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in the Senate five or six weeks ago; it was passed by the
Senate, and sent down to this House, I think, about three
or four weeks ago. i

Mr. BLAKE. It came down on the 9th of March.

Mr. PLUMB. Baut it was distributed in this House at
that time. But all Senate Bills are sent to hon. members,
and those who take an interest in the proceedings of Parlia-
ment read these Bills to find out what is going on in the
other House. This Bill bad its first reading in the Senate
oo the 25th of Janmary, and its second reading on the 1st
of February. My hon friend from West Durbham (Mr.
Blake), who has objected to the lateness of the period at
which the Bill was introduced, made bimself sufficiently
acquainted with the details of a petroleum Bill to-day, not-
withstanding his multifarious duties, to make a speech of one
hour’s duratior, and yet he rays he has not time to become
seized of the provisions of this Bill. Perhaps the proverb
that ““ where there’s a will there’s a way ”’ would not be inap-
propriate in the present case. I am surprised that such a
discussion as has been indulged in should have come-up at
so late a period of the Session. Iregret thatmy hon.triend
from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) should overload the s bject
before the House with a long discussion relating to the mar-
riage laws and other mattors equally irrelevant. The hon.
gentleman, doubtless, knows perfectly well that there was
great difficulty in passing any naturalization laws which
would protect the citizens of the German Confederation. He
knows that, accord'ng to the laws of that country, it was
almost impossible to prevent great difficulty happening to
patives of those states -who become citizens erther
of this country or of the neighboring Republic. He
knows that in some instances gentlemen— of position,
who held property in the United Siates, on returning to
the land of their birth, were there seized and compelled to
do military servige in that country. Those arrangements
bhave been made for the protection of those who were

roperly naturalized under the regulations agre d upon

tween the two Governments. 1f the hon. member had
examined this Bill, as probably he would have examined
another which he was desirous of puttingthrough, he would
within one hour have satisfied himselt of its provisions, and
would probably have been willing, as he is always able, to
discuss those provisions. The leader of the Opposition
could, with that grasp of mind which always characterizes
him, have mastered all its complications; and 1 think even
a layman could understand them with very litile study. 1
trust that the discussion upon this Bill will be proceeded
with notwithstanding the objections made by the hon.
member for West Durham. I know it is of great import-
ance to this country. I know there are gentlemen in this
House who have paid the greatest attention to it, and to
whom we are greatly indebted for the intelligent interest
they have taken in this measure. I trust that none of the
objections which have been urged against that law will
disappoint those gentlemen in doing for their late country-
men, and those who will be their present countrymen, what
they have endeavored to do in having this Bill prepared and
broaght down to Parliament.

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou). I was much surprised indeed
to hear the lcgal objection of my hon. friend the leader of
the Opposition. I do not think there is anything whatever
in the objection that the Bill from the Senate was not
distributed until a day or two ago.

Mr. BLAKE. Tcday.

Mr. McDONALD. I think my hon. friend is mistaken.
I think it was yesterday or the day before. At any rate, I
admit that the Bill from the Senate has not been distributed
for any length of time, and the complaint would not be
unreasonable, were we to suppose that my hon, friend did
not see that Bill until it came down here. But it was
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printed almost, if not quite, a month ago, and distributed
to every member in this House. I regret the delay in the
Senate made it impossible to take up the guestion earlier;
but it is a matier of too much importance, in view of
transpiring cvents, to allow a mere technical obection
to stand in the way, if the Bill on its merits should be
such as to demand the attention and consideration of this
House. Now, with reference to the legal objection taken by
my hoo. friend, I frankly admit 1 was surprised to hear it.
I need not say that I, in common with every man that
knows him, have the highest respect for any opinion he
may give on any question of jurisprudence, and therefore it
is that I am the more surprised to hear him givo such an
opinion on a question, which to me, and to high legal
authoritics elsewhere, appears so plain and distinet My
hon. friend says the fourth clause of the Bill interferes with
that clause of the Union Act relating to property and
civil rights. Now, I take the liberty entirely to dissent
from that view. The clause, neither in its bearing, neither
in its working, neither in its results in any manner what-
ever, nor in its political or legal relations, can bear that
cgnstruction. 1 suppose my hou. friend will not deny that
under the British North America Act, all legirlation of
whatever kind that is competent to any Parliament in
Canada, is within the competence ef this Pa‘liament,
Aliens and naturalization are expressly given to this Legis-
latare, and all questions relating to thoso two subjects are
naturally included. I nced not say naturally, because that
very important question has been decided by the highest
authority in the country, that when any particular subject
18 within the competence of this House, and this House
legislates upon that. subject, such as civil rights and prop-
erty connected with that subject, and which is involved in
the legislalion necessary to etfect the object of parliamen-
tary relation, that subject must, as a matter of course,
follow the main and principal subject itself, and become the
pecaliar legislation of Parliament. That appears to me
to be the principal so thoroughly well settlel by the
Supreme Court, so thoroughly recognized by every legal
man, that I do ‘not think [ transgress in saying that I was
surprised “to see my hon. friend take that position.
But I need not, even to sustain the legality and
constitutionality of that fourth clause, resort to that principle
at all.  The clanse did not pretand to affect the principle of
civil rights. My bon. friend will see there is a vast
distinetion between giving mere power to an alien to hold
property and to regulate and control property in the hands
of an alien. I need only illustrate the principle by a<king
what would be the result in this country at the present
moment, and countinuously hereafter, if that was sound law ?
Why, we would have the curious spectdcle in a free country
of intelligent and energetic people coming from other
countries and being unable to hold in this country a single
dollar’s worth of property, either personal or rcal, until
they had, by a residence of three or five years, cntitled
themselves to become naturalized British subjects.

Mr. BLAKE. Not at all.

Mr. McDONALD. I beg my hon. friend’s pardon. The
proposition is an insult to the intelligence of the country;
it would be an insult to the common sense of every legal
mind. Thorefore, either rn that ground, the proposition
could not be sustained, for, as I stated before, the principle
of the Bill flows naturally from the section giving us
control over aliens and naturalization. Let me
take the Province of Quebec, to the repre enta-
tives of which my hon. friend appeals. The clause
of the Bill says that a citizen of the United States residing
in Montreal, and doing business there, who has not become,
or who has not had time to become, naturalized, but who is
living in assumed waiting for the period to expire when he
may become naturalized, and appears to be, and daring



