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country. 1 was very glad to 'hear the re-
marks wlth which his namne was coupleil by
'the various speakers when addressiag ihis
,chamber, and alluding to his distingliec
lineage. They miglit also have gone fur-
ther and added that lie la one among the
peers who have taken the deepest lnterest
in the practical subjects that affect the great
body of the people. Anythlng that tends to
the benefit of the people lias met with thé
warmiest sympathy of His Excellency.

My hion. friend ia commenting on the
speech seemed to think that the remark in
reference to the settlers fromt the United
States was rather out of place. It was in-
troduced after special consideration. It was
-one of the four paragraphs that are personal
to His Excellency, as will lie observed, and
was predicated on the assumption that the
effect in Europe would be very marked whcn,
it is known that settiers from the United
States are coming to Canada. In Europe,
as we ail kuow, the United States, is very
mucli more widely known thtan Canada, and
is regarded -as the happy land for ail -
fugees fromt the older countries. When it
is known abroad that the United States is
,sending settlers to Canada lt will be evidence,
that there is mùore to attract the settler in
this country than even in the favoured land
South of us.

One o! the most important paragraplis in
the nddress is the reference to, the inter-
national waterways. Hon, gentlemen will
recollect that interference with the water-
ways dividing the United States front Can-
ada lias frequently been a subject for com-
ment. A few years ago we were consider-
ably exercised over the fact that at Chicago
they were building a canal which was
,diverting the waters of Lake Huron into the
Mississippi and takîng them on to the G uI!
,of 'Mexico instead of discharging them into
the St. Lawrence. Commissions of Inquiry
were started and remonstrances were ,ent
in, 1 believe, at the time without effeet.
Another very Important diversion thal
affects Canada Is that east of Sault Ste.
Marie, where the waters o! the St. Mary's
Tiver have been diverted south to what hs
known as the Hay Channel, a distance ol
aibout ten or twelve miles entirely througli
the United States. Then, agan, recently
.attention lias been called to the fact that ir
the State of Minnesota attemipts are beini
made to divert the waters that are noNi

tributary to Rainy lake and Rainy river to
the southward, the object belng to construct
a water-power with a view to developlng
electric energy. Then, again, hion, gentle-
men will probably remember a few years
ago complaints were made that dams were
belng built on the St. John river before it
reached the New Brunswick boundary. dis-
turbing and interfering with the waters tliat
would naturally have their flow thronii!
Canadian territory. These are facts which
show that we, in Canada, are deeply in-
terested ia the preservation of the waters
that divide the two couiltrics, and it is very
fortunate for us that the proposition for a
commission on the present occasion emanates
fromt the United States. Congress at a re-
cent session authorized the presidenit to in-
vite Great Britain, through the Domi nion of
Canada, to unite lit appointing a commis-
sion, consisting of three persons on each
side, to consider this question of the water-
ways, and to report on the t'est method of
preserving intact the waters that are comn-
mon to the two countries. The proposition,
under the Act of Congress, was that one of
the commissioners sliould be ain officer of
the eng-ineers of the United States, another
was to be a hydraulic engineer, and a third
a lawyer having some k-nowledge of inter-
national ýlaw, and the riglits of rîparian
proprietors. We have appoinýted as our
three, Mr. King, -who is the geographer of
the Departmient of the Interlor, Mr. Coste,
who was for a long timte eugineer o! the
Public Works Department, and who had
been recently employed as a hydraulic en-
gineer in the vicinity of the Welland canal,
and Mr. Mabee, of Stratford, Ontario, now
o! the city of Toronto, a lawyer o! some
eminence.

Honi. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Is
tat the Mabee that Sir Oliver Mowat dis-
missed for being an annexationist ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think so ; lie
*was made a K. C. recently.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-That
does not make any difference.

f Hon. Mr. FULFORD-Myers is the one
he dismissed.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The next paragraph of
Sthe address refers to the proposed auto-

nomy for the Territories. The Bill is now


