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of necessity, in the slightest degree, but of choice, Bnrpee (Sunbury),
in which yon conjoin the office of a Minister whose Cameron (Huron
duties cali him to be in Ottawa, with the office of Cartright,
High Cemmissioner, whose duties call him to be in London. Caeey,
That is an arrangement, not of a necessary and temporary Caturai
character, but of choice-the permanent conjunction of two Charlton,
inconsistent and incompatible offices. Then, the bon. Davies,
gentleman says there is nothing at all in the objection that De St Georges,
the High Commissioner is under the control of the Minister
of Agriculture, qucad his duties in regard to imamigration.
Why, he says Lord Spencer is under the control of the Allison (Hanta),
Chief Secretary for Ireland. Well, we know there has been Amyot,
considerable discussion upon that subject. We know that Baker (Victoria),
the Chief Secretary for Ireland has not been, until late years, Beaty,
a mem ber of the Cabinet, and therefore the Lord Lieutenant en,
has been the chief Executive officer. We know that, in con- Bergin,
sequence of the extraordinary condition of affairs in Irel-and, Billy,
the Chief Secretary for Ireland was made a member of the Cab-Blduc,
inet when Mr. Forster was made Chief Secretary; and we know Bowell,
that that condition of things, under which there was some- Bryson,
thîug lhke a co-ordinate authority between the Lord Lieu- Burns,
tenant having a seat in the Cabinet as well as the Chief Cameron (Inverness),
Secretary, has been the subject of considerable criticism. Cameron (Victoria),
Some people have said that the divided authority was not Caron,
quite the thing, and that there has been a considerable weak- Chapleau,
ening of the Lord Lieutenant's authority. The experi ment Cimon,
has been regarded as not altogether successful. But I do Cochrane,Colby,
not think the analogy bears ont. flere we have a statutory Ooetigau,
arrangement, under which the High Commissioner is under Cougblin,
the control of the Minister of Agriculture. That is an Coursol,
entirely different thing from the arrangement, indefinite ard tdt,
elastic as it is, between the Lord Lieutenant and the (jhief Daust,
Secretary for Ireland. The High Commissioner is an officer of Dawson,Minister of Agriculture. He is bound to obey that M Dikinsonthe MnseofArclueli sbudt bytt ii-Dodd,
ter's instructions; he is not a Cabinet Minister at all; but ho Dugas,
reports to one of the Ministers. I say that the argument
of my hon. friend has not been in the slightest degree at- Minislerial.
tacked in that respect. Then the hon. gentleman says you Bain (Soulanges)
are complaining that this arrangement is continued; but
you ought to find out whether it is going to be continued or Bereon,
not before you express an opinion. How could we find out? Gaut,
Does the bon. gentleman pretend to say that he would Wlite (Hastings
answer the question, if we asked ? We know that it is going Bai nard,
to e continued; we know that it is continuing to-night; efous,
we know that it is to go on to-morrow; we know
that it is to go on until the end of the Session ; and Supply.
we know that after the Session is over, the Eigh
Commissioner is Io return to London, because the
hon. Minister of' Finance bas told us that lie is fe RIéWY N
go and continue bis negotiations, and because the papers
which have been laid on the Table shows that he is preparMs
ing his mansion net a mansion in the skies, of course, but 68. Prince Arthu
a mansion in the fogs of London. Therefore, ait the indices Sir RItCHAR D C.
are quite sufficient to show that the arrangement is, to, be man wiIl explain to
continued. But if the hon. gentleman informs us that it 18, this, $500,000o. 1 he
to be discontinued, I shall advise my bon. friend te, with- this had ail been fin
draw lis motion; but if lie cannot give us that assurance, Sir CHAIRLES T
I will advise my hon. friend to divide the Houe on the r bu
motion, because this arrangement, which wias objectionable ight but ide tiI un
from, the start, which lias been demonstrated from its incep- bas prvedt ad wi

liase, adwil

tien to be a wrong, is3 a wrong that is about to be conti nued, the work that retua
and that ouglit te be diiscontînued by tlie vote of this buse. Arthur's Landing ai

Axnendment (Mr. fr.ils) negatived on the following mection "lB"' to be fi
division :-required t be co
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again, resolved itself into Committee of

(In the Committee.)
CANALS-CHARGEABLE TO CAPITAL.

RAILWAYS.

anadian Pacifie Railway.
r's Landing to Red River.... $500,000 00

IRTWRIGHT. Perhaps the hon. gentie-
us in detail what he proposes to do with
'i supposed that, by bis arrangement,
ally handed over to the Company.
UPPER. The hon. gentleman is quite
derstand that it requires the money to
ill the same, under the contract which

the Company for the construction of
ined to be performed, between Prince
id Red River. There is not orly the
inished, but there are the works that
mpleted under the previous contracts.
uired to settle the section "B" contract,
the payment to the Canadian Pacifie
for completing this section of road, as
which has been laid upon the Tablé.
CARTWRIGHT. That is about 100
ot? The part that remains-how much
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