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Mr. Irvine’s Speech.

(Abrdged ifrom Hansard.)
Mr. Irvine—Although I do not con-

sider I possess less courage than any
other men, I confess I am entirely un-
accustomed to guerilla warfare. I admit
that my grammar is not very good and
that my arithmetic is not such that I can
apply it to some of the calculations pre-
sented to this House. I have listened
with a great deal of pain and some
pleasure tothe speeches delivered during
the debate. I have listened with pain to
hon. gentlemen trying to prove the most
absurd propositions on record. I confess
that I likea man from the Lower Prov-
inces better than a man from Ontario;
but I would like, when Maritime Prov-
ince members rise to the intellectual
standard of the House that they should
neither deceive the people or pursue a’
course of absurd reasoning. It was with
pain that I listened to the statement of
an hon. gentleman oceupying two hours
in delivering, that the people of On'ario
were paying less for coal because they
were paying half a dollar per ton duty.
My arithmetic does not answer in that
particular. I shall address myself to the
discussion of the National Policy. I am
quite an humble man; T belong to a
very small party in this House, but, if I
am informed correctly, to a large party
in the country; I am a practical far.er,
not a gentleman farmer, who has servants
near him to whom he can say “come and
go,” but I issue orders and I assist in
executing them. I am one of those who,
according to hon. gentlemnen opposite,
have been enriched by having taxes
heaped upon them. I can speak from
practical experience, and one ounce of
such is worth a pound of theory such as
is addressed to the House. I am pleased
to say I belong to the party to which I
have always belonged, the "great Liberal
party of Canada, which has given to this
country all she possesses in the shape of
liberty, religious and civil. I am glad
also to think that I have a love and
respect for the Old Country, and when
the Liberal party of Canada and the Old
Country are compared, they will be found
to be very closely allied. The Liberal
party in the old land is always the friend
of the poor man ; the Tory party, prior
to Sir Robert Peel and the repeal of the
corn laws, was the friend of the land
u.onopolists. The Peelites and Liberals
were friends of the poor, and in this
country the Liberal party has -always
been a friend to the poor, while the
Tories, like the Tory party in England,
are supported by the monopolists. I an
glad to say that I have the honor of fol-
lowing a leader in’ this House against
whom, after sitting in this ‘House a
month, the worst thing that can be
charged is comprised in the two words
“Speak now.” (Cheers.) I am gratified
also that the man, whom I love above
any other man in Canada, the hon. mein-
ber for Lambton (Mr. Mackenzie), has
been followed by his opponents fromn
Dan to Beersheeba, and the only charge
ever preferred against him—and that
charge never stuck to him—was that he
had purchased rails, and the price had
afterwards fallen. I remember very
well in 1848, when I landed in New Bruns-
wick, a boy, that the times were hard.
Mr. Irvine then referred to the charges
of disloyalty which were made against
the Opposition and asked why do they
fling this disloyalty cry across the floor ?
Simply for the reason, that those gentle-
men who formed the coalition, including
some of the men of New Brunswick that
we honored — though we never liked
coalitions, we were willing our represen-
tatives should assist in consolidating this
country into a grand Dowminion—iind it
to their benefit. In order to keep the.n-
selves in power they conmitted acts,
which in the eye of the people of Canada,
and according to the universal verdict of
England, disgraced this country ; and in
order to get back into power they pro-
pounded a theory or policy which we
were promised would 1nake everybo.y
rich—farmer, manufacturer and ail. .
Irvine then spoke of the business in
Carleton County in previous years and
said, I sold hay lower in 1880—fitty tons
at $5 a ton—lower than ever betore. At
‘present, notwithstanding the Nationai
Policy, we are not receiving exactly as
high prices as some years ago. But I|
admit that my county is now very pros-
perous. We have lumbering, and if a
man cannot get employment on the New
Brunswick side, he can go across to Maine,
where there is any a:nount of work tor
man and beast. There ar: no idle men
in the County, whatever be their occupa-
tion. If that be due to the National
Policy, let its friends prove it ; I do not
think so. With regard to manufacturing
interests in New Brunswick, they have
always done well. I never knew a man-
ufacturer to fail. We have in Woodstock
two iron foundries, whose owners co.-
menced with a little capital and are now
reported wealthy. I have it from both
proprietors that they were better under
the old than under the present Tariff,
As far as that is concerned I think it is
very plain that the new arrangement has
been of no benefit to them. Then thereis
one thing in reference to the manufac-
turers that we always laid down in New
Brunswick, and that our Government ap-
pears to have laid down—that was, that
it was unwise for a new country to en-
courage every class of inanufacturers, but
that only those should be encouraged

which could be carried on successfully.

Another principle laid down was that raw
material should be allowed to come in
free, so that our manufacturers could
compete with others. Another point I
wish to dwell upon is this: Before the
Union, certain propositions were made to
us that I am bound to say the hon. gen-
tlemen who occupy the “Treasury
benches have not fulfilled. When these
propositions were made to us to enter
the Union, New Brunswick was under a
12} per cent. Tariff, and Old Canada was
under a 20 per cent. Tariff, and, in order
to induce us to enter the Union, they re-
duced it to 15 per cent. - If it was for our
interest to reduce the Tariff to 15 per
cent. in order to induce us to enter the
Union, how can it now be for our ad-
vantage to have a Tariff rising to 30 or 40
per cent.? Then I must say this—and I
am sorty to say it, I blush to say it—that
Canadian statesmen are not exactly the
material we thought they were. It is
said of English statesmen that they con-
sider their.country’s honor as their own,
but I am sorry to say Canadian statesmen
are not so sensitive as that. If they can
compass their own ends they are not so
very careful of their personal honor.
Another point I wish to direct attention
to is, that when the statesmen of this
country decided to make such a change
in the Tariff, all parties should have been
consulted. I am glad to say that I have
the honor to belong to a great party in
the country—the farmers. (Cheers.) It
is said that fourfifths of the people of
Canada are farmers, but I am sorry to
say there are_less than a dozen farmers
in this House. You cannot walk about
here without running against manufac-
turers. This country will soon be ruled
by manufacturers and doctors and
lawyers. I say, with all due deference to
the occupants of the Treasury benches,
that a party as influential as we are, who
contribute so much to the material pros-
perity of Canada, who export more than
half the products of Canada to the
European .uarkets and bring the money
back in gold—I say we are entitled to
sowe consideration at the hands of the
Governinent. = i » .

If we take the returns of Canada we will
find that manufactures succeeded much
better under the Mackenzie Administra-
tion than they do now. As far as exports
of manufactured goods are concerned
they exported nearly, if not quite, three-
quarters of a million more in 1878 than
in 1881. The exportation of manufac-
tured goods in 1878 amounted to $4,715,-
776, and, in 1881, to $4,042,123, so that
the manufacturers made a better show-
ing in I878 than in 188l. But what I
object to in this arrangement is, that the
manufacturer has an undue advantage
over the farmer. I will explain the
farner’s position. He has no home
market except for a limited anount of
his products. In 188, the entire expor-
tation was $33,000,000, of which farm
produce amounted to $44,000,000. The
far.uer is obliged to go into the broad
world to dispose of his produce ; he can-
not do it at home. Now, I ask you if
every weight should not be thrown off
the farmer? I ask you, if he is to run
the race successfully, should not every
weight be fhrown off him? But the
gentlemen who occupy the Treasury
benches have weighed him down still
more instea | of taking the weights off of
hiw. We have to go to the markets of
Europe to sell our produce. There is
not an i.uplement the farmer uses on his
farn that is not heavily taxed—not one
solitary implement. I will take the
liberty to read the letter that was read
the other day by the hon. member for
North Norfoik (Mr. Charlton). It will
answer .ny purpose as well as it did his.
It is in reference to the extra duty under
the present Tariffon agricultural ma-
chines over the duty under the Macken-
zie Adininistration. (Mr. Irvine then
read the ietter). I wish to ask hon.
gentleaien on the Treasury benches if
they think that by taxing the raw
waterial of every i.nplement used on the
far.u they can enable the far.ner to work
to greater advantage? Previous to this
there was a tax upon the tin which the
far.uer used, but if it was for sealing fish
or any purpose like that a rebate was
allowed. I ask if the Canadian faraer
can co.upete fairly in the race with other
nations in the inarkets of Europe, if he
has to pay more than his share of the
revenue of his country ? The materials
of which implements are made were
never taxed before, or, at all events, only
to the extent of so.nething like 5 per
cenr. It is said that we are opposed to
the manufacturers, but we never heard
that until these hon. gentlemen came
into power in 1878. 'There -is no reason
why we should oppose the manufacturers.
We have :mutual interests with them,
we sell our products and
they sell us their goods. But
the farmer asks mno favors from
the Government, he has the com-
mon sense to know that the Government
cannot give himn a market, and that it is
only taunting aud humbugging him to
tell him so. What we object tois that
the Government should take the manu-
facturers under their particular protec-
tion, that they should put them in hot-
houses so that they are afraid to come
out for fear the cold blasts of winter may
strike them. The farmer, they say, is
able to comnpete in the markets of the
world, but the manufacturer is not. As
a farmer, I am willing to protect the
manufacturer to a reasonable extent, but
not-to ruch an extent that the purchaser
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of his goods may not have the right to use
his own judgment in purchasing goods. I
do not think it necessary to give -the
implement manufacturers of Canada a
protection of 30 per cent. I donot mean
to say that the manufacturer is made of
any such material that he will fold his
arms and say: “I am unable to compete
with the American manufacturer unless
you give me the benefit of a 30 per cent.
duty.” At all events, if the manufacturer
does say so, he is not of the stuff that
Britons are made of, because, wherever
you find a Briton, he says: *Iam able to
meet the world.” We all know that it
was the farmer who had much to do with
making this country whatit is ; who went
in and cleared the forest and made the
wilderness blossom as the rose and drove
the aborigines back, and brought our vast
domain into cultivation. We know who
should receive a fair kind of protection at
the hands of the Government,but who
have received insult upon insult and who,
instead of being invited to give their
opinion when the great change was made
in our fiscal system, were treated with
silence. I think 30 per cent. is too large
a duty on agricultural implements. I
think 15 per cent. should be enough and
let them have the raw materials free of
duty.

Mr. Domville: What would you do
with the raw materials we produced ?
Would you leave them unprotected ?

Mr. Irvine. We will come to that by-
and-bye. But I would like to know how
the farmers are used. It takes the law-
yers and doctors of the House to explain
anything like that. One of the cries of
the Government in 1878 was that Canada
should be kept for the Canadians. Well,
I believe they are bound to keep Canada
for the manufacturers : but what is to be
done to secure Canada for the Canadian
farmers ? © Supposing that when the
change was made in our fiscal system, a
committee of Canadian farmers had been
invited to discuss that point and say
wh :t protection should be given ‘them.
Do you think the first step they would
have taken would have been to ask the
Government to place a duty of 20 per
cent. on our horses? We exported 29,
000 horses last year; would a duty of 20
per cent. upon them have put money in
our pockets? Last year we exported
62,179 head of cattle, and 354,155 head
of sheep. Ifa practical farmer had been
asked to assist us, would he have placed
a duty of 20 per cent. on cattle and sheep?
Certainly he would not. He would have
seen that we imported last year 75,000
barrels of pork ; gnd would not a practi-
cal man have said to the Finance Minis-
ter, “ We do.not want you .o put a duty
on the article we import, namely, pork.”
But he did not put a duty on that article.
The 10 per cent. duty was on before
Confederation. Noj; he insulted us first
and humbugged us afterwards. Then,
again, he placed 15 cents on barley and
74 cents on corn. We export barley
largely ; we exported last year 8,800,519
bushels of barley and imported about 7,-
000,000 bushels of corn, about 3,000,000
bushels being for home consumption.
The excuse he gave for putting the light
duty on corn was that it was used by the
brewers, and he is a great friend of the
brewers. Everyone knows that a bushel
of corn is worth two bushels of oats;
and there has not been a year since
1879 in which oats have not rang-
ed 4 or 5 cents a bushel higher in
Maine than in New Brunswick. It is
taunting and insulting the fariners, pre-
tending that this kind of thing is any
protection to them. The Finance Minis-
ter talks of retaliating against the United
States. It ishu.niliating to hear him talk
such nonsense as to say that this is any
retaliation. It is all very well to talk of
imbecility, but who is ' the imbecile?
Then I come to the article of wool. The
Finance Minister says we export 1,000,500
Canadian wool, and the inference natu-
rally is that we are raising more Canadian
wool than we can manufacture. Butwhat
is the fact? We import eight million
pounds of foreign wool. After this tariff
was in operation a great cry was raised
that foreign wool was imported by our
manufacturers, to the great injury of the
Canadian farmers, and he placed three
cents a pound on wool. Yet we bring in
8,000,000 pounds of wool duty free, and
we are obliged to ship 1,000,500 pounds
of our native wool. Now, sir, the farmers
of Canada ask that Canada should be for
the Canadians, and that you should place
the farmers on an equality with the manu-
facturers. On the wool for a suit of wool-
len clothes worn by the poor man a duty
has to be paid, while the wool for the
clothing of the silk-stockinged fellow is
‘allowed to come in duty free. What can
we expect better from the Tories than
that? They never were the friends of
the poor man ; they always pressed him
and made him subservient to the rich;
and I am sorry that a gentlemnan whom
we took from the apothecary shop should
be the enemy of the poor man. (Cheers).

Sir Leonard Tilley.—He was a good apo-
thecary.

Mr. Irvine proceeded to discuss the ef-
fect of the tariff upon cotton and some
other articles. He then said—I have ob-
served with pain and a good deal of in-
dignation that the Hon. Finance Minister
has tried within the last two years to make
itappear that New Brunswick is paying less
per capita than Ontario or Quebec or any
other Province in the Dominion—a course
of action which I think unworthy of the
man, for he should have been the last
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man to have done so. But I must thank
the hon. Minister of Customs, who came
to the rescue. I do not think he came
voluntarily. Thespeech of the hon. mem-
ber for Brant (Patterson), in which he
pointed out that the tariffhad not fostered
the export of manufactures, and that the
exports last year were less than four years
ago, forced him to doso. The hon. Min-
ister was driven into a corner,and he did
us involuntary justice. I will read, for
the edification of the people of New
Brunswick, the words used by my hon.
friend the Minister of Customs. The hon.
Minister said :—

The hon. gentleman knows, and no one
knows better, because he has given much at-
tention to the question «.f export and import,
that inter-provincial trade, which has grown
up within the last few years, and particularly
within the last five or gix years, is double
that which existed a few years ago. Let me
give the hon. gentleman a few figures. I think
they will show that whereas the exports, ac-
cepting the figures he has given, have fallen
off on some thirty or forty articles, that inter-
provincial trade has increased and quadru-
pled the total sum. Take, for instance, the
returns from Nova Scotia. In 1875-76 the
dmports into that Province, from foreign
countries, were $14,000,000. If the hon. gen-
tleman will consult the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns, he will find that the imports
from foreign countries into that Province
have decreased $5,000,000 or $6,000,000.
Who have supplied those $8,000,000 worth of
goods, except the manufacturers of Ontario
and Quebec, and the farms and dairies of this
country? The same facts exist in regard to
the trade of New Brunswick. If hon. mem-
bers will refer to the imports from foreign
countries, they will find that seven or eight
years ago, they reached $10,000,000 or $12,-
000,000. During last year they amounted to
little more than half that sum. The hon.
gentleman knows that the people of New
Brunswick consume as much to-day as they
did five or six years sgo, that the Province is
just as prosperous, and if that be the case,
either the goods must be manufactured within
the Province or they. were received from On-
tario or other Provinces of the Dominion,
which have entered largely into the produc-
tion of articles formerly imported from fe-
eign couqtries.

I thank the hon. Minister of Cuswms
most heartily, and I feel uncommonly
grateful to him for having done what the
Finance Minister failed to-do. When
New Brunswick imports $3,000,000 or
$6,000,000 worth of goods skie pays more
duty than when she imporied $10,000,000.
In 1873, the value of the goods entered
for conswnption was $10,549,763, on which
a duty was paid of $1,246,138. ' In 1881,
the value of the iwports for home con-
sumption amounted to a little over
$6,000,000, while the duty reached $1,266,-
000. And that was done in the face of
the fact that it was publicly stated there
was to be no_increase of the tariff, -but
erely a readjustment. *  * . * *
This reminds ne of a wan in our. Pro
vince who was ‘net exactly round, or as
they say in Ireland, was half-witted, who,
when he saw the hon: Finance Minister
spreading his hands and"belauding what
the National Policy had done, said : “ Sir
Leonard, what have you done to increase
the price of spruce logs from:$4 to $87'
He replied : “The prosperity is due ta
the National Policy ; 7" the National Policy
which made spruce logs $8 in St. John,
instead of $3 or 84, in‘'a year. We de not
know half thé virtues or powers of the
National Policy.

Sir Albert J. Smith. Did the crowd
believe him ?

Mr. Irvine. Believe him! Why, the
man was half-witted who asked the yues-
tion. (Cheers and laughter.)

Mr. Ross (West Middlesex). And how

‘much wit had the man who answered it ?

Mr. Irvine. You can guess by the
answer. (Renewed cheering.) Now,
coming to the question of the interests oi
the farmers, [ remember last fall, when
the Prime Minister came over from Eng-
land, the Tory press loudly proclaimed
that England was going back to her posi
tior. before the repeal of the Corn Laws,
or to adopt the Fair Trade principle.
This press said that the hon. gentleman
had set the heather on fire in Eng
land too, and that we should
Trade mm England as well
well as Canada. But there was no great
prospect of that event in England, Let
us see whether the present Ministers are
friends of the farmers. The fair traders
in England say they are going to pay all
their taxes by putting a 20 per cent. duty
on foreign wheat and on lumber, too, all
all of which according to this they must
be paid by Canadians. This is the policy
which the Tory press claims that our First
Minister originated in England. He not
only binds down the farmer with clogs
and taxes and other obstacles in Canada,
but invites the English fair trade party to
impose duties on our products when they
arrive in England. This policy would not
injure the manufacturer, for he is not
obliged to go to the outside or English
market, for they have the slaves in Canada
to impose their goods upon whether good
or bad. The English manufacturer does
not pretend to sell goods cheaper than
any one else, but he fears not to sell them
on their merits ; but the Canadian manu-
facturer says to the people, “You must
take my goods and pay for my shoddy
whether good or bad,” and to the lumber-
man, “You must take your lumber to the
English market and bring back the money
to spend in such goods as Canadian
shoddy.” Thatis the freedom and liberty
we are treated to. One class is to be
favored, and all the others are to be
hewers of wood and drawers of water for it.
The cry of disloyalty in Nova Scotia and

elsewhere has only lately been raised by
the present Government,who have set one
class against the other—the manufacturer
against the farmer and the laborer. T do
not think we are going to cement the
the bonds of union in a -country stretch-
ing from the Atlantic to the Pacific by any
such means. After discussing the pro-
mise of the Finance Minister that protec-
tion would give a large home market for
agricultural produce and showing its
fallacy, and the flour duty which he
thought would be abolished, Mr. Irvine
gave a short sketch of the political career
of Sir Leonard Tilley. He closed by say-
ing: But I suppose it is quite enough for
me to tell the good this Minister of
Finance has done to the Province of New
Brunswick when I go back. I desire to
say what the gentlemen who occupy the
Treasury benches have done for the farin-
ers. They have not placed them on an equal
footing with the manufacturers. We do
not object to protection, provided we are
not taxed too much to pay for our manu-
factured goods. We are willing our
manufacturers should have a reasonable
protection—not 35 or 40 per cont.. We
are willing to buy their goods and unite
with the.n in the work of bnilding up a
great country. Ihavesaid that underthe
present Tarriff arrangements we have not
received justice at the hands of the Gov-
ernment. I have only to conclude by
by thanking the House for the kindness
with which they have received my
remarks. This is the first occasion on
which I have attempted to address the
House, and if it is the last, I an still
thankfal for the opprotunity it thus
afforded me. (Loud applause.)

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY.

WEDNESDAY, March 22.
AFTERNOON SESSION.

The Committee appointed to investigate
the claim of Robert Sinclair, Supervisor of
Great Roads for the County of Restigouche,
reported through Mr Ritchie, Chairman, re-
commending the payment of $180 to Robert
Sinclair, in full of his claim. :

The House then went into committee of
of supply, and the items for Legislature were
discussed.

Adjourned for dinner.

The House met again at 2.30 in committee
of supply, Mr Davidson in the chair, and the
discussion was continued on the items under
the head of the Legislature, more particu-
larly in regard to the Library.

Mr. Black pointed out that there were no
vouchers for the expendituve of any grant,
and in régard to the letting of books go all
over the Province, suggested that they'be
only allowed to go out within a radius of
five miles from the city.

The Hon Attorney General thought. that
the joint-gommittee on .the Library would
congider any suggestions that might bc made.

. The total item of $4,600 for both branches
then passed.

On the item Public Hospital, Saint John,
$1,500, Hon Mr Marshall outlined the work
of the institution during the past year, aud
a question arising about when the grant was
made, it was laid over for fucther informa-
tion.

The item of $8,000 for public printing
passed after some discussion; and thé items
in the grant of $195,556.57, for public works,
passed as printed in the estimates after some
debate, with the exception of the item for
steam navigation, which was increased from
$7,700 to $8.700. the $300 extra being a
subsidy for the steamer *‘Novelty,” plying
on the Kennebeccasis. ;

The item for the public hospital, St John,
which was held: over for information, then
passed.

The items of $3000 grant to the Provincial
Rifle Association, $2,000 forsurveys, railway
inspection, and Crown land refynds, and
$2,000 for unforeseen expenses, passed with-
out discussion.

The deferred item of $730.23 for expenses
of Halifax Exhibition 1881, was passed when
the Provincial Secretary gave the informa-
tion desired by the House.

The item of $300 for the Stock farm was
under discussion when the Houge took recess
until 7.30 for tea.

After recess the discussion on this item
was continued until 10.45, when the item
passed without division, and the resolutions
of supply being répocrted to the House they
were concurred in.

Supply was made the order of the day for
Monday next at noon.

Adjourned until 10 a, m. Thursday.

THURSDAY, Macch 23-

Mr.Hill committed the bill authorizing the
town of St. Stephen to consolidate its deben-
ture debt, Mr. McLellan in the chair, agreed
to.

Mr. McLellan committed the bill authoriz-
ing the Portland Town Council to issue
debentures and make provision for a new
road in ward 3, Mr. White (Sunhury) in the
chair. Agreed to.

Mr. Elder presented several petitions in
favour of the bill incorporating the St. John
Dock Company.

Mr. Crawford again committed the bill es-
tablishing an additional polling district in
Kingston, Kings County, Mr. Willis in the
chair. Agreed to.

Mr. Elder committed the bill providing for
the winding up of affairs of the Albert Mip-
ing Co., Mr. Black in the chair, Agreed to
with amendments.

Mr. Leighton introduced a bill relating to
theamending of Acts incorporating the town
of Woodstock. - :

Mr. Mc Manus introduced a bill to continue
an Act incorporating the Caraquet
Railway.

Mr. Blair introduced a bill amending the
Act to prevent bribery and corruption at
civic clections in Fredericton.

Mr. Hanington introduced a bill amend-
ing chap 83 of statute relating to landlords
and tenant.

On the order of the day being called, Mr.
Sayre moved the following resolution :—

Resolved, That from the report of the Sur-
veyor General, the resolutions laid upon- the
table, and other information furnished by the
Government as to the sales of hemlock and

and exclude everything else.

other timber Crown lands, this House is not
satisfied that such disposal of the public
lands was in the public*interest and cannot
annrove of the action of the Government in
the premises. :

Mr. Sayre said the people of Kent, last
summer, and he, on their behalf, made some
representations to the Government to pre-
vent the sales advertised from taking place.
He wrote on the 25th May to the Attorney
General, setting forth reasons against the
sales and entering an objection to them. A
delegation came once from Kent and pro-
tested against the sales, but the lands were
sold and J. & J. Miller became the purchas-
ers. In the meantime other lands were of-
fered for sale, and a petition was got up
in the county protesting against the
sales, but no notice was taken of it.
These lands should be conserved and leased
or licensed, so as an annual revenue might
be obtained from them, for the policy
of selling out the Crown lands to speculators
will have the effect of locking up the country.
Very few free grants settlemeats have been
established since the present Surveyor Gen-
eral came into office, though he claimed
credit for it. He (Sayre) believeG in the
system of free grants and thought it was the
proper way to settle thle country, but the
lands sold in Kent County are fit for actual
settlement and about the best for settlement
in the whole county. The extract factory
products a-e exported, and no great employ-
ment will be afforded by it. Twenty men
W.ll run o” these factories all the year round
and the men who own them are allowed to
cut down the trees and scatter them through
the woods and take away the bark.

Mr Sayre resumed his speech after recess.
He said the best lands were obtained and
preliminary surveys were made of where
the hemlock lands lay before the applica-
tions were made. These lands were obtained
in blocl so as to include the hemlock ridges
The system
is calculated to destroy the crown lands that
lie hetween the hemlock blocks. He read a
petition presented to the Government by the
inhabitants of Kent against the sales of the
lands, and spoke in justification of the facts
alleged in it and of the signatures to the
petition. He thought the Surveyor General
had determined that this policy would be
carried out if the Government willed it or
not. If the Government merely sold the
bark they would receive $8 an acre for it
and have the lumbec left.

M. Ryan said he, in 1877, brought the
matter under the attention of the Govern-
ment, in order to induce them to protect the
hemlock forests ; if the -faetories were not
permitted and tanueries were built as they
would be they would give ten times as much
employment. The bark consumed in an ex-
tract factory in a day would employ -three
men for a year in a tannery. He went on
and condemned the selling of the lands in
blocks, and said a much larger revenue
could be obtained from them by the 'pursuit
of a different policy. = The quantity of bark
used in one factory in a year if used in manu-
facturing leather would give employment to
225,000 men for one day, besides the men
who would be employed in peeling ‘and
handling the bark.

The Hon Surveyor General said that. this
was & direct want of confidence motion ‘and
if it was accepted by the House, the Govern-
ment would have nothing to do but resign
their seats. The Government's course in
regard to these lands had not been decided
upon hastily, but had been more than énce
calmly and carefully discussed in Council.
[n considering this subject the Free Grant
and Labor Acts must be taken into account,
especially the latter, for under- this Act all
that had to be done was to file a petition in
the Crown Lands office and a grant was
issued. In this way much land hsad been
robbed of its lumber, and he had of late
refused these petitions except in cases where
the land applied for was near some settle-
ment. Besides this the Crown Land Sur-
veyor was instructed to be more particular
in his work and to report the extent and
nature of any clearings and how the land is
timbered. And further as no County” had
sent in's0 many applications as Kent the
surveyor was sent to examine these lands.
He reparted that all along the line of the
Intercolonial in Kent County the land was
wholly unfit for settlement, and this was
just where these applications had come
from. Yet nota word had come from Mr
Sayre then because his constituents were
robbing these lands of their timber and bark
and pocketting the profits. Was it not wise
that a check should be put upon this? He
read orders and reports of surveyors showing
that the lands in Kent Connty sold to
Messrs. J. J. Miller & Co. were those
covered generally by hemlock. They were
iu seperated blocks of 100 acres and 200 and
upwards, and of a barren or swampy nature
and unfit for cultivation. The petition read
by Mr. Sayre he held was the work of Mr.
George McLeod, and produced another from
that gentleman directly opposed to it. He
said that Mr. McLeod had petitioned against
the sale of lands to Messrs. J. J. Miller &
Co., but he had also, in October, 1881, ap-
plied for 2000 acres for himself. The expla-
nation of all this was the jealous feeling
entertained by Mr. McLeod for the Messrs.
Miller and this resolution was also an out-
growth of it. The sale of lands to Messrs.
Miller did not interfere with the lumbering
interests of Kent in anyway, but had in many
respects aided in the settlement of some dis-
tricts there, and had ‘given employment to
many poor men when other work was
scarce.

Mr. Willis said that the question was not
one of rights between Mr. McLeod and J
Miller, but was the policy of the Government
in regard to the Crown lands, a wise and
good one. He thought it was not, and went
on and condemned the policy of the Govern-
mert.

Mr. Davidson said he knew the lands which
had been disposed of to Messrs J & J Miller, .
and they were not fit for settlement or culti-
vation. He supported the land policy of the-
Government, and said that their action in
this connection was proper, and just such a
line as any prudent man of business would
have followed in the management of his own
affairs.

Mr Barbarie rose, but did not get fairly
under way when the debate was adjourned

until Friday at 2.30.
FRIDAY, March 24.

The House met at 10 o’clock.

After routine several bills were advanced




