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of necessity,
in which you conjoin the office of a Minister whose
duties call him to be in Ottawa, with the office of
High Commissioner, whose duties call him to be in London.
That is an arrangement, not of a necessary and temporary
character, but of choice—the permanent conjunction of two
inconsistent and incompatible offices. Then, the hon.
gentleman says there is nothing at all in the objection that
the High Commissioner is under the control of the Minister
of Agriculture, qucad his duties in regard to mmmigration.
‘Why, he says Lord Spevcer is under the control of the
Chief Secretary for Ireland. Well, we know there has been
considerable discnssion upon that subject. We know that
the Chief Secretary for Ireiand has not been, until late years,
a member of the Cabinet, and therefore the Liord Lieutenant
has been the chief Executive officer. We know that, in con-
sequence of the extraordinary condition of affairs in Ireland,
the Chief Secretary for Ireland was made a member of the Cab-
inet when Mr. Forster wasmade Chief Secretary; and we know
that that condition of things, under which there was some-
thing hike a co-ordinate authority between the Lord Lieu-
tenant having a seat in the Cabinet as well as the Chief
Secretary, has been the subjoct of considerable criticism.
Some people have said that the divided authority was rot
quite the thing, and that there has been a considerable weak-
ening of the Lord Lieutenant’s anthority. The experiment
has been regarded as mnot altogether successfal. But 1 do
not think the analogy bears out. Here we Lave a statutory
arrangement, under which the High Commissioner is under
the control of the Minister of Agriculture. That is an
entirely different thing from the arrangement, indefinite ard
elastic as it is, between the Lord Lieutenant and the Chief
Secretary for Ireland. The High Commissioner is anofficer of'
the Minister of Agriculture. He is bound to obey that Minis-
ter’s instructions; he is not a Cabinet Minister at all; but ho
reports to one of the Ministers. I say that the argument
of my hon. friend has not been in the slightest degree at-
tacked in that respect. Then the hon. gentleman says you
are complaining that this arrangement is continued; but
you ought to find out whether it is going to be continued or
not before you express an opinion. How could we find out?
Does the bon. gentleman pretend to say that he would
answer the question, if weasked? We know that it is going
to be continued; we know that it is continuing to-night;
we know that it is to go on to-morrow; we know
that it is to go on until the end of the Sessioun; and
we know that after tho Session is over, the High
Commissioner is 10 rveturn to London, because the
hon. Minister of Finance has told us that he is to
go and continue bis negotiations, and because the papers
which have been laid on the Table shows that he is prepar-
ing his mansion - not a mansion in the skies, of course, but
a mansion in the fogs of Lendon. Therefore, all the indices
are quite sufficient to show that the arrangement is to be
continued, But if the hon. gentleman informs us that it is
to be discontinued, I shall advise my hon, friend to with-
draw his motion; but if he cannot give us that assurance,
I will advise my hon. friend to divide the House on the
motion, becanse this arrangement, which was ohjectionable
from the start, which has been demonstrated from its incep-
tion to be a wrong, is a wrong that isabount to be continued,
and that ought to be discontinued by the vote of this House.

Amendment (Mr, Mills) nogatived on the following
division :— ,

Yaas:
Yessieurs
Allen, Fairbank, Meclsasc,
Allison (Lennox), Fleming, McMullea,
Armstrong, Forbes, Mills,
Auger, Geoffrion, Paterson (Brant),
Bain (Wentworth), @illmor, Platt,
Bécbard, Gunn, Rinfret,
Bhkeh Harley, Robertson (Shelburne),
r, BLAKE,

in the slightest degree, but of choice,"

Barpee (Sunbury), Innes, Somerville (Brant),
Cameron (Hurou), Irvine, Somerville (Bruce),
Oameron (Middlesex), Jackson, Springer,
Cartwright, King, 8utherland (Oxford),
Casey, Kirk, Thompson,
Casgrain, Landerkin, Trow,
Catudal, Lister, Vail,
Charlton, Livingstone, Watson,
Davies, McCraney, Weldon,
De St. Georges, McIntyre, Wilson,—51.
Navs:
Messieurs
Allison (Hants), Farrow, MeLelan,
Amyot, Ferguson (Leeds&Gren)McNeill,
Baker (Victoria), Ferguson (Welland), Méthot,
Beaty, Fortin, Moffat,
Belleau, Foster, Montplaisir,
Benoit, Gigsnft, O’ Brien,
Bergin, Girouard, Orton,
Billy, Gordon, Paiat,
Blondeau, Grandbois, Pingonneault,
Bolduc, Guillet, Reid,
Bowell, Hackett, Riopel,
Bryson, Hall, Robertson (Hamilton),
Barpham, Hay, Ross,
Burans, Hesson, Royal,
Cameron (Inverness), Hickey, Shakespeare,
Cameron (Victoria), omer, Small,
Carling, Hurtean, Smyth,
Caron, Ives, Sproule,
Chapleau, Jamieson, Stairs,
COimon, Kaulbach, Taylor,
Cochrane, Kinney, Temple,
Oolby, Kranz, Tilley,
Costigan, Landry (Montmagoy), Tupper (Pictoun),-
Coughlin, Langevin, Tyrwhitt,
Coursol, Lesage, Vanas-e,
Outhbert, Macdonald (King's), Wallace (Albert),
Daly, Macdon-1d (Sir Juha), Wallace (Yorck),
Daoast, MecDonald (CapeBreton)White (Reatrew),
Dawson, Mackictush, Wiiliams, .
Dickinson, Msacm:llan (Middlesex), Wood (Brockrille),
Dodd, McCallum, Wood (West'lana).—95.
Dugas, McDougald,
PArs :
Ministerial. Messieurs Opposition.

Baia (Soulanges), Soriver,

Massue, Bernier,

Bergeron, Bourassa,

Benson, Cockburn,

Gault, Campbell (Renfrew),

White (Hastings), Mulock,

Batnard, Holton,

Abbott, Yeo.

The House, then again, resolved itself into Committee of
Supply.
(In the Committee.)
RAILWAYS AND CANALS—CHARGEABLE TO CAPITAL.
Ramways.
Uanadian Pacific Railway.
68. Prince Arthur’s Landing to Red River.... $600,000 00
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps the hon. gentie-
man will explain to us in detail what he proposes to do with
this $500,000. I had supposed that, by his arrangement,
this had all been finally handed over to the Company.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. geutleman is quite
right, but he will understand that it requires the money to
bo provided to pay all the same, under the contract which
has been made with the Company for the constraction of
the work that rewained to be performed, between Prince
Arthur’s Landing and Red River. There is not only the
section “ B” to be finished, but there are the works that
required to be completed under the previous contracts.
This $500,000 is required to settle the section “ B ” contract,”
and to provide for the payment to the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company, for completing this section of road, as
per the agreement which has been laid upon the Table.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is about 100
miles, I think, is it not? The part that remains—how much
isit?



