective
reply té the vindictive attacks made by the "Tory" press on the

operations of the Whitney Syndicate.%

1, HERAID, Peb. 17, 1894, March 5, 18904, P 5., CHRONICLE, March
8, 1894, P 2, for railway construction under Fielding.,
2. Beocause it created a monopoly, gave a long lease, placed work-
men and cosl cutput of Nova Seotla under control of one company.
3. BHERALD, 18984, PFeb, 80, P 4, Col 3.
4. CHRONICLE, March 3, 1804, P 2 & 6.
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The Libersals proclaimed that:

Nelther the mining lessess of the province nor the coal
miners can afford to give any countenance or support to the
leader and the party followers who sought to wreck the Whit-
ney ayndicate enterprisse and paralyse every mining industry.

Although the Whitney Legislation may have had a profound
influence on the election, it had been fully argued in 1693, and
1t was not discussed very much during this short campaign.

Both parties gave evidence of hatred and contempt of
the other's leader. The Conservatives scorned Premier Flelding
because of his slleged corruption, negligence, and intermeddling
with federal affairs. They objected very decidedly to his par-
ticipation in federsl campaigns, to his espousal of the cause of
comrercial union, and because he had become Chairmen of the
National Liberal party's platform committee.

It was he (Plelding) who has sought by fair means and
foul to destroy the national pelley of the country, and who
has used his personal influence and the patronage at his
dlasposal to oreate opposition to the federal government.

The Liberals called the Conservatives "Cahanltes™ and
ridiculed the "Cabanite" policy as a frantic anxiety to get inte
power, Jealousy of Flelding, determination to wreck the mining
industry rather than see the Whitney leglslation successful, and

& dlsposition to decry and injure provincial 3’0d1tta

The Liberal govermment of W. 8. Plelding agaln received
the support of the people on election day, March 15, 1894, The

1, CHRONICLE, PFebruary 282, P 4, Col 3.
2. HERALD, Pebruary 17, 1864.
3. CHRONICLE, 1894, Pebruary 87, P 4, Col 2,
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victory was first announced as twenty-six Liberals to twelve
Conservatives, but later altersd to twenty-five Libersls to
thirteen Conservatives, & gein of three for the Cpposition., The
Liberal majorities were considerably reduced and several good
men were defeated., Howevsr, the Liberals rejoiced because Webster
"went down" in Kings, snd Cahan had been "snowed under" in thel-
burne.,
' The Conservatives minimized the blow caused by the de-
feat of their leader. They stated that Cahan had lost by ounly
sixty~four votes, end that Shelburne had been "flooded" with rum
and money to accomplish this, Many Cohservatives had expressed
their doubtas of the wisdom of allowing Cahen to reocffer in Shel-
burne, but had decided that he dared not show signs of weakness
by running elsevhore, Shelburne wes strongly Liberal, and accord-
ingly the Hon, Thomag Johnson was certain of re-election., The
other Libersl candidate, Thomas Robertson, had orgenized a rall-
way company which had received a large provineial subsidy, The
prospect of & railway had sppesled to the people of Shelburne,
who had long desired ane.l
The Qpposition stressed the fact that Speaker Power
had been defeated in Halifax, and Premier Plelding's majority
greatly reduced. They gloried in the success of six Conserva-
tives in Cape Breton (one of whom was Dr. Willlam lcKay) and in-
terpreted this to mean the unpopularity of the mining legislation.
The Conservatives attributed their defeat to "Crit" unscrupu-
lousness, the manipulation of the election lists, and to the

shortness of the campaign and to dbribery by the govtrnmant‘e

2. Ibid, March 18, 1%.
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The Libersls made counter charges of bribery and use
of liquor by the Conservatives. They declared that Speaker M,

Jd. Power's defest had been caused by ill health whilch had pre-
vented him from making en sotive campaign., They also referred
te the sectarian feeling which had been aroused in Halifax by
a disagreement between Archbilshop OfBrien and the 3@&#03 board
over the Russell Street Schoel, and which had Influenced the
campalgn so that the capital was without & Catholic represen~
tative for the first time since Confederation.t

The Liberals owed thelr success partly Lo the lact
that they were the reigning perty, and partly to the leadership,
consumnate skill, and prestige of Premler Flelding. The Fremier
was regarded as & man of tact, abllily, end unswerving integrity;
and he enjoyed the unwaverlng coni'idence, notl only of the entire
Liberal party, but of meny Conservatives also., Above all, the
people did not desire a c¢change. The Liberals poasessed a strong
party organization, experienced and able men, and their record
end achievements were widely known,

The Conservatives had suffered in prestige and political
experience from their twelve years of Opposition. Sowe people
leievq& that thelir policy was one of vieclous abntxaeti&n, alander,
and personal abuase, and that the Conservative leaders would be

inecapable of ruling the country., The Opposition were handicapped

1. CHRONICLE, Mareh 20, 1894, P 2., The Flelding government had
glven formal approval to the proposals of the School Board,
The Conservatives d enounced Premier Flelding as being hostile
to the Catholics. Both parties tried to arouse the ultra-
Protestants, and incidentally prevented them from voting for
the Catholles ~ Walsh and Power, e.g., Conservatives urged
Protestant Liberals to wvote for Willlam Black (C) instead of
Power, who was a Catholia.
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by the shortness of the campaign, as they did not have the
strength or the time to arouvse the people againat the govern-
ment.

Although Charles Cahan had stesdlily gained political
#kl1ll, and had lad s valient Opposition in the Assembly, and had
offered a searching oritiocism of Plelding's finanecisl legislation
and had formulated a platform, he could not overcome the Premier's
political record or the enormous popularity and prestige of Lib-
erelism in Bova Bootia.

The opposition lesder was defeated, and never agsin
ococupied a seat in the Nove Scotian legislature. Charles Cahan
was the sblest Conservative lesder of the late nineteenth century,
and the only opponent who proved worthy to cross swords with W, 8.
Pielding, In this eléctlon the Conservative party offered the
most effective mppaaitlan that Flelding received in the political

\rena tl

l. Charles Cahan unsuccessfully contested Shelburne-Queens in
1896 and Cumberland in 1600 for the Dominion. From 1886 to
1800 he was editor of the HORNING HERAID. In 1927 he bLecsame
Secretary of State for Canade in R, E., Benneti's Cabinet.
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The chlef issues before the people of Canads in the

- Dominion election of 1896 were the Manitoba School Question and

tariff reform. Both of these problems had been fully discussed
in Parliament.

After a brief interval 2ir John Abbott, a distinguished
Montreal advocate and leader of the Senate, had succeeded Sir
John A. Macdonald as Premier. In Bﬁanmbﬁr, 1892, 8ir John
Thompson, the leader of the House of Commons, replaced Abbott.
The sudden death of Sir John Thompson at Windsor Castle in Decem-
ber, 1804, was a severe blow to the Conservative party, espec-
fally as it required the services of its greatest constitutional
lawyer in the Manlitoba School Question. His successor was Sir
Hackenzle Bowell, leader of the government of the Zenate and &
prominent Orangeman.,

The Dominion government now undertook the task of the
restoration of Separate Schools in Manitoba, and acted on the
Judgment of the Frivy Council in issuing a Remedlal Order which
ordered Henitoba to restore the separate school system, MNanitoba
refused, so the Ottawa government was forced to deal with the
problem in the Parliament of 1806.

: The government was further weakened by the sudden and
unexplained resignation of seven cabinet ministers. 7The "Bolt"
gave the Conservative party a stunning blow and shook the con-
fidence of the people. An attempt at recovery was made by recon=
structing the government under the veteran 8ir Charles Tupper,
who had left his post as High Commissioner at London.
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Throughout the early period of this controversy,
Wilfred Laurier, Leader of the Opposition, had maintained a
discreet and judiclal attitude. He aid not believe that a pol-
iey of coerecion could succeed, and he was convinced that only
by the free action of the provineial legislature could the Cath-
olic people receive effective redress of thelr grievances. When
the Remedial Bill came up for 1ts second reading, Mr. Laurier
declared the Liberal poliecy by moving six months' hoist., He
stated that although Parliament had the power to interfere it
was the first duty of the Government to investigate, and that
only methods of conciliation and of persuasion could provide an
effective settlement.

As Parlieament was to expire socon through the effluxion
of time the obstructive tactics of the Liberals succeeded against
the Remedial Bill., Parlisment prorogued April 23rd without for-
¢ing Manitoba to accept a Separate School System,

The Nova Scotlan press devoted considerable space to
the Manitoba School Question. The HALIPAX HERALD and the MORNING
CHRONICLE had been expanded to eight pages in the early 1880's,
and this enabled them to carry more Canadiasn and World news., The
progreas of the Remedial Bill had been reported on the first page
and also subjected to editorial comment. The HERALD had pub-
lished the full report of the Winnipeg Conference in a special
supplementary. This paper defended the Dominion government, and
attacked the Manitoba government and the federsl Liberal party.
The CHRONICLE supported the action of the Manitoba government and
eriticized the Conservatives at Ottaws, For example, the HERALD
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claimed that the Remedlal Bill was satlsfactory to the minority,
and it condemned Manitoba becsuse it refused the federal offer

at Winnipeg, as this would have established the Nova Scotian
school system in Manitoba. The CHRONICLE was furious because

the Dominion had refused Manltoba's compromise offer, and attacked
8ir Charles Tupper for foreing the bill through Parliament while
the Conference was taking plano.l

Thus the people of Nova Scotia were familiar with all
aspects of the Manitoba School Guestion before the dissolution
of Parlisment and before the election campaign began.

The Liberals tended to emphasize the School Question
far more than thelr opponents., The Conservatives stressed other
issues, particularly the tariff, and minimized the School Question
until they were forced to defend themselves against the "slanders"
of the "Grits¥. They had hoped to have the troublesome matter
settled before the election, and then they could have demanded
praise for giving justice to the minority. Having falled, the
School Question was a source of great weakness to them.

8ir Charles Tupper, in his election manifesto, dealt
very briefly with the Hanitoba School Question and declared that
the government hed done its duty and would adhere to its policy.

The fact is recognized that the government has taken a

¢clear and definite stand on the constitutional aspect of the
matter (Manitoba School Question), We have simply done what
we bellieved to be right in taking up the duty laid at owr
door by the judgment of the highest courts of the realm, and
in sndeavour to redress the grlevances of the Roman Cath-
olic minority in Hanitoba by restoring the rights and privi-
leges guarenteed to them by the constitutiony ... we now
appeal for vindication to the sober sense of justice of the
Canadian people.

1. HERALD, 1896, April 17, P 2; CHRONICLE, April 8, P 1 & 4.
2. 8ir Charles Tupper's Electoral Manifesto, HERALD, May 6, 1806.



The Conservative press in Nova Scotlia reiterated
that it was the bounden duty of Parlisment to pass such legis-
lation as the people of Canades could not disregard the order
of the Privy Counecil.

The bresking of the "parliamentery compact of 1870",
no matter under what circumstances or for what reasons,
deprived the Roman Catholies of Manitoba of rights and
privileges, and therefore made it incumbent on the federal
government and parlisment to intervene.

The Liberals carefully reviewed the history of the

School Question for the benefit of the people. They angrily
refuted the "Tory" contention that the Privy Council had ordered
the government to spply remedial legislation., They argued at
great length to prove that this was no pre-union compact re-
quiring the maintenance of separate schools in Maniteba, md
that the federal government was under no compulsion to pass
remedial leglslation:

The last deliverance of the British privy counecil was
not a judgment at all in the strict sense of the term; 1t
was merely a judicial expression of opinion that the Mani-
toba minority had the right of ngptal to the governor-in-
council ~ that and nothing more.

They also repeated Kr, Laurier's policy that any edu-
cational disabilities must be removed by Hanitoba, not by federsal
coercion. They promised that if Wilfred Laurler were elected he
could settle the matter to the satisfaction of all:

The people of Cansdamust see the necessity of giving
Wilfred Laurier and the Liberal party a mandate not merely
to deal with but to settle the guaution.en lines which will
conserve the constitutional rights o itoba and at the
same time deal out to the Roman Catholic minority every right

and privilege claimed and exercised by their Protestant fellow
citizens ... ¥r, Laurier cen settle the guestion on those lines.

2. CHRONICLE, 1896, April 18, P 4; also June §, P 4, June 10, P 4;
‘June 11, P 4,
5. CHRONICLE, 1896, June 5, P 4,
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The CERONICLE condemned the Conservative party for sup-
porting Sir Charles in his attempt to coerce HManitoba, and they
prctestdé that this poliey was fraught with danger to the free
govermnment and the representative institutions of the country.

The ablest and most comprebensive speech delivered in
liova 86otia on the Manitoba School Question wes g iven by FPremier
W. S. Flelding at Windsor on Karch 5th, 1806, This was reprinted
just before the election in a apecial supplement by the ACADIAN
RECORDER, entitled Coercion or Coneclliation ¢

Mr, Plelding expressed his regret that the ianitoba
gSchool Question had intruded into politics., He stated that there

was "an amazing lack of information on the aubjeat',l and proe-
ceeded to glve & summary of the guestion and a very careful explan~
atlon, He attacked the policy of the Dominion government and in
particular 8ir Charles Tupper for "devoting the evening of his

life to the work of destroying the free school system of Hanitoba
and forceing upon that province & system which he would not dare

to attempt to force upon the province of Nova Scotia." 1 The
Premier made an eloquent plea for the Liberal poliecy of a full

and deliberate investigation and for conciliation.

l. ACADIAN RECORDER Supplement, June 18, 1896,

Mr, Plelding also commented on Wilfred Laurier's
courage in resisting pressure from the Roman Catholis
hierarchy to get him to assent to the Remedial Bill, and
declared that M¥r, Laurier "stend(s) forth before the
g:gpla og Canada as the chemplion of eivil and religilous

orty.



252

The question of the tariff wes more important in Nova
Seotia than the Henltoba School Question., The Conservatives
walinteined thalr strong support of the National Policy Protection,
end decleared that the real issue of the campaign was whether the
National Poliecy would be sustained,

The grievence of & very small Catholie mincrity in the
far away province of Manltoba can be made very picturesque
and 1s sc being treated by liberals, but the practical
question is one of dollars and cents for the merchants and
manufacturers, of bread and butter for the artisan and far-
:z:,aggg 2? gg%anzzig;:§v33§?§§§lvictar; may be looked for on

They reminded the people that the Katlional Policy was

the source of their blessings. This National Policy hed in-
ereased the free list, had reduced the duties on the necessi-
tles of life, and st the same time it had been responsible for
the marked increase in the number of fectories and businesses,
in the emount of capitel employed, the amount of wages paild,
the value of industrial products, and for the great expansion
of Cenadisn trede. Long lists gr gtatlistics were quoted in the
EALIPAX HERALD to show the benefits of the protective tariff.2
The Conservatives seid the expansion of the coal in-
dustry, which was perticularly important to Nova Scotlia, had been
due to the g reat growth of manufacturing eand coal using indus-
tries in Esstern Canada under the National Poliey. They threat~
ened that if the "CGrits" regained power they would remove the
duties on coal and iron, and that Nova Scotla's merket in Upper
Canada would be completely lost in competition with cheaper
American coal.
The Liberals repeated the arguments which they had ad-

vanced against the Netional Poliey in previous elections. They

T mwewmaAtTs Twina 18 1808, P 4.
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not only attacked the "Diabolical Tariff", but at the same time
pointed out the remedy for its evils - the Liberal tariff pol-
iey.

The Opposition insisted that the necessities of 1ife
were highly texed and refuted the Conservative claim that all
such necessities were free. They protested agalnst the National
Policy whieh enriched the "suger barons™ and the "cotton lords®
while their workmen lived on starvation wages, and prices were
ralsed, :

The national policy gives the cotton lords enormous

Biivas Sne00oty Busk Gad starvahlen wagsss. Gom swsh s
:g;:aﬁgzgt:?g¢a§¥;§£§§e§§§y§§;'gngnaa of the people of

Both parties wrangled endlessly over such guestions
as the deflclit, the esmount of debt and taxation, The Liberals
stated that the interest on the debt required one-third of the
revenue from the customs and excise to pay 1t, that wmuch of the
debt represented funds which had been wasted, stolen, or mis-
appropriated by the "Torles™, and that the government had man-
ipulated the tariff to put more money into the pockets of pro-
tected combines.?

The Conservatives retorted that the debt had been
ereated because of the sonstruction of publiec works, and that
"grit" governments were far more extravagent and wasteful; fer

example, Ontaric and Nova Seotils,

1. eﬁnaﬁza§3§ 1896, May 4, P 4, also April 23, P 4, and May 19,
P 4, Co .

2. CHRONICLE, May 22, 1896, The Liberals quoted Edward Blake's
scathing denunciation of the National Poliecy.
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The Liberal irade policy had bLeen declded by a con-
vention which had met at Ottawsa in 1863, 7This National Lib~-
eral Conventlion hed been largely attended by Liberals active in
provineial and federsl politics. The Hon., W, 5. Flélding,
Premier of love Scotia, had been appointed the Chelirman cf the
Committee which drafted the platform. The Liberal platform had
declared squarely sgainst protection, and in favour of & free
trade policy like QGreat Britain; that le, a tariff for revenue;
end also in favour of reciprocity with the United States.

That, having regerd to the prosperiiy of Canads and
the United States as adjoining countries ...

Thet &« falyr and liberal reciproclity treaty would de~
velop the great natural resources of Canade, would enore-
mously increase the trade and commerce between the two
countries, would tend to encourage friendly relatiocns be-
tween the two peoples, would remove many causes which have
in the past provoked irritation and trouble to the govern-
ments of both countries, and would prowcte those kindly
relations between the empire and the republic which afford
the best guarantee for peace and prosperity;

That the Liberal party is prepared to enter into
negotliations with a view tec obtaining such & Sreaty, in-
eluding a well considered list of menufactured articles,
end we are satisfled that any treaty so arranged will re-
ceive the assent of her majesty's government, without whose
spproval no treaty can be made,

The Liberal party Intended to remove all barrlers to
commeree as far as the requirements of honest and eeonomical
government permitted, and to show the Americans that Canada was
willing to trade with them on failr terms. They promised that if
the shackles were removed from agrisulture and manufactures, trade
and commerce; and if Lummigration were ensouraged; and if Canada
received pure, honest, and economical government, namely Laurier
and Mowat, then Canada would have world markets, a large and

rapidly inereasing population, and abounding pratpnrity.a

1. CHRONICLE, May 22, 1896, P 3, Liberal Platform.
2. OERONICLE, 1896, June 13, P 4, .
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Wilfred Laurler reassured the menulaclturera that they
need not fear reciprocity, and declared that they had nothing
to suffer and mwuch to gain from the substitution of & revenue
‘tariff for the existling system. The Liberal press carefully
emphesized that lesding manufacturers such as George Delram, of
Toronte, and ¥Willlam Palerson, of Brantford, were not afraid of
tariff reform, and thought that 1t would eneble them to compete
more successfully in home and foreign marketis.

A lesrge number of self relliant and enterprising manu-
facturers ,.. are supporting the Liberal policy and the
Liveral candidates ... they know that the Liberal policy
of freer trade and reduced taxation will be a ggad thing
for them as well as for the masses of the people. ¥

8ir Oliver Nowatlt, who possessed great influencse in

Ontario and among Libverals generally, asserted that any tapriff
legislation would be graduel and cautious. The changes must

be & reliel to our farmers and at the sawe time will
not injuriously affect but rether benefit manufacturers
and thelr war&%an. A governmeni owes a duty to all classes
of the people,

The Conservatives recognized the popular appeal of the

Liberal tariff policy, and made more strenuous efforts to defend
their Hational Polley. At the same time they repeated their
arguments of the 18961 election against reciprocity. They in-
sisted that the Libersl poliey meant unrestricted reciproeity
which would benefit the United States to the detriment of Canada,
and that the awful years of the Mackenzle regime would be repeated

if the National Poliecy was removed. Another argument was that
1. CHERONICLE, 18906, May 22, P 4 Col 2, also May 14, P 4, and

Kay 18, P 4.
2. OCHRONICLE, 1896, May 12, P 1.
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the Liberals would establish a revenue tariff which would meen
large texea on tes, coffee, tobacco, beer and spirits, with
absolutely no protection for menufactured goods, and intimated
that this would be the end of all Canadish prosperity. 1
The governwent press #130 revived the cries of a
"Yankee Reclproeity Pad®, disloyalty, end enmnexation. The Con~
servatives atated that Reeiproolty meant union with the United
Stetes, and referred to Hdward Blake's lebtter for proof that
the Lidersl trede policy would result in politieal union with
.ehn United States. They publilecized comments from American
papers which elaiwed that under Liberal rule Canada would soon
Join the United States,
The liberal politiclans end newspapers have no aspire-
e et e e T
United States. They would first make the two countries one
commereially, and then 1t would become one politiecally.
The Conservatives made charges of dlasloyalty against
Wilfred Laurier. They daclared that Laurier still wanted unre-
stricted reciprocity, which would injure Oreat Britain, and that
'in this election he was aven less caraful "to keep the anti-
British eharacter of hils proposal under the mask," ©
Because Wilfred Leurier iaa a French-~Canadien, and
therefore supposedly hoatile to Great Britain, the pressence of
half a dogzen Ameriaan flags at one of his politlecal meetings in
Kontreal was interpreted to mean that the Libaral leader wanted
1. HERALD, 1896, April 83, P 4; May 22, P 2; Hay 30, P 2;
Juns 8, P 2, June 9, P 6, Col 2.
2. HERATD, 1896, June 1, P 4; alsoc May 6, P 4; June 1, P 43

June 9, P 4.
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annexation to the United S8tates, and that he hated Ureat
Britsain, 1

The Liberals attempted to counteract such charges by
explaining c¢learly the nature of their reciprocity proposels,
and by making statements of thelr loyalty to Great Britain, and
by furious denials of the Conservative claims. They concluded
that this was merely an effort by the "Tories"™ to humbug the
people and to divert attention from thelr own disgraceful record
by ories of disloyalty and veiled treason,®

In opposition to the Liberal reciprocity yoliay the
Conservatives advbcatcd preferential trade within the Empire.
This would mean a reduction in the colonial duties. The Lib-
erals replied that "TPupper's preferential humbug® would not be
agceptable to (reat Britain's free trade policy and that the
Mother Country would refuse to impose a duty upen food and raw

materials from foreign countries.®

The tople of corruption did not figure as prominently
in this election as it did in 1887 or 1891 although the Libersls
made frequent references to "Tory" bribery and corruption and
political villainy. The Liberals stated that although the people
could not wipe out the years of "Canada's shame", they could

drive from power "the corrupt and incompetent men who have for

years past been masquerading as statesmen at Ottawa", and they

1. HERALD, 1806, May 6, P 4.

2. CHRONICLE, 1896, April 21, P 4; May 20, P 4.

3. See Tupper's speech in HERALD, June €, P1ll, and CHRONICLE,
May 14, 1896, P 4.
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urged the people to elect Wilfred Laurier and his lieutenants,
who could "be depended upon to be true to the principles of
pure, honest, and just administration, something Canada has not
enjoyed since 1878." 1

The Opposition press in Hova Scotia stressed Sir
Cherles Tupper's bad reputation and all scandals in whiech he had
been invelved in his long political career. The Premier was
accused of feathering his own nest by acquiring the treasures
of this world, chiefly in the shape of publie moneys, for the
use and benefit of himself and his offapring, and that he became
wealthy by public funds, The Liberals asked, "How long can
Cansda stand the drain on her treasury which will be involved
in the payﬁant.at 8ir Charles Tupper's election grem&aaa?”g

The Conservatives retorted by criticisms of the Lib~-
eral provinelal governmenta, not by contradicting the Liberal
charges, They praised Sir Charles Tupper, and reported in detall
the story of the "0ld Warhorse in the North-West", Qnd the "Tri-
umphal Tour of Cape Breton", and the "Royal Welcome to the Great
Chieftain® in Helifax., They stressed Sir Charles' "prominence
as a statesman and leader ... the publiec service which he has
rendered throughout the history of the Dominion®, his experience,
prestige, and popularity, and "he still possesses his ocld-time
power as a leader both in the house and out of 1t," S

l., CHRONICLE, May 7, 1806, P 4.
2, HERALD, 1896, May 18, P 4; May 25, P 4,
5, 7Ibid, 1896, May 2, P 4.
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Wilfred Laurier, leader of the Opposition, and des-
tined to be the first French-Canadian Premier of Canada, had
truly become the leader of the Liberal party. In this election
he was closely identified with the Liberal party, and he was re-
garded as its spokesman, in Nova Scotla as well as in Quebes,
and as a great statesman and an honest man. In 1891 he had
seemed to be merely a leader from Quebec, while men in Nova
Scotia would met for her interests.l

The MORNING CHRONICLE reported Lsurier's speeches
briefly, and his campaign triumphs in Quebec and Ontario., This
paper also published his picture with the caption: FOR PREMIER -
WILFRED LAURIER, and various articles in his tribute.®

The Conservativea expressed profound contempt for
Wilfred Laurier and said he was "too cowardly to avow any prin-
‘aiplaa or declare any poliecy." 3 They stated that he was almost
entirely without experience in the administration of publie
affairs, cepable of delivering flowery and meaningless speeches,
but wanting in prineiple and executive power. The Liberal lesder
was also criticized for his anti-British and anti~Cansdian ap&rit.*

l. During the few years preceding the election of 1898 Laurier
had visited every province in Canada, Everywhere & new
national spirit was born into the Liberal party, and a gen-
uine enthusiasm for the leader developed.

2, CHRONICLE, 1896, May 8, P 1; June 9, P 1; June 15, P €

3. HERALD, 1886, June 16, P 4.

4., 7Ibid, June 5, P 4; June 20, P 1. ;

Conservatives also sald that Quebee 4dld not want a
French Premier because Laurier would be compelled to
gsacrifice her interests to maintain union in the cabinet.
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The Conservative party asked the electors of Hova
Scotla to
VOTE FOR THE GOVEREMERT
and

The Nationel Foliey,

Preferential Trade within the bounds of the BEmpire.
Past Atlantic Service, with

Winter Terminus at Halifax,

Pacific Cable

Justice to Minorities.

Development of Agriculture.

Encouragement of Immigratinsn,

Admission of ¥Newfoundland to Confederation.
Maintenance of Canadian Industry

If you vote for the Opposition, what Policy are you
voting fort 7You don't know; you're taking a leap in the
dark, 1

For the first time the Libernl party had a definite

programme which had been formulated by various representatives

of the party. This Liberel platform was clear and conecise, and
it was freguently reprinted in the Liberal papers during the
election campeign. The Liberal Platform denounced protection,
and favoured a lower teriff and a reciprocity treaty with the
United States; end declared in favour of purity of sdministration;
economy with decreased expenditure; senate reform; a Dominion
plebiscite on prohibition; a land peliey whiech would provide land
for the settler; not for the speculator; for the repeal of the
Dominion Franchise Act, and the return of the Provinecisl Frane
chise; and against the Cerrymender, and in favour of preserving
county lines in the formation of electoral divisions; and in

favour of reduced baxatian.a

1. HERALD, June 25, 1896, P 8.
2. CHRONICLE, May 22, 1896, P 3.



261

On June 24th, 186&, the MORNING CHRONICLE ennounced
in headlines: ,

LIBERALS SWEEP THE DOMINION,

A MAGNIFICENT TRIUMPH FOR THE LAURIER HOSTS THROUGHOUT

THE WHOLE COUNTRY.

After eighteen years in the wilderness of political
exile, the ecocks could crow agaln for the vietory of the Liberal
party.

The result of the polling was a deolsive victory for
the Liberals. In Ontarioc the Liberals carried forty~four out of
ninety-two seats, while three were carried by Patrons of In-
dustry who supported the Liberals., Nova SCotla elected elaven
Libverals and nine Conservatives; New Brunswick five Liberals and
eight Conservatives and one Independent; snd in Prince Edward
Island three out of five seats were carried by Liberal candidates.
Kanitoba returned a Conservative majority, while British Col-
umbia and the Territories gave seven out of ten seats to the
Liberals, It was in Quebec that the Liberals won their support
when they carried forty-eight seats ocut of sizxty-five! L
l, Hon. A. R, Dickey, Hinister of Justice, waes defeated in Cum-

berland, and two prominent Liberals, Attorney-General J. W.
Longley and J. D. Sperry, were alsc defeated, In Halifax
B. Russell, §.0., (L) end Robert L. Borden (C), both lawyers
and both Protestants, were slected. Both parties regretted
that one Catholic had not been elected . The Liberals were
disappointed that Thomas Kenny (C), the former member, had
not been chosen instead of R. L. Borden. Although R, L.
Borden was "an amiable gentleman and & good lawyer", and
"held in high esteem by the bar of Halifax ... he has no
aptitude for political affairs” end he would not stend by
Halifax's interests. The Liberals falled to perceive the
qualities which were to make R. L. Borden the leader of the

Conservative party and the next Prime Minister of Csnada.
S8ee HERALD, lay 5, 1886, P 4, and CHRONICLE, 1896, May 1, P 4.
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The Conservatlives were defeated because of the rapid
changes in leadership; and because the "Bolt" and the subsequent
resignation of $ir Markenzle Bowell had given the party an irrep-
arable blow on the eve of the election, The government had lost
not only Sir John Hecdonald, but his successors, Abbott and Sir
John Thompson, 8ir Charles Tupper had considerable perscnal
appeal to the electors and he made a gallant fight, with dash and
courage, to savs the government. He bravely opened his campalgn
at Winnipeg, and mainteined the expedlence and Justice of the
remedial policy, and he made & tour of all Canada, acting with
vigour and phenomenal endurance. Although Sir Charles achieved
great success in uniting the Conservative party, he weg handl-
capped by a weak Cabinet whieh had no men of commanding influence
or skill in politieal organization, and by the fact that he was
not in command long enough to re-organize and rally his party.
There was also a powerful feeling in favour of clesan government,
and that the Conservatives were corrupt and therefore should be
removed, 1

In Ontaric the Orange body, which had previocusly sup-
ported the Conservatives, was either hostile or very lukewarm.
Other Protestants objected to the Remedial Bill end sccordingly
refused to vote for the government., In Quebec Sir Charles was
unable to counteract Wilfred Laurier's influence. He relied on
the strong support of the Catholiec hierarchy for the Remedial
Bill as the Quebec leeders of the Conservative party were weak.

1. g&fﬂﬂl&Lﬁ. 1896, April 29, P 4; May 18, P 4, Col 3; June 23,



In the Maritime Provinces & new gensration had arisen

which knew not S8ir Charles, as he had been absent from Canada
since 1884, except for short intervals, acting as High Commissioner
in London. Therefore he could not exert a psrscnal influence or
knowledge on locsl organizations. Also the country was still in
the throes of a depression. This made the pecple mors inclined
‘to favour a ragiyr@eity treaty and & change of government asince
the National Policy was falling to glve prosperity. z

- ‘The Conservative press attributed thelr defeat to the
fact thet the people had "declared for the Abolition of the
National Poliey and Agsinst Justice to the Catholie Minority in
dManitoba.* 2 They claimed that the Libverals had used the Manie
toba School Question to create discord end that their trick had
succeeded as the ultra Protestants had voted againat the governe
ment because they were opposed to Roman Catholie seporate schoole.

On the other hand, French racisl prejudice had been aroused, and

the French had gone againat the government in favour of a Prenche-
Canadian Premier,

The Liveral party wae victoriocus because their leader,
Wilfred Laurier, possessed remarkaeble popularity and strength
and an irreproachable reputation in gcontrast tc the weak and
changing leadership of the government. Laurier was now the
unrivalled "favourite son® of Quebec in spite of his opposition
to Remedial Leglslation. The French Canadians were proud of their
fellow caunﬁryman, and they wanted & French Canadian to be Premier,
go they gave him overwheluing support.

&

1. CHRORICLE, ¥ay 18, 18986, P 4, Col 3.
2. HERALD, June 24, 18906, P 1.
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The Liberals had a very strong platform, and thelir trea_
srade policy was very popular with thn people because it promised
prosperity,

dany pecple wers convinced that the Conservatives had
fulled in thelr Remedial Leglslatlion, and they belleved that Wilfred
Laurier would be able to settle the Manitoba School Question without
fuss, to the satisfactlion of all. The School Question did not exert
undue influence in the electlon, for Hanitoba supported the Conser-
vatives, although its pevple were opposed Lo Hemedial Legislation,
and Quebec, which should have supported separaie schools, gave an
overwhelming Liberal majority.

The Conservative government suliered from &ll the evils
and weaknesses of a party which had remained in power too long.

Many people wanited & change of rulers, The Liberal pariy had adle
loaders - not only Cartwright, dills, Cherlton, Wulock, and Davies
in Parliament - but such eminent and experienced and well-known
provincial premiers as Mowat in Ontario, Fielding in Hovae Scotis,
and Blair in Kew Brunswick,

The Liberal party in Hova Seotis had atouagiy grown in
power end supporters and influence under W. 5. Fielding, who was
largely responsible for the Liberal majority in this election,

Er. Plelding was tc become Finance Minister in Wilfred Laurier's

cabinet.,
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Tha weakneass of the Conservatives and the strength of
the Liberals had combined to result in s substantial Liberal
majority, and to make ¥ilfred Laurier the Premier of Canada.

8ir Charles Tupper has met his Waterloo ... His gov=~
ernment has been struck down by the hand of an aroused
people, who wanted rellef from the exsctions of the national
poliey, who had grown tired of boodle government, and who
for years have besn longing for the insupuretion of a regime
of clean government to whieh for eighteen years they have
been strengers. Let us hope that yesterday's Liberal victory
marks the dawn of & brighter and betier day for Canada and
for all classes of the Canadian people,l

1. CHRONICLE, June 24, 1806, P 4, BEditorial.
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In the election of 1894 twenty-five Llberals had
been elected and thirteen Conservatives - a majority of twelve
for Premier Fielding. However, John Morrison (C) was unseated,
end in December, 1894, John Matheson (L) was returned as the
member for Richmond. So when the Legislature met on Jenuary 31,
1895, there were twenty~-six Libersls, and twelve Conservatives.

The Executive Council remained the same with W, 8.
Plelding as Premier, Charles E. Church as Commissioner of Publiec
Works and Mines; J,. w; Longley, Attorney-General, and Colin
Melsaae, Thomas Johnson, and George Hurray ministers without
portfolio.

The B&n. Colin Melsaac was elected to the Dominion
Parliasment for Antigonish County on the death of Sir John
Thompson, Premier of Canada. Hon, Angus MacGillivray (L) again
became the member for Antigonish in 18956. In the by-election
in Digby County Angus M, Gidney (L) replaced E. A. Tupper (L)
deceased.l These elections left the relative strength of the
parties unchanged,

The federal election of 1896 caused a considerable
change in the personnel of the Nova Scotian government and
Assembly, Hon. J, W, Longley,(L), John Drew Sperry (L), and
Wilbert D. Dimock (C) resigned to take part in the Dominion
eontest.

The Attorney General suffered defeat in the federal

election, and was consequently re-elected by acclamation to

1. 8ee Appendix No. 17, N, 8, JOURNAL, 18986,
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his seat in the local house, PFirman McClure (L) replaced W.
Dimoek (C) as the member for Colchester, while Allan R. Moreash
(L) succeeded J. D. Sperry (L) and Edward Parrell (L) was chosen
to represent Queens County on the death of Albert M, Hemeon (L).l
The Liberal party now had twenty-seven representatives and the
Conservatives eleven.

The success of the Liberals at Ottawa had a profound
influence on the affairs of the party in Nova Scotia because,
in July, Wilfred Laurier had selected Premier William 8, Flelding
as Finance Minister of the Dominion of Canada., Nova Scotia re~
joiced at this compliment to one of the province's native sons,
and wished their Premier a long, successful, useful, and honor-
able career in Canadian politics,

The name of Canada's new finance minister 1s a house-
hold word in the maritime provinces, and the reputation he
has won for himself as premier and finence minister of Hova
Scotlia, combined with the ability he has displayed as an
able all round public man, has undoubtedly led to his beling
called to the important portfolio of finance in the Laurier
cabinet ... The people of Hova Scotia will wateh his career
in the laggcr field of federal politles with inereasing
interest, !

The Liberal papers reviewed lir., Plelding's political
achievements and praised him for his bold, progressive, and ener-
getie poliey, and for his honesty and skill in handling the pro-
vineial finances.

The fact, however, remains that lir. Flelding's admine-
istration of public affairs has been singularly able, honest,
successful, and entirely free from scandal at a time when
federal pciitics, because of their rottenness, had made

Canada & byword among the nations; and to Mr, PFlelding's
able and clean administration of our provineial finances, to

1. Appendix No. 12, N, 8, JOURNAL, 1887,
2., NOVA SCOTIAN, July 18, 1806, P 3.
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the ability he has displayed in the provinelal political
arena, and to hie well-known honesty and integrity of pur-
pose, is due the fact that he has been called by the Lib~-
eral leader, with the hearty endorsement of the Liberals
of all the provinces, to the responsible and important
post of finance minister of Canada,

In August, 18086, after the resignation of Mr. F. G.
Porbes (L), W. 8. Pielding was elected by acclamation to the
Dominion Parliement for the constituency of Qn'nns«shelburno.a |

Although Attorney-General Longley had been taking a
steadily increasing part in the Assemdbly, Mr. Plelding recommended
that George ﬁurriy be sent for to form the Cabinet., This cholce
occasicned some surprise for the moment, on account of the prome-
inence of Hr. Longley.

The Hon. Jeorge H., Murray had been a member of the
Legislative Counecil since 1889, and had become a member of the
BExecutive in 1891, when he was only thirty years old. In 1896
he was the leader of the government in the Lagisla#iva Council.
He had been a candidate in several elections in Cape Breton
County and had slways been defeated, In the by-election in 1896
he had opposed Sir ﬁharlaa.wupycr, who had returned from England,
where he had been High Commissioner for Csnsda, Hurray fought a
memorable fight which Qt&rsetoa attention all over the country
although 8ir Charles won. He was recognized as the leader of
the Liberal party throughout Cape Breton Island, and he enjoyed

the reputation of & sane and far-seeing public man,®

1. NOVA SCOTIAN, July 25, P 4, Col 1,

2. Ibid, August 8, P 1. |

3. Hon g. M. :taﬂonald - RECOLLECTIONS POLITICAL AND PERSONAL,
?55”55.
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George Murray succeeded W. 5. Flelding as Premier in
July, 1886, He proved himsell to be & wise and prudent admini-
gtrator, and continued to follow Nr, Flelding's policies. He
ﬁtts&naﬂ the confidence of the whole Province in a marvelous
degree until he retired in 19283, having been re-elected at all
the intdrvuning elections and holding office for twenty-seven
years continuously. Hr. xurray‘fa: & man of ability, an ime
pressive publie spesker, and & splendid administrator, who
possessed great tact and wisdom which made him extremely popular
with the people,.

In August, 1896, Premler George Murray (L) was elected
by acclamation for Victoria County, after the resignation of Dr.
John Bethune (C); and William B, Wallace (L), an important Hal-
ifax lawyer who had been active in Halifax polities since 1884,
was returned to Mr., Pielding's seat in Halifax by scelamation.
This gave the Liberal perty twenty-eight memberes in the Assenmbly
and the Conservatives ten.l

The Executive Council consisted of the following members
during 1898 snd 1897: G. H. Murray, Premler and Provincial Seec-
retary; Charles E. Church, Commissioner of Public Works and Mines;
Je é. Longley, Attorney-Oeneral; and Thomas Johnson, A. Comeau,
Angus MeecGillivray, William Roche, and T. R. Black, ministers
without portfolio. 2

The Liberal party possessed able leaders with political
éxperience and alao a large majority. F. A. Laurence (L) Cole

chester, was elected as Speaker of the House. From 1885 to 1897

"l. Appendix No. 12, N, 3. JOURNAL, 1897,
2. Belcher's Parm Almanack, 1887, P 20.
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the relations between the Liberals and the Conservatives were
extremely cordial, in contrast to the 1ll-feeling and bltter-
ness prtval«nt in the previous Auaanbly.

Since Charles H. Cahan had been defesated, Dr., William
licKay, of Cape Breton, who had formerly been the Conservative
leader from 1886 to 1800, again assumed the guidance of the
Opposition, ‘ :

The Conservative party'waa too weak both in nurbers and
political experience to offer effective opposition. They re-
sorted to the expedient of allowing the government's policies
and measures to be adopted with a very mild eritleism and without
division. Very few subjects were vigorously debated, and these
were usually of a non-partisan nature.

In 1695 and 1896 the attention of the newspapers, mem~
bers, and the people was focused upon the affairs of the Dominion
of Canada, The Conservative party had disintegrated rapidly
since the death of Sir John A. Macdonald, so the aﬁpraaching
federal contest was awaited with hope and anxious trepldation.
The questions discussed in the local Assembly seemed of little
importance compared to the Bolt, the shift In Premiers from Sir
Mackenzie Bowell to Sir Chearles Tupper, the Manltoba School
Legislation, and the impending election. In Nova Scotia both
parties desired a short business sesslion of the Assembly with
1ittle debate so that they ocould concentrate on the Dominion
election. There were few evidences of party differences or

111-will, even though the Liberal leader of the Legislative
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Council, George Murray, bad resligned from the Executive to
campaign against Sir Charles Tupper in the Cape EPreton election.

More interest Iin Nova Scotian politics was evident in
1897. The future of the Dominion had been settled until the
next eleotion, and as there was a2 new Premier and a new provine
cial governmment, attention centered on local politics, FPremler
¥urray and Dr. McKay were on friendly terms so both parties
eontinued to co-operate in the Assembly, and there were no re-
eriminations. In this session both Liberals and Conservatives
were preparing for the impending provincial election, Therse
was & long debate over the Address in whiech the Conservatives
eriticized the government's poliey, while Premier Murray de-
ﬁeudad the Liberal measures, and made clear that he intended to
follow Nr., Flelding's policles and procedure,.

From 1895 to 1897 Finance remalned of the ubtmost im~
portance., Yet financial matters were not discussed as much in
the Leglslature as in previous Assemblies because the financisl
policies which had been established under Premier Flelding's
guidance were continued without hesitation. The various ten~
dencles which had ﬁmévgad during the laat decade became more
cbvious.

In 1895 and 18908 W, 8. Plelding stlll acted as Pro-
vinclal Secretary and Provinelal Treasurer. He retained his
ability to understand questions of finanecial import and also
his skill in juggling figures. Long experience with Nova Sgotia's
finances had given Premier Flelding an appearance ér effortless
esse and a ready comprehension of all the province's financial

problems.
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Hr. Plelding was still troubled by the difficulty that
expenditure tended to inerease much more rapidly than revenue.
He continued to spend more freely than his produae:ugra, but he
was careful not to burden the province with an excessive debt,
Capital account continued to develop while the debt mounted
steadily. Conditions had eased somewhat by 1898, and the rev-
enue now exceeded £800,000. There was a surplus for the years
;f 1894 and 1896, and a deficit for 1896 and 1897,

In these years there was no acute financlal eritie
like Charles Cahan in 1890 - 1894, and thus the financial dis-
‘cussions were less interesting and less illuminating. Dr.
William ¥cKay, Conservative leader, made no attempt at searching
financlial oriticism. A4s Charles Tanner, Conservative member from
Plotou, gained political experience he offered criticlsm of the
various financial policies of the Liberals,

In the summer of 1806 Qeorge H., Murray became the Pro-
vineial Secretary and Treasurer of Hova Scotia, He made no in-
novations in financial affairs., It soon became clear that Premler
¥urray would follow W. S. Plelding's financial practices, and make
changes slowly. ‘

¥r, Murrey continued Mr, Flelding's traditlon of making
& speech on the Financial Returns and a budget apteeh'an Bstimates,
However, Premier Murray's speeches were much shorter than his pre-
decessors. He did not possess the same grasp of figures as Fleld-

ing, nor could he direct his audience's attention so askilfully to
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certain points, nor did he have Flelding's abllity to impart
brilliance and interest to a recital of facts,

Hova Scotia still suffered from insufficient income, and
every attempt had to be made to increase revenue and to restrict
expenditure to absolute neceasities, Thn history of the period
was epitomized by surpluses and deficits incurred by the govern=-
ment on recurrent account., By 1865 all attempts to cbtain an
increased grant from Ottawa having met with a determined rebuff,
all appeals to the Federal government were abandoned until a
more favourable opportunity., The subsidy remsined fixed at
$452,800, and 1t steadily declined in importance as the province
grew in wealth end population, Publie Domain became & much more
frultful source of revenue because of the prosperity of the coal
mining industry. In 1806 the Province received $275,000 from
coal royaltiaa‘I In addition, Succession duties had been imposed,
and in 1806 these ylelded §18,255.00., 1In that year there was
an unexpected windfall of §18,000 from the sale to collectors
of the Nova Scotlan postage stamps used previous to Conf'ederation,

Capital account was largely developed., Twenty-one
per cent. of the total expenditure from 18835 to 1399 was on
capital account. The items whieh absorbed most of thils were
Roads and Bridges, Rallways, the Victoria General Hospital and
the Kurses' Home. Capitael account by the end of 1806 totalled
$5,443,769,17.

1, MORNING CHRONICLE, 1897, February 4, P 7 and Peb. 25, P 3.
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The amount required for interest increased steadlly,
although the rate decreased, The interest paid on the English
loan was 3-1/2%, while temporary loans were made for 4%,

Expendlture for Administration, Cherity, BEducation,
and Public Domaln inecreased only in proportion to the general
increase in expenditure. The outlay on Roads and Bridges was
small because the government continued their poliey of financing
the bulk of the expenditure on roads by borrowing.

There were few finanelal debates in the Assembly from
18956 to 1897. However, the Succeaslion Duty Act had failed mise
erably to provide the expected revenue because of ambiguity in
the act and the large exemptions. In 1888 the whole measure
was restated and altered.’ It proposed that e states over $26,000
pay when passing to direct heirs, {2.50 for every §100 of value,
and not merely on the excess, end estates of over $100,000 pay
$5.00 on every £100 of value. BExemptions to religious, chari-
table, and educational bequests were dropped.

A very vigorous debate took place in committee and on
the thira reading of this b111.2 The Conservative party did not
favour succession dutles, There was & long discussion which was
adverse to the govermment's policy of caplital expenditure. The
*tories® felt that capital expenditure, while in some respects
it might eante& a benefit on the country, was a mlstaken polioy
as it buréon»dAhhc revenues with a permanent charge of interest
and would bring about the much dreaded direct taxation,

l. 1805, N.8. Laws, C 8.
2. HORNWING HERALD, 1895, March 7, P 5, 4, §; March 8, P 3,
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Charles wiloex'(e, Hants), seconded by Dimock (0,
Colchester), moved & three months® hoist. He admitted that
the succession dutles were populsar, but he insisted that thia
was because a line was drewn at {285,000, setting a numerous
class against a samll c¢lass., There was no need for direct
taxation with a surplus of §25,000,1

Alex. Campbell, (C, Inverness) felt that Nova Sootia
should add to her resources, and that if & man had such a large
estate he should give a share to the commrunity.

Premier ?&eiéing replied that the people were satis-
fied with the poliey of cepital expenditure, and that they
should not oppose direct taxatlion Af necessary., He pointed
out that the Conservatives never objected to specific expen~
ditures and that "the poliey of succession duties had recelived
the unanimous support of the previous House of Assembly.®

*. R. Black (L) objscted to the form of tg& bill, and
did not see why a man's estate should be taxed, vhili Attorney-
General Longley stressed the fact that if this bill were de-
feated it would leave the Suocession Butic:_net in its ambiguous
condition, and succession duties would be collected under it,

Charles Tanner (¢, Plctou) proved himself an able
eritiec for the Conservetives, and he stated that the "proposed
legislation was an attempt to bring out of the graveyard an act
that had been practically declared dead by the ecourts."

’ The amendment was defeated by & non-party vote of 10
to 24, Pour Liberals voted against the Succession duties, while

1. MORNING HERALD, 1895, ¥areh 7, P 8.
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seven Conservatives voted for them. The Conservatives had falled

to oppose solidly the government's policy of 3uccession dutles.

The Financlal Returns and the Estimates were acceptled
and passed without debate. Dr. MoKay did not continue Charles
Cahan's practice of making a reply to Premier Flelding's btudget
speech, 1in which the Opposition leader commented upon the Pro-
vineiel Finances and sub jected the details in the financial state-
ments to & searching critielsam.

In 1897, after Premier Hurray's presentation of the
Estimeates, Charles Tanner (C) made & very long speech in general
eriticism of Liberal policy slnece 1867 and denounced the govern-
ment for their extravagsances., He closed by moving & series of
resolutions for retrenchment and for the governmsnt to provide
yearly road grants out of revenue, sufficient to ensble the muni-
cipalities tc keep the highways in repair. 4 lengthy and lively
debate ensved in which government acts were examined and each
party clarified its policles in preparation for the approaching
eleahiaﬁ. Pinally the amsﬁﬁmant‘waa defeated by a vote of nlne
to twenty~three, the Conservatives voting sclidly for the reso-
lutions, and the Liberals united againat.l

The long talked of problem - the Abolition of the Legls-
lative Counell - attained considerable prominence in the session

l., MORNING CHRONICLE, 1897, Pebruary 27, P 8, March 2, March 4.
Trl Weekly Edition, ’
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of 1897. This question had been under discussion for over
twenty years., Both political parties had placed themselves
on record as favouring the desirability of dispensing with
the Legislative Council. The Anaembiy had always falled to
surmount the Council's objection to being abolished.

The majority of the people of NHova Scotlia wanted
the Council abolished because they thought they were over=-
governed since the Dominion now administered many former
functions of the Province, and because they wanted economy,
and because British Columbia, Ontario, New Brunswick, and
Prince Edward Island had abolished their Councils, and did
not suffer from hasty legislation,

In 1886 Premier Plelding had informed the Assembly
that Her Majesty's government hed recelived their petition for
the Abolition of the Council, and that as the province had the
power to alter its constitution "a resort to imperial legis-
lation would be inexpedlent except in circumstances of urgent
necessity."

In the debate on the Speech from the Throne in 1897
the Opposition leader, Dr. lcKay, expressed his strong dilsapproval
of the government's policy about the chialitivo Counell, He
eriticized the government for nmt‘ucaeaplishing its Abolition,
and also blamed the government for neglect, injustice, and a
want of confidence in the Council because the Cabinet had no

repregsentative from the Couneil.

1, MORNING CHRONICLE, February 20, 1896, P ,1.
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Two weeks later Alexander Campbell {(C, Inverness)
introduced a resolution 1 that during the session the House
pass an act to abolish the Leglslative Counell and give its
retiring members a small allowance equal to three yeara'
sessional indemnity. Hr, Campbell insisted that this was a
non-party question and he reviewsd the reasons for the Abolition
of the Couneil, He asked if the Councll had been uéproaehoﬂ
properly and then suggested the retiring allowance.

Premier Murray replied that he must oppose this res-
olution as this would not be acceptable to the Councillors, and
it was not practicel., The Fremier believed that the pressure
of publle opinion would yet foroe the Councillors to recognize
their pledges and vote for abolition,

Attorney~General Longley reasserted hla beliel that
the Council should be abolished, but he had to vote against the
prineiple of abolition by giving & pension as he did not feel
the people wanted 1it,

Campbell's measure was defeated by a striect party
vote of ten Conservatives for and twenty-thres Liberals againet,2

Several days later Charles Tamner (C, Plcotou) revived
the gquestion., He moved that the government introduce & bill
in the present session to provide for the taking of a pleblscite
on the subjeect of the Abolition of the Council at the next gen-
eral election, He hoped that the results of thls plebiscite
would convince the members of the Counell that the people wanted
it abolished, This resclution was deferred at the request of the

leader of the governmwnt.s

1, MORNING CHRONICLE, 1897, Pebruary 11, P 6.

2., Ibid,, Pebruary 11
4. CHRONTCIE. Qri-ﬁaoﬁly Eﬁition, Pebruary 13, P &.
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On PFebrusry 18th Premier Murray introduced a bill
for the Abolition of the Legislative Council similar to Mr,
Tanner's resclutlion., Mr, Murray's government had adopted the
policy of the abolition of the Couneil.® The bill, which was
in two parts, declared that if the general results of the
election showed that the larger number of voters had voted in
favour of abolishing the Counell, then the Lieutenant~-lovernor
could issue & proclamation declaring that the Legislative Coun-
¢il was abolished and all power now held jJjointly would pass to
the Leglslative Assembly alone,

The Premier expressed his desire to have the bill
passed quiekly through all its stages because the session would
soon end, The next day it was debated., Charles Tanner had
great pleasure in asgreeing to the proposal made by the Premier,
Then he criticlzed the former pollicy of the Liberals in regard
to the Council, and expressed his doubt as to whether the Lib-
erals really wanted the abolition of the Council., The debate
degenerated into mere bickering over past records of the two
parties, and over certain statements made by the members, and
over the sincerity of the two parties in desiring the abolition.
The Conservatives prided themselves cn the present resolution
a8 Charles Tanner was responsible for it. The Liberals were
furious at this attempt of the "Tories" to make politiecal cap-
ital out of the fact that the government's bill was similar to
Tanner's.

The bill was carried on its second reading without a
division.

1., MORNING CHRONICLE, Tri Weekly Edition, Pebruapy 20, P 8, P 5.
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Very little rallway construction was undertaken in
this perlocd. The government entered into contracts for a
rallway from Erldgeport to Loulsburg by the Dominion Coal Com=
pany, and the Cape Ereton railway from Port Hawkesbury to St.
Peter's, and the Coast railway from Yarmouth to Lockoyart.l

lir. Pielding stated clearly that although there was
a general impression that every railway company that organized
could get a government subsidy, sctually the government used
thelr power with discretion. If an area had rallways already
the govermment refused subsidies, By 1865 the government in-
slsted that the subsidy was not paid until the road was com-
pleb«d.z

In the asesslon of 1895 an act was passed to amend
the Rallway's Aid and Consolidation Act of 1886. It was pro-
vided that whenever any Company was entitled to receive a sub-
sidy in money under the provision of the act of 1886, the Gov-
ernor~-in~Council might convert the subsldy inte half-yearly
payments, payabls to the holders of bonds or debentures of the
Company., Thus the government guaranteed intereast alone on the
bonds for a certain period.

Both parties agreed to this bill without a division
because both felt that it would facilitate the floating of
bonds and the conastruction of railways.

l., HERALD, Pebruary 9, 18905, P 2.
2, TIbid, Feb. 25, P 2, Col 2.
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There were no momentous debates with fer-reaching
congequences in the years 1895 to 1887. The attention and
the time of the members of the Legislature were occupied with
routine reports, private and local bills, and varicus wminor
changes in laws. The Nova Scotis Judicature act was amended;
& bill paseed to grévidﬁ for a Provinelal Farmers' Asscciation;
the Coroners' Act amended; the acts relating to the Probate
Court ccnsolidated so as to reduce the cost of adminietering
estates; a new system established for the registration of land
titles and easy transfer of land; a Cold Storage system for
fruit and fish establisied; road machinery purchased, and an
Address passed to Queen Victoria on the occasion of her iajesty's
Diamond Jubllee.,

The years 1865 to 1897 witnessed the close of W, 8.
Flelding's participation in Hove Scotian polities and the
descent of his mantle to another Liberal, George Murray.
Although there were important changes in the men in the Legis~
lature, there were no new policies initiated, and no momentous
laws passed. It was a period of tranaition from the control

of one Liberal leader to the rule of another.



CEAPTER V
BECTION IV

Relations with Ottawa,
1885 to 1897.



The years 1868 to 1897 were uneventful in the develop- .
ment of relations between the Dominion government and the pro-
vinecial government of Nova Scotia.

One startling example of the lingering of old resent-
ments was the debate over Tanner's bill to declare Dominion Day
& holiday in Nova Scotia.

Charles Tamner (C, Pietou) said that "he thought it
was in the public interest, so far at least as the public schools
and publie officez were concerned, that we should observe that
day as a publiec holiday." 1

July lst had been declared a holiday by Dominion
statute. There was a growing sentiment in the province in favour
of having a aatianﬁl holiday on that day. Kr. Tanner wanted the
young people to have one day to think about their country, and
te realize that Canada was worthy of their admiration. '

T. R, Blaek (L, Cumberlend) insisted that the parents
did not want an inerease in the number of school holidays, and
furthermore, whenever any section desired to make a public holi-
day they could do so. He thought that i1f any attempt were made
to enforce the observance of the day it would revive past differ-
ences. Accordingly, he moved a three months' hoist.

William Roche (I, Halifax) declared that the Provinecial
government should not force this hollday upon the people - it
would be better to leave the c¢elebration of Dominion Day to the

free action of the people., He remarked that Confederation was

1. HALIPAX CHRONICLE, Vol. 1, Pebruary 17, 1896, P 2,
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brought about by one of the blackest acts of
treachery and outrage which were qver committed by
representatives of a free people,
and that the day was not one of rejoleing and bonfires but the
anniversary of a day of shame and humiliastion.
Mr, Black's a@mnﬂmcnt was carried on division by a
vote of twenty-one to eleven., The Liberals voted solidly for
a three months' holst, while all the Conservatives voted against

it.

Pederal elections had considerable influence on the
Nove Scotian Assembly because many members of the local Assembly
were interested in Federal politics., In the winter of 1808
George Murray, a member of tpa Hova Scotlian Liberal government,
opposed Sir Charles Tupper, Prime Minister of Canada, in a by-
election in Cape Breton., This 414 not arcuse as much resentument
in relations with Ottawa as might have been expected. The Con-
servatives did make some mild protests about a member of the
Nova Scotisn government taking part in & Dominion by-election
when it was not clear whether he had resigned or not. However,
Mr, Hurrey was defeated and continued as a member of the local
government,

The Dominion election of 1896 was very important in the
relations bcﬁuﬁtn Ottawa and Halifax, The Nova Scotian government,
and the Assembly, led by Premier W. S, Flelding, took a very
active part in the federal campalgn, and some members were can-

didates for the House of Commons. This activity by the local

1. N.8, Debates, 1896, P 126.
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Liberal government did not encourage cordial relations with
the Conservative Dominion government.

Many changes oocurred in the personnel of the Nova
Secotian Assembly as former members passed to Ottawa. Also,
with the Liberal party in power at last in thm Dominion, the
governments at Ottawa and at Hslifeax were sgein in harmony,
and good feeling religned Letween the tio. Premier W. 8. Fleld~
ing became Pinance Minister in the Laurier government, and
while this was a severe loss to Nova Scotia, and necessitated
& new leader and a new government, at the same time it assured
the province of an able, powerful, skilful, and sympathetic
advocate in the federal cabinet,

Thus, though various events prepared the way for
pleasanter and more understanding relations between Canada and
Nove Scotia, there were no outward signs of it from 18985 to
1897,

The first results of this cordlality came in 1898
when Premier George Murray and J, W. Longley Journeyed to
Ottawa as & delegation to obtain the refund of provinecial money
expended on the Eastern Extension rallway from Finance Minister
Flelding. The first overtures in this matter were made during
the summer of 1897, although it was several years before lova

Seotia's claim wes accepted.



Members of the House of Assembly of Nova Scotla, 1879,

Annapolis County

Antigonish Co.

Cape Ereton Co.

Colechester Co.

Cumberland Co.

Digby Co.

Guysborough Co.

Halifax Co,

Hants Co.

Inverness Co.

Kings Co.

Lunenburg Co.

Pletou Co.

Gueens Co.

Richmond Co.

APPERDIX X

William B, Troop
Calab %W, Shafner

John 8. D. Thompscn
Angus HeGillivray

B, Tilton Wosely
Rector P, MeDougall

#illiam A. Patterson
#Willism Blair

Charles T, Townshend
Edward Vickery

Benjamln Van DBlarcom
Henry K. Roblchau

Jde We Eﬂélby
A. N. Helonald

Charles J, Macdonald
William D. Harrington
John Pugh

Wathanisl OSpence
Thomas B, Smith

Puncan J, Campbell
Alexendor Campbell

w. ¢. Bill
James S, McDonald

Charles A, Smith
Edward James

Zimon H., Holues
Alexander MoKay
Adam C. Bell

L. 8, Ford
James O, Bartling

Isidore LebBlane
Alexander McCulsh
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Shelburne Co,

Victoria CQo,

Yarmouth Co,

Conservatives, 30;

H. W. White

Hehenlalh MeGray

William ¥, MoCurdy
John iorrison

Albert Gayton
Joseph R, Kinney

Reformers, 7;

=i OF OO0

Independent, 1.
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lMembers of Nove Scotia Assembly, 1883.
Annapollis County ~ J. Wilberforce Longley
Henry kunro

Antigonish Co, - John 8, D. Thompson
Angus ¥eGlllivray

Cape Breton Co. - Alonzo J. White
#William Buchanan

Colehester Co. «  William A. Blailr
¥illiam A. Patterson

KCumbarlanﬁ Co. - William T. Pipes
. Charles J. Townshend
Digby Co. =~  Henry M. Robicheau

John 3. McNeill

Guysborough Co. - Otto S, Weeks
James A. Fraser

Halifex Co. - William D, Harrington
Michael J. Power
¥illiam 8, Filelding

Hants Co. =  Allan Haley
Nathaniel Spence

Inverness Co, -  Alexander Campbell
Duncan J. Campbell
Kings Co, =  Thomas L. Dodge
Thomas R. Harris
Lunsnburg Co. =  Charles E. Church
George A. Ross
Pictou Co. - Robert Hookin
Charles A. MHunro
Adam C., Bell
Queens Co. - Jason M, Nack

Joseph A, Cook

Richmond | - Isidore LeBlanc
Eurdoeh kcRae
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Shelburne Co.
Victoria Co.

Yarmouth Co.

Liberals, 24;

Thomas Johnson
William ¥, MeCoy

John A, MeDonald
Williem P, HeCurdy

Albert Geayton
Thomes E. Corning

Conservatives, 13;

L
L
G
L
L
I

Independent, 1.
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Hembers of Nova Scotla Assembly, 1887.

Annapolls County - Hon. J. W. Longley

Frank Andrews
Antigonish Co. - Hon. Angus HNeGlllivray

Colin F. Mclsaac
Cape Breton Co, - #Williem McEay

Colin Chisholm
Colcheater Co. -  (eorge Clark

Fred A. Lawrence
Cumberland Co. « Thomas R. Black

» Richard L. Blaek

Digby Co. -  Henry M. Robicheau

John 8. McHeill
Guysborough Co. -  Otto 3. Weeks

James A. Fraser

Hallfex Co, ~  Hon. Wm, 8. Plelding
Michael J. Power
#i1lliam Roche, Jr.

Hants Co. = Allan Haley
Archibald Freame
Inverness Co., -  Hon, Daniel lNcNeil
John HeKinnon
Kings Co. ~ Leander Rand
%illiam C., Bill
Lunenburg Co. - Hon. Charles E. Church
George A. Ross
Pietou Co, -  Adam C. Bell

Jeffry leColl
Charles H. ¥unro

Queens Co. - Jason ¥, Hack
Joseph H. Cook

Richmond Co. - Joseph Matheson
David 4. Hearn

Shelburne Co. « Hon. Thomas Johnson
William P. MeCoy

B O P Gpa Y Gt DY By bt pie iy ot Dt Q0 oty o



ﬂctoru Coe - John A. Fraser

L

John L. Bethune I

Yarmouth Co, « Albert Gayton L
#illlam Law L

Liberals, 29; Conservatives, 8; Independent, 1, with
Repeal leanings. : :



Members of the Nova Secotla Assembly, 1891,

Annapolis coﬁnty
Antigonish Co.
Cape Breton Co.
Colehestar Co.
Cumberland Co.
Digby Co.
Guysborough Co.

Halifax Co.

- Hants Co.

Inverness Co.
KEings Co,.
Lunenburg Cc.

Pictou Co.

Queens Co,
Richmond Co.

Shelburne Co.

Hon., J. Wilberforce Longley

H., Harding Chute

Hon. Angus MacGlllivray
Colin P, McIsaac

ingus J. lcDonald
Joseph WeFherson

George Clark
FPrederick A. Laurence

George W. Porrest
William Oxley

Ambrose H. Comeau
Eliakim E. Tupper

Alexander F. Camsron
Hamilton Korrow

Hon. W. 8. Plelding
¥ichsel J. Power
William Roche

Allan Haley
Thomas B, Smith

Hon. Daniel NeNeil
John MeKinnon

Barclay Webster
Alfred P. Welton

Hon, Charles E., Church
John Drew Sperry

William Cameron
Alexander Grant
James D, HoGregor

Albert M, Hemeon
Richard Hunt

Joseph Matheson
Abraham LeBlanc

Hon. Thomas Johnson
Charles H, Cghan

L
L
L
L
L
L
L,
L
c
c
L
L
c
c
L
L
L
L
c
L
L
¢
L
L
P -
c
c
L
L
L
L
L
L
C



Victoria Co. -

Yarmouth Co. -

Liberals, 28;

John 4, Fraser
John I. Bethune

Albert Gayton
William Lew

Conservatives, 10.



Kembers of Nova Scotia Assembly, 1888,

Annapolis County
Antigonish Co.
Cape Breton Co.
Colchester Co,.
Cumberland Co,
Digby Co.
Quysborough Co,

Halifax Co.

Hants Ga.
Invorﬁoas Co.
Kings Co.
Lunenburg Co.

Pietou Co..

Queens Co.
Richmond Co.

Shelburne Co.

Hon., J. W. Longley
Joseph Bancroft

Hon, Colin F. McIsaac
Christopher P, Chisholm

Willlam McKay
John McCormack

Frederick A. Laurence
Wilvert D. Dimock

Thomas R. Black
Alexander E. Fraser

Ambrose li., Comeau «
Eliakim E. Tupper

 Jobn H. Sinolair

Daniel H. HcKinnon

Hon. Wm. 8. Flelding
%illiam Roche
William A. Black

Arthur Drysdale
Charles 8. Wilcox

Alexander Campbell
John H, Jamieson

Breton H. Dodge
Harry H, Wickwire

Hon. Charles E. Church
John Drew Sperry

William Cameron
Alexander (rant
Cherles E. Tanner

Albert H. Hemeon
Richard Hunt

Simon Joyce
John Norrison

Hon., Thomas Johnson
Thomas RBobertson
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Victoria Co. - John L, Bethune
John (. Morrison

Yarmouth Co. « William Law
Albert A. Porthier

Liberals, 25; Conservatives, 13.

Qs o



Dominion

Annapolis County
Antigonish Co.

Cape Breton Co,

Colchester Co.
Cumberland Co.
Digby Co.
Guysborough Co.
Halifax Co,

Hants Co.
Inverness Co.
Kings Co.
Lunenburg Co.
Plctou Co,.

Queens Co,

Richmond Co,
Shelburne Co,.
Victoria Co.

Yarmouth Co.

Conservatives, 14;

See ACADIAN RECORDER, September 21, 1878, and

Members of Nova BScotia.

i

1

APPENDIX KO. II

Avard Longley
A. MeIsaac

W, McDonald
Hugh Ncleod

HoKay
Dr. €. Tupper

J. C. Wade

Ogden

M,H, Richey
¥,B. Daly

Willlam H. Allison
8. MeDonnell

F. W, Borden

E., €. Kaulback

HeDonald
Doull

Bill
E. P, Flynn
Thos. Robertson
HeDonald

Prenk £4llam

Reform, 7.

HERALD, September 11, 1878,

1878

oo o o O OO0 O W oW O OO O 0O O 0 G 3 O

206



Dominion

Annapolis County

Antigonish Co.
Cape Breton Co.

Colchester Co.
Cnmbefianﬁ Co.
Digby Co.
Guyuﬁoraugh Co.
Halifax Co.

Hants Co.
Inverness Co.
Kings Co.
Lunenburg Co,

Pietou Co.

Queens Co.

Riehmond Co.
Shelburne Co.
Vietoria Co.

Yarmouth Co.

Kembars of Nova Scotla.

- ﬂ. H; R&y
- A. HcIsaac

- Williem M¥eDonald
¥urray Dodd

- Hon. A. W, MclLelan
v 8ir Charles Tupper
-  Hon William B. Vail
~ John A. Kirk

- 'ﬁu go Riﬁh‘?

¥. B. Daly
« Williem H., Alllson
-«  Dr, Hugh Cameron
= Douglas B. Woodworth
«  Thomes Keefler

- John MecDougald
C. H. Tupper

- Dr. Jemes. P, Forbes

« Henry K. Paint

=  Thomas Robertson

-  Hom, Charles J. Campbell
- Joseph R. Kinney

Conservatives, 14; Libersals, 7.

isee
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Dominion House of Parliament. 1887

Annapolis - Jobn B, Hillse
Antigonish - 8ir John 8. D. Thompson
Cape Breton - D, MoKeen

H. P. HeDougsll
Colechester - = A, W. ¥oLelan
Cumberland -  8ir Charles Tupper
Digby John Campbell
Guysborough John A. Kirk
Halifax T. B, FKenney

A, G. Jones
Hante h. Putnam
Inverness Dr, Hugh Cameron
Kings Dr., P. ¥. Borden
Lunenburg Jas, Eisenhauer
Pietou Charlea H, Tupper

John MeDougald
Queens Joshua K, Preeman
Richmond E. P. Flynn
Shelburne Thos.Roberteon
Vietoria J. A, EcDonald
Yarmouth

John Lovitt

Conservatives, 14; Liberals, 7.
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Dominion House of Parliament. 1891

Conservatives, 16;

Annepolls « J. B. Bills c
Antigonish - S4r J. 8. D, Thompson C
Cape Breton - H, F, HcDougell C
D. McKeen ¢
Colchester - W, A. Patterson C
Cumbsrland « A+ R, Dickey C
Digby -« E. C. Bowers L
Guysborough « D. C. Praser L
Hallfax - T. E. Kenney - I
John Stalirs c
Hants - A. Putnam c
- Inverness - Dr. Hugh Caﬁaran C
Kings - Dpr. P. %. Borden L
Lunenburg - €. E. Feulbach c
Pictou - Hon. C. HE. Tupper C
John ¥McDougeld C
Queens - P, G. Porbes L
Richmond - - Gillies ¢
shelburne - K. W. White c
Victoria -  John McDonald c
Yarmouth - T, B, Flint L

Liversls, 5.



APPENDIX III

By-Elections for the House of Assembly of Nova Secotia.

le82

Lunenburg

Yarmouth

Antigonish

Cape Breton

1883

Inverness

1884
Cumberland

1887

Hon. Chas. E. Church (L) by acclamation on
accepting office.

Hon. Albert Gayton (L) by acclamation on
accepting office,.

Charles B, Whidden (C) defeated C. C. Oregory
(L), Vacancy caused by J. $. Thompson's
elevation to the bench.

Hon, Alonzo J. White (I.) on accepting office
defeated Colin Chigheolm (C) 1

Vacaney caused by death of D. J. Campbell (L).
Dr. Angus Menenann (C) defeated Samuel
MaeDonnell (L)

Thomas R, Black (L) was elected by acclamation
on the election of C. J, Townshend (C) to the
House of Commons, 3

William Cameron (C) elected to fill vacaney
caused by resignation cof Adam C. Bell (C)

Pietou, Jesnuary 22nd, 1887, and A, K. Hemeon

(L) replaced Jason M. Mack (L, Queens) who had
resigned to go to the Counecil, February 5, 1887,

1. Dominion Annual Register for 1862, P 414.
2. Dominion Annual Register for 1883, App. No. 1, P 380.
3. Dominion Annual Register for 1884, ¥ 379.
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4.

188¢

1881

1894

18086

1366

301

John Drew Sperry (1) became the member for
Lunenburg on the death of George A, Ross, 1

Porman Hatfield (L) was returned by a majority
of 882 over A, P, Landry to f1ll the vacancy
caused by the resignation of Hon. Albert Gayton,
member for Yermouth.

On aApril 7, 1881, elections were held to fill
vacanclea csused by the resignation of Hon. Angus
MaeGillivray, member for Antigonish; Joseph
MacPherson, member for Cape Ereton; end Allan
Haley, member for Hants, ¢. P, Chishola (L)
defeated J. J. Cameron by & majority of 17 in
Antigonish; in Cape Breton, Joseph NePherson

(1) defeated John Melormack by a majority of

370; in Hants, Arthur Drysdale (1) defeated
Adams McDougall by a majority of 12,

December 27, 1884. To filll a vacancy caused by
the unseating of John Morrison (), member for
Riehmond, Joseph Matheson (L) defested John
Morrison by a majority of 108, &

To £1l11 vacancies caused by resignation of Hon,
C. P, McIssac, membar for Antigonish Co., and
death of E. E. Tupper, member for Digby Co.

On June 13, 1808, Hon. A, Mecglllivray (L) de~-
feated D. A, Fraser in Antigonish by a m&éority
of 289, and in Digby on September 28, 18985,
Angus M, Gidnaé (k) defeated Frank Jones by a
ma jority of 428,

To £111 vacanciss caused by death of A, M. Hemeon,

member for Queens Co., and resignations of Hon.

J. W. Longley, W. D, Dimoeck, Hon, W, 8. Plelding,

J. D, 8perry, and Dr. J. L. Bethune, members for

Annapolis, Colchester, Helifex, Lunenburg, and

§§°t§§§§ Counties, respectively. Hlection August
» .

Journal of House of Assembly of Nova Scotia, 1889, P 4.
¥. 8, Journal, 1881, Appendix No, 13,
H. 8. Journal, 1805, Appendix No. 13.
K., 8, Journal, 18086, Appendix No. 17.



1.

1896

Hon. J., W. Longley (L) elected in Annapolis
by acclamation; PFlrman MeClure (1) elected
in Colchester by a wajority ol 352 over
Richard J. Turner; Allan R. Moreash (L)
elected in Lunenburg by a majority of 872
over George A, Parker; Edward M. Farrell (1)
elected by acclamation in Queans; and Hon,

G. H. Hurrey (L), Premier and Provinclal
Secretary, elected by acclamation in Victoris
County.

N. 8. Journal, 1897, Appendix Ho. 12,
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