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THE LEMIEUX ACT DID 
iW APPLY TO CASE

Full Text of Mr. Justice Stuart’s De
cision in Case- of United Mine 
Workers of America vs. Strath- 
cona Coal Company—Action For 
Damages For Breach of Contract.

According to the decision of Mr. 
Justice ytuert at tha..Supreme Court 
on Saturday the Lemieux Act does 
not apply to .the case of the United 
Mine Workers of America vs. the 
Strat'hoona Goal Company, an action, 
for damages instituted by the plain
tiffs on the ground of breach of con
tract. In giving judgment, Justice 
Stuart stated that while the action 
was dismissed On a technicality the 
plaintiffs could nrit hope to succeed" 
in their action in any event.

The following is the full text of Jus
tice Stuart’s judgment in the case :

“I had thought at one time of re
serving my judgment in this case for 
the purpose of giving carefully and in 
extenso my reasons for the judgment 
that 1 should give, because it is a* 
matter, I have no doubt, of very great 
interest to a great many people in 
the community and the action has 
been brought really, I presume, be
cause it is of such general interest, 
but I do not see that any advantage 
can be gained by reserving that deci
sion for the reason that my views in 
the matter as to the rights of the par
ties are quite clear, and I think I can 
give my reasons for the judgment I 
am about to give, as well now as at 
any later time.

“I may say, in the first place, that 
my only reason for not dismissing the 
United Mine Workers of America, 
District No. IS, from the case and 
from the record at the very opening 

'of the trial, and my reason also pos
sibly for not dismissing the action 
as a whole at the opening of the trial 
for the reasons I am going to give 
for dismissing it now, was because I 
did not want to leave the impression 
upon the plaintiffs, who are laboring 
men and members of the trades union, 
that their case was being treated un
ceremoniously or with contempt, and 
for that reason I have listened, I 
think, with some patience, not only 
to the evidence, but to the argument 
that has been advanced upon theiz 
behalf.

“There can be no dou’bt in the world 
as Mr. MacKie admitted at the close 
of his argument, that the United Mine 
Workers of America District No. 18 
can have no status in any court as- 
parties plaintiff or as parties to the 
action at all. It is not alleged in the 
statement of claim that they are a 
body corporate, and they are not prov
en a body corporate. The only per
sons that have a right to sue in court 
are individuals or bodies corporate 
who jtre given that right by statute. 
There is the exceptional case, of 
course, of trades unions registered un
der the Trades Unions Act. If the 
United Mine Workers of America Dis
trict No, 18 had «been registered under 
the Trades Union Act they would, ac
cording to the decision in the Taff 
Raihyaÿ case, no doubt have beep en
titled to be sued and I think correla- 
tively to sue in court But it is ad
mitted that they are not registered ; 
therefore they are a nondescript body 
as .far as *his Court is concerned and 
certainly their claim, as far as this 
action is concerned, must be dismiss
ed. . It is true Mr. MacKie referred 
me to certain cases in British Colum
bia in which actions seem to have 
been brought against the Western 
Federation of Miners or certain un
ions of that organization, but it does 
not appear from the records whether 
or not they were registered under the 
Tradga Union Act, and I am inclined 
to think," Iront reading the reports, 
that they were simply after all only 
representative actions because a large 
number oï individual defendants were 
joined as well as the Federation of 
Miners, and I do not think that those 
cases furnish any authority for saying 
that the United Mine Workers of Am
erica District No. 18 can bring city 
action or that they have any status 
in-court. For that reason in respect 
to>them the action will be dismissed 
with costs, if you can get them out of 
tiqti organization.

‘‘Now, with respect to the indivi 
dull plaintiffs the position is a bit 
mt&e serious one, and there is some
thing more to be said on their behalf.
T notice, however, that the statement 
of claim is very peculiarly drawn. It 
a l kg es that the United Mine Workers 
oi America District No. 18 are a labor 
organization and that the other plain
tiffs are coal miners, and that they 
made and executed the hereinafter 
mentioned agreement, and that up to 
the 27th day of February, 1908, were 
eidployees of the defendant company 
anid were members of District No. 18 
of the United Mine Workers of Amer
ica. It alleges that in pursuance of 
“An Act Respecting Conciliation and 
Labor,” being Chapter 96 of the Re
vised Statutes of Canada, 1906, certain 
differences between the plaintiffs and 
the defendant were referred to a board 
of-Conciliation. I am inclined to think 
that that allegation is made under a 
màapprehension, end that the refer
ence was really made to the Act with 
rej&ect to Industrial Disputes of 1907. 
Tlwn it goes on to allege as a result 
ofîthat reference that they plaintiffs 
acid defendant entered into and exe; 
cuàed a certain agreement which is 
seL forth and which 1 need riot read. 
Tl»je agreement, now'evfer, -purports to 
be;' between the defendant company 
a riff the employees of the company re
presented by the United Mine Work
ers of America District No. 18, and 
is '"really an agreement setting forth 
certain conditions, and certain terms 
to 'iwhioh the employees of the com
pany and the company itself agree 
to£be bound, terms with relation to 
the" rate of payment for mining coal, 
anii particularly the terms in Article 
Ntf. 6, that the company agreed to 
attend to timber, water and track. 
Then the statement of claim says that 
«."Contravention and violation oi this 
agreement the defendant company 
di'J not pay the plaintiff coal miners

mine semi monthly, which was one of
the termg of the agreement, but al
lowed periods of five weeks to elapse 
without paying them ;that on the 6th 
of February, the defendant company 
reduced the rate of .payment to the 
plaintiff coal miners from 33 1-3 cents’ 
per car, which was the rate stipulated 
in the agreement, to 28 cents per car, 
and that the defendant company re
fused to pay certain other rates of 
wages in respect of turning and 
opening rooms, etc. ; that the defend
ant company, without any just cause 
or reason and in contravention and 
violation of the agreement, particu
larly of the second paragraph thereof, 
discharged certain of their employees, 
three of • the plaintiffs ; and it goes 
on to allege that on the 25th of Feb
ruary, 1908, three of the plaintiffs who 
composed the pit committee referred 
to in the agreement and the discharg
ed plaintiffs met the pit boss and, 
treating him as the agent, I presume,

. of the defendant company, requested 
reinstatement for those who were dis
charged and that reinstatement was 
refused ; that the defendant company 
laid off certain of the plaintiff miners 
in contravention of the agreement ; 
that during the employment of the 
plaintiff coal miners the defendant 
company tin violation of the agree
ment, failed to keep the track in pro
per repair, condition and order ; failed 
to drain tire mine in proper manner, 
and that by reason of this failure the 
plaintiff coal miners were prevented 
from doing as much work and earn
ing as much money as they other
wise could and would have done. The 
statement of claim further alleges 
that the defendant company failed to 
properly and adequately timber its 
mine, so that the plaintiff coal miners 
had and were compelled to timber 
their own workings in the mine ; that 
on account of that the plaintiff coal 
miners were occasioned great loss of 
time; and it is alleged further that 
i;i consequence of these breaches by 
the defendant of this agreement, the 
plaintiffs generally have suffered dam
ages thereby; and there is the claim 
for $90 damages per day since the 
27th of February, 1908, until the date 
of judgment ; another claim for rein
statement of the coal miners in the 
defendant’s mine and another claim 
in the alternative for damages for $90 
a day during the term of the agree
ment; and there is another claim for 
additional damages for $978, on ac
count of the failure apparently to 
keep the track and mine in proper 
condition and "to supply timber.

“That is the substance of the state
ment of claim. I fail to see how, as 
that statement of claim is drawn, it 
can be said to set forth the cause 
6f action in any one of these indivi
dual cases. It is not alleged that 
thqse individual plaintiffs entered in
to a contract to mine coal for the de
fendant company except by a very 
remote inference, from the words that 
are used, and before even I could 
8ive judgment for the individual 
■plaintiffs it seems to me that the 
statement of claim would have to be 
completely revised so as to contain 
allegations that the plaintiff John 
Ordozy and the other plaintiffs separ. 
qtely and individually entered into a 
contract with the defendant company 
to mine coal in their mine, and that 
on or about the 23rd day of December, 
1907, the defendant company agreed 
tjiat with respect to those separate 
contracts made by these individual 
men certain conditions and ternis 
should apply hy virtue of this agree
ment which is pleaded here, and that 
that agreement was made on behalf 
oi each of the individual plaintiffs 
through persons who were their agents 
viz., the persons signing it, Mr. Sher
man and Mr. Galvin and the other 
persons whose signatures appear. And 
the revised statement of claim that 
1 have suggested would have to go on 
and say that those individual con
tracts were broken by the defendant 
company in the way, no doubt, that is 
set forth in paragraphs 9 and 10 of 
the statement of claim as it stands 
which deal particularly with the con
dition of the mine and the supply of 
timber. But 1 fail tto see liow 1 could 
give judgment on such a statement 
of claim as that unless an amend
ment were made along the lines I 
suggest. The rights of all these eigh
teen individual men liaye been placed 
in this record in one general state
ment as if they were a corporation 
themselves or perhaps as if tiiey were 
partners themselves, but they are 
neither a corporation nor partners. 
Each individual man, when he went 
into the employment of that company, 
made a separate contract of his own 
with that company to mine coal for 
them, and for breaches thereof, if 
there were breaches proven, there is 
no doubt in the world that these men 
would have been entitled to sue for 
damages and to recover them if the 
evidence justified the recovery.

“But even assuming that such a re
vision of the statement of claim were 
made so as to contain separate alle
gations in respect of each of Abe eigh
teen individual plaintiffs, there is still 
a question which has been raised by 
the defendant as to tile right of eigh
teen individual plaintiffs to sue in 
one action for the breach of eighteen 
separate contracts. It is quite impos
sible, in my view of the case, for the 
plaintiffs to succeed in their conten
tion that there was one individual 
contract. The contract is expressed 
as being made between the defendant 
company and the employees- of the 
company as represented, by the Unit
ed Mine Workers of America District 
Nfi. 18. The particular employees are 
net mentioned in it, and it spenis to 
me that ft is quite impossible for the 
plaintiffs to succeed in their conten
tion that this was one contract, a 
joint contract, because these eighteen 
plaintiffs never did jointly, agree to 
anything with the defendant com
pany. They did not go in as partners 
or as joint contractors in any way to 
mine coal for the company. They 
went into the employ of the defend
ant company at different times. They 
each, when they went into thr'employ 
of the company, made a separate con
tract with that company -to mine coal 
for them, and I do not think that 
those separate contracts could possi
bly be considered as turned into

t ,-be delayed for a moment or to ’ that is 
i slightest degree, in carrying out named
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t>e taken out of it even for the plain- their contract; if tiiey had wanted to 
tiffs is this, that on that date certain infist that the company must liave 
persons representing them agreed for tinfjifer there on thé spot ready for 
each of the eighteen individuals that them at every moment so that there 
the terms and conditions set forth in 'Would be no delay, they should have
this paper should govern the contracts 
which those eighteen individual men 
made and entered into with the de
fendant company for mining coal. 
That being so, there being eighteen 
distinct, individual contracts, the re
sult follows that for a breach of each 
of those eighteen individual contracts 
there would be a separate and-distittef 
right of action in the eighteen indi
vidual plaintiffs. Now, assuming that 
the revision of the eta terrien t of claim 
were made that 1 have suggested, we 
would still be face to face with the 
question whether these plaintiffs had 
any right to join in such an action as 
this. I have not anything to do with 
tlie ' policy of the law, whether the 
law is good law or bad law. I have 
s imply to deal with this case under 
the law as it stands and as I conceive 
it to be. Under our rules of practice, 
Kule 26, the law is that a number of 
plaintiffs may join in the same action. 
But I am face to face with the inter
pretation of that rule which was made 
in the House of Lords in the case of 
Smurthwaite vs. Hannay, which de
cides that that applies simply to a 
joinder of plaintiffs and not to a join
der of different rights of action. There 
is no doubt that here there are" eigh
teen distinct rights oi action in these 
eighteen different plaintiffs, and that 
the decision in Smurthwaite vs. Han
nay is exactly in point, and tire re
sult of it is that those eighteen rights 
of action can not be joined in one 
case. The defendants raised this ob
jection, and I think that they were 
entitled to raise it even as late as they 
did in view of the way that the action 
is brought, not merely by throwing in 
tile United Mine Workers of America 
District No. 18, who had no status at 
all, but by attempting to treat the 
whole affair as if it were one agree
ment and one right of action. So 
that I am bound to say, even aside 
from the merits of the case, I do not 
feel very much disposed, and 1 do 
not intend, to decide this case on this 
ground of the misjoinder of so many 
actions in one case.

“It is tue that it might have been 
inconvenient for each of these eigh
teen persons to have brought their 
action separately. It is true that if 
they had done so, an application 
might have been made for consolidat
ing the actions, and if that had been 
done I presume we would have had a 
proper statement of claim with re
spect to each man’s action, and we 
would have known what it -was he 
claimed individually ; 'but in view, as 
I say, of the way the whole tiling lias 
been thrown together, I do not think 
that I am treating the plaintiffs un
fairly at all in insisting upon* this 
point and giving judgment following 
Smurthwaite vs. Hannay. Indeed I 
do riot think I have any power to do 
otherwise than I am doin^ when Mr. 
Lavell, for the defendant, raised the 
point. The law is there, and I have 
to administer it as it is. He raised 
thé objection, and" it is clearly by the 
House of Lords a good objection, and 
I am bound" to follow it.

“I would like to say this, however, 
for the benefit of the plaintiffs, that 
this does not mean that they are to 
be forever pestered by this law even 
if it is a bad one. The English Rules 
have been changed, and if we had had 
the new English Rule which says : “All 
persons may be joined in one action 
as plaintiffs, in whom any right to 
relief in rçspect of or arising out of 
the same transaction or series of tran
sactions is alleged to exist, whether 
jointly, severally, or in the alterna
tive, where if such 'persons brought 
separate actions any common ques
tion of law or fact would arise ; pro
vided that, if upon the application oi 
any defendant it shall appear that 
Such joinder may embarrass or delay 
the trial of the action, the Court or a 
judge may order separate trials, .or 
matte such other order as may be- ex
pedient, and judgment may be given 
lor such one or more of the plaintiffs 
as may be found to be entitled to re
lief .for such relief as he or they may 
be entitled to, without any amend
ment.” Then the objection that the 
defendant raised could not have been 
raised and the plaintiffs would not 
have been met, at „ny rate, by the 
case of Smurthwaite vs. Hannay, up
on which I am resting my present 
decision. There is a possibility that 
these rules may be revised and made 
more conformable to the present Eng 
lish practice so that it is not a per
manent condition of affairs by any 
means.

“But to go to the merits of tile case, 
supposing 1 had overlooked this ob
jection and had agreed that these ac
tions might have 'been brought joint
ly, or supposing I bad had one of 
these individual plaintiffs here in an 
action alone, I should come to the 
conclusion that even then none <>; 
these individual plaintiffs could have 
succeeded. Tlie plaintiffs will, there
fore, have the satisfaction of knowing 
that 1 am giving judgment upon tlie 
merits of - the case as well as upon 
what they may think is a technicality. 
Even if I lmd been dealing, I say, 
with an individual action of one of 
these plaintiffs for damages for - a 
breach of the contract that they en
tered into with the defendant com
pany to mine coal, I do not see how 
they could succeed. Their contract 
was to mine coal in that mine at so 
much per car, and assuming that-this 
agreement of the 23rd of December, 
1997, was applicable to that'«Outrait 
which I speak of—and I think per
haps Mr. MacKie is right in saying 
that I should think it was applicable, 
and that the agency was thoroughly 
established by means of which it was 
made applicable—what is it that the 
defendant company agreed to do? All 
that is stated in that contract is that 
tlie company attends to timber, water 
and track. Now, that is very, very 
vague, extremely vague. It seems to 
me that if the plaintiffs, or the indi
vidual plaintiff which I am now 
speaking of, 'had desired to insist that 
this company should make their mine 
a perfect working machine, to work

joint contract by what happened on)like clockwork, so that they individr ,, . , , » ; ’ ^ ! .. fury iimiy"'- wu r 1 e" vt * - 11 Motet yesicrauy. tie naa cotmnl
re workiqg. in the _deienpÿnt s . the 23rd day of December, 1907, that1 ually, as part of that machine, should Me definitely known and described,1 suicide by drinking carbolic acid.

seen that, fmeh a stringent stipulait ton
eras inset toil in Hie agreement itself.
l nave to interpret tne a*,twmenu 
it stands and I have to interpret ft in 
a reasonable way, and my opiîtiôn is 
that the only fair interpretation of 
that clause is this, that the company 
agrees to keep this mine a implied in 
a reasonable manner with the neces
sary timber, to put in fjie necessary 
timber with reasonable peomf.ness, 
not with absolute promptness to wire 
very moment, but simply with rea
sonable promptness ; with respect to 
water, tiiey agree to keep that mine 
reasonably clear from water, riot, to 
keep, ft perfectly dry, but to keep it 
reasonably clear from water, so that 
there pill be no unreasonable interfer
ence with those men in the pursuance 
of their contract. The same applies 
to tile stipulation in regard to the 
track ; tiiey have to keep, I should 
say, Ihe track in reasonably fair con
dition, ^

,ow, what, are the facts? I ma 
bound to say that I find it impossible 
from the evidence to find that the 
track was not kept.in a reasonably fair 
condition. At any rate, it was kept 
in such condition that. some of these 
men were able to earn five or six dol
lars a day at times, and some of them 
said they earned on an average $4.50 
a day. With respect to water, taking 
the evidence of Landels, the pit boss, 
and balancing it with the evidence of 
the plaintiffs, I confess that I am un
able to come to the conclusion that 
the plaintiffs have proven, as the bur
den was upon them to. prove, that 
the water was not removed with rea
sonable promptness. There may have 
been some wet there; no doubt there 
was, but I do not think that the plain
tiffs, or the individual plaintiff of 
whom I am hypothetically speaking, 
has satisfied the burden that is on 
him of proving that there was any un
reasonable condition. The same ap
plies to the timber. There was delay, 
no doubt, but I confess I do not think 
they are entitled to come in and de
mand as their right that that mine 
should work as a piece of perfect ma
chinery and that there should be no 
delay whatever in putting up tlie tim
ber. As I have already said, if they 
wanted to put such a stringent burden 
on t!he defendant company they should 
have put it upon them by express 
words. They did not do that, and I 
find the fact that timber was attended 
to with reasonable promptness. It is 
true some of tlie plaintiffs say that 
they did attend to the timber them
selves, but I am, not convinced that 
they would have been doing anything 
else in the meantime.

“I want to make this observation, 
"r.owWer, tlij>t something was said 
during tire course -of. the trial about 
the amount these,men were earning. 
Those men were on.contract and they 
had, a perfect right to earn just as 
many dollars- a day as they could. They 
had a perfect right to make ten dollars 
a day if they cpul4 out of their con
tract, .if , tjjey. ..wu^id t<v„ and, there 
should .be .nothing.,, inferred ^gainât" 
them because they riiade a great deal. 
They have just as inuch right to make 
a good thing out of their contract as 
a railway contractor has to make out 
of a contract building a railway. But 
the fact still remains that tiiey did 
make what, was apparently a fair 
wage; and the fact, remains that 
the condition of the wine, as I find it 
to have been, ivifs, not an unreason
able one, and that thé delay in supply
ing timber was npt an unreasonable 
delay. That- is ali. I think, that tlie 
plaintiffs could ask. Perhaps I am 
repeating it too much, but I insist 
upon it that they have no right to 
ask that the whole affair should work 
so perfectly, at any rafe, under the 
agreement as it now stands. So that 
-even on the merits if any individual 
action may have been brought, I am 
of opinion that the plaintiff would not 
succeed in establishing -what he should 
establish in order to recover dam
ages.

“Just let me refer for a moment—it 
is scarcely necessary in view of so 
much being sard—to what is popularly 
-called tlie Lemieux act. In my view 
that act, which is technically called 
tlie Industrial Disputes and Investiga
tion act of 1907, has absolutely not a 
single thing to do with this. case. That 
act was passed for the purpose of pre
wiring industrial disputes' and for 
-preventing strikes and lockout, and 
■all it did was to provide for the esr, 
tabHshnient of a hoard of conciliation 
and to insist that before a party to a 
dispute should take any action which 
would interrupt trade, which would 
lead to the intevuptiqn of commerce, 
either by a strike or by a lockout, he 
must refer his case to a conciliation 
board, and if he does not do so it pro
vides he may be fined. It simply en
forces the parties to such a dispute to 
gu before a conciliation board and see 
if the matter cannot be arranged. It 
had no intention beyond that at all. 
There is not a single thing in the act 
which would give this agreement 
which is alleged here any higher effi
cacy, or authority than it would have 
had had it been entered into' quite 
apart from a meeting of any concilia
tion hoard. Mr. MacKie referred to 
section 62. but I can find nothing in 
that section which would make this 
agreement any more- binding than it 
would have been otherwise. In fact, 
1 rather think ,tliat the act is just a 
little misleading when it speaks of’ 
parties, as it does in section 62, being 
bound as upon an award made -pursu 
ant to a référencé to arbitration, be
cause in nearly every case, that is cas
es in which I have had experience, the 
parties to such a dispute arc, in the 
first place, thq employer who is gen
erally a definite person or a corpora
tion, and on the other hand the em
ployees, an indefinite body, represent
ed by some trades union, not incor
porated, not registered. So. that the 
use of that expression, parties being 
bound upon an award, is to my mind— 
I think I understand the act—a little 
misleading, because it is very difficult, 
just as we find here, to see how such 
parties as the trkdes union can be 
bound civilly when they cannot sue or 
cannot be sued. Possibly by means of 
the principle of agency, if the parties

, the individual employees are 
and the document is signed hy 

persons who are recognized as their 
agents, they might be bound. In fact, 
in the judgment I have just given, I 
have practically admitted that, when 
1 ruled against Mr. Laveli's objec
tion, there was no agency in-this case 
for signing the agreement of Decem
ber 23rd; but, at any rate, however 
that may be, it is quite clear to my 
mind that there is nothing in the act 
which places such an agreement as 
this on any higher position than it 
would be had it been entered into quite 
irrespective of the act altogether.

“For these reasons I think the ac
tion will have to be dismissed entirely 
with costs.’' .....g. r - , 7

300 OF BRITAIN’S PRIDE 
IN NAVAL MANOUVRES

Demonstration in British Channel 
and North Sea of Means Which 
Would Be Employed in Repelling 
Sudden German Attack.

New York, June 29—The New York 
Herald correspondent in a special 
cable from London today says :—

The great naval manoeuvers that 
are to begin next week when more 
them three hundred vessels will be 
mobilized on a war footing for a fort
night’s operations in the English 
channel and North sea will be the most 
interesting ever held and the result 
will be watched with more than usual 
interest by foreign powers. They have 
been designed with one great purpose 
in view"—to test the ability of the 
ships in permanent commission in 
home waters to repel the combined 
attack of the German navy delivered 
without warning. This fact is as well 
understood in Berlin as here and for 
that purpose the attacking fieet has 
been made to approximate as closely 
to the strength oi the German navy at 
the present time as possible. Lord 
Charles Beresford is in supreme com
mand and a very great deal of inde
pendence is to be left to the command
ing officers of the various fleets to 
carry out operations as seems most 
desirable to them.

Centre of Interest.
The centre of interest on this occa

sion will be the Dreadnought ,a sthis 
is the first occasion upon which this 
ship has taken part in manoeuvres 
under war conditions. There is a gen
eral feeling in the navy that ships of 
this class are not sufficiently protect
ed from attack by torpedo boats, and 
these maneoeuvres should go far to 
demonestrate the truth or falsity of 
this belief. The whole of the signal
ling stations along the south and east 
coast will be manned during the man
oeuvres but nothing in the nature of 
attacks on the coasts is looked for, 
the ships remaining well out to sea the 
whale time.

While on this topic I may add that 
I learn the reluctance of the govern
ment to bring th equarrelsome admir
als of the channel fleet to their senses 
is due to the approach of a violent dis
cussion that will fake place over the 
next naval estimate. Little has been 
heard \of this subject lately# ■ bub-tiw- 
cible arguments oh both sides fire be
ing silently arrayed, and when the 
season-is over there will rise -the fierc
est and most bitter controversy that 
has ever taken place over tlie British 
navy. On one side there is a very 
large and influential section who con
sider that a large and immediate in
crease in the navy is imperative. On 
the other there is a small but violent 
and determined body ol opinion which 
will fight to the last ditch against any 
increased expenditure on the navy.

Are Alive to Trouble.
The authorities are alive to the com

ing of this controversy and their cau
tion in dealing with Lord Chas. Beres
ford and Sir Percy Scott is dire to their 
anxiety to have these admirals free 
to take part in the bigger" navy cam
paigns.

It is not exaggeration to say that 
the fate of the overhment depends up
on this naval discussion. They are 
in a peculiarly difficult position. They 
will lie in danger if they do not con
sent to a large expenditure on Dread- 
naughts. If they do consent their 
schemes oi social betterment including 
old pensions must be dropped. It can 
be imagined with what dread the gov 
ernment, contemplates the coming nav
al campaign and their anxiety not to 
interfere at present in the personal 
quarrels of popular admirals more than 
if ley can help.

RUSH OF LADIES TO PAY DUTY.

Scare in Chatham is Enriching Coun
try’s Treasury.

Chatham, Ont., June 29—Ten more no
tices have been sent out by the local 
customs officers to Chatham women who 
have been smuggling goods from Detroit, 
making a total of 30 notices issued. The 
women notified are all settling their 
cases by paying the duty on the goods 
smuggled. Already 15 of them have paid 
up, in amounts ranging from 50 cents to 
$0. Several women who did not receive 
notices, but who were guilty of smug
gling, have been so frightened that tliev 
havc gonerto the customs office and paid 
the duty on the stuff they purchased 
over the border. The present campaign 
'has made smuggling very unpopular. 
The present offenders are being let off 
by paving the duty only, whereas they 
are legally liable to pay also the price of 
the goods and ^ fine of not less than $50 
ifnd not more "than $500.

* The collector of customs, D. K. Far- 
quharson, announces that the next lot 
of people caught smuggling will have to 
suffer the full penaty of the law, as 
he intends to make police court cases 
out of every of every future offence.

Ball Player Badly Hurt.
Newark, N.J., June 29.—James Mur

ray, right fielder of the Buffalo East
ern League team, is, in St. James hos
pital, Newark, with a fracture of the 
skull, as a result of being - hit by a 
pitched ball in the game with Newark 
to-day. He is in a serious condition.

One More Unfortunate.
Port Hope, Ont.,. June 29 —William 

Wallace, a moulder, aged 45 years, cf 
Toronto, out of work, was found dead 
in a shed at the rear'of the Queen’s 
hotel yesterday. He had committed

MARVELLOUS GROWTH 
OF DAIRY INDUSTRY

J. A. Ruddick, Canada's Foremost Au
thority, Tells a Story of Gratifying 
Development—What is Being Done 
"m Alberta To Swell the Country’s 
Trade.. •

J. A. Ruddick, dairy and coal storage 
commissioner of -the Dominion in a lec
ture before the May Court Club at Ot
tawa recently, went into the history of 
the dairying industry and its importance 
to Canada.

In the course of his remarks he said: 
There are not many persons in this 

audience, or in the whole Dominion, 
for that matter, who do not derive eith
er directly or indirectly .some benefit 
from this great industry which has con
tributed so largely to the prosperity of 
Canadian agriculture. This assertion 
will be the more readiv believed when 1 
state that the total value of the products 
of the Canadian dairies, including milk, 
butter, cheese and condensed milk, am
ounts to something like $100,000,000 an
nually.

Following the trend of events ra
ther than geographical sequence, let us 
now turn our attention to the West for 
a fetr minutes. In Manitoba, organized 
dairying began to make headway about 
1894, and there are now a fair number 
of cheese factories and creameries -n 
that province. In what was then the 
territories of Assiniboia and Saskatche
wan, there were at one time 14 creamer
ies in active operation, but the reign of 
King Wheat has proved inimical to the 
growth of the dairy industry, and ’t 
has not been developed extensively in 
what is now the province of Saskatche
wan.
.Proceeding westward into Alberta, we 

find more favorable conditions, especial
ly in that section of the province lying 
between Calgary and Edmonton, where 
the progress of the dairy industry has 
kept pace with the settlement of the 
country. Beginning in 1896, the increase 
lias been steady and substantial, with 
the result that today there are 45 
creameries and eight cheese factories i 
the sunny province of Alberta. There is 
every indication that northern Alberta 
will become one of the best dairy sec
tions of Canada.
; These two western provinces have 

been tile scene of a unique and ra
ther abrupt departure from- the line 
which has generally been followed by 
governments in assisting agricultural 
effort. A few creameries had bee 
started in the early nineties as private 
or co-operative ventures, but at the end 
of two or three years, they were, for var
ious reasons, and without exception, 
acknowledged to be failures. The new 
settlers, who were depending almost 
wholly on dairying as a means of liveli
hood , were in a serious position, be
cause, while it was possible for them to 
make butter on their farms, their fa
cilities were very poor, and there was no 
way bv which the individual farmer 
Could find profitable market for his but
ter at that time.

: The Dominion government came to 
the rescue, and the dairy commission
er was authorized by the, honorable the 
minister of agriculture to take over the 
management of the existing creameries, 
to.advance sufficient money to pay their 
[reusing debts, and to make loans for 
ic equipment cf new creaiuppies that 
oitld come under thé sanie manage

ments Confidence was at once restored 
and under expert supervision the busi
ness grew and prospered so that the de
partment of agriculture was able, at the 
end of 1905, to give up the active control 
of a large number of creameries which 
had been assisted to a position of inde
pendence and stability.. New markets 
had been found for the butter in the 
Orient and in the Yukon, and a reputa
tion had been established that is of 
great value to the industry in that part 
of the country today. The money which 
Was advanced to the creamery associa
tions has all been repaid except a few 
trifling amounts.

The new provincial governments are 
following the policy adopted by the 
federal authorities, and with a modified 
plan continue to -foster the industry. 
Knowing the circumstances, as 1 do, I 
have no hesitation in asserting that tlijs 
action on the part of the government, 
call it paternalism if you like, saved 
what was then known as “The Territor
ies’’ from a most serious setback, and 
carried the early settlers over the most 
critical and trying period of their ex
perience.

Crossing the Great Divide into British 
Columbia, we find a successful creamery 
bttiness etablished at different points *n 
the fertile Okanagan valley, along the 
Lower 1* raser river, and on .Vancouver

Thus we see that the dairy indus
try is well established in. every prov
ince of the Dominion from the At
lantic to the Pacific. The total num
ber of cheese factories and creameries 
in Canada at present is 4,355. Of this 
number, 1,281 are in the province of 
Ontario ,and 2,896 are in Quebec, leaving 
265 fairly evenly distributed among tlie 
other seven provinces. The factories in 
Ontario average much larger than those 
in the other provinces.

Tlio firt cheese was exported from 
Canada to Great Britain in 1864. The 
shipments grew year by year and reach
ed the maximum in 1963, when the total 
value of the butter and cheese exported 
amounted to the sum of $31,667,561.

The slight falling off in the quantity 
exported during Ihe last year or two lias 
been attributed to a decline of the in
dustry, but the true reasons for it arc 
much more satisfactory and are real I.v 
a cause for congratulation. The large 
growth in mu- population- and the in

creased purchasing power of the people 
generally, eajaly açcotint foi- tile1, de
crease in the exports. * '

There is ho reason why the dairy 
industry should not be largely extend
ed in every province of the Dominion 
I have visited every important dairy 
country in the world, except Siberia, 
and am bound to say none of them are 
better fitted by. nature for successful 
dairying than Canada is. With climate 
which produces healthy, vigorous ani
mals, notably free from epizootic dis
eases, with a fertile soil for the growing 
of fodder crops and pasture, with 
abundance of pure water, and n plenti
ful supply of ice for all purposes of the 
dairy, we have almost ideal conditions 
and advantages which should be of great 
assitunce in holding a fair share of the 
world's trade in dairy products.

Great Britain is-our chief market for 
butter and cheese, although we send 
comparatively small quantities to New
foundland, Bermuda, the West Indies, 
British Guiana, Mekiqo and South Af
rica. We also sell some butter in the 
Orient ,and of late years a small quan
tity has gone to Germany.

The quantity of butter and cheese 
annnunlly imported into Great Britain 
is enormous. The value of tlpo butter 
alone amounts to over $100,009.000, of 
which the little kingdom of Denmark 
supplies nearly one-half. Siberia comes 
next and is credited with over $ 15,000 - 
000 worth, closely followed by Australia. 
Next in the order of importance are 
France, New Zealand, Sweden, The 
Netherlands. Canada, the United States 
and Argentina. Small and irregular 
quantities are received from" some’other 
countries. It will probable surprise 
many of you to hear that the dairymen 
of Iceland send occasional shipments of 
creamery butter to Scotland.

The value of the cheese annually im
ported into Great Britain is a little over 
$33,000,000, of which Canada has the dis
tinction of furnishing 72 per cent, if 
the whole 84 per cent, of the kind which . 
we. make. The other countries from 
which supplies of cheese are obtained 
are New Zealand. The Netherlands, 
United States. France, Switzerland. 
Italy and Australia. These facts are im
portant especially in regard to butter 
because they show us what a great field 
there is for a further extension of our 
butter trade. Canadian butter stands 
high in tlie British market, not only 
for its superior quality, but because our 
laws relating to its manufacture and 
sale are the most stringent of anv 
country in the world and are a si and* 
ing guarantee of its absolute purity. I 
need hardly say that Canadian cheese 
easily ranks first in quality among the 
imports into Great Britain of the class 
to Which it belongs.

The compartive food values of milk 
and cheese are becoming better known 
and as this appreciation, grows as it 
should, these products will enter more 
largely into our daily dietry. than they 
do at present. A quart of good milk is 
said to be equal in food, value to a 
pound of meat, and one pound of well 
ripened cheese contains as much nourish
ment as two and a half pounds of the 
best beefsteak ; therefore, milk at 12 
cents a quart and cheese, at 20 cents a 
pound are among the cheapest of foods, 
compared with the present prices of oth
er things.

The governments of Canada, both fe
deral and provincial, have been liberal 
in their policies concerning the dairy 
industry. It has been generally agreed 
that the provincial Siithorifles should 
undertake all work which is educational 
in character, while the Dominion gov
ernment deals with questions pertaining 
to markets, transportation and cold stor
age, or what may bfe termed the com
mercial side of the industry. The Do
minion government also assumes the re
sponsibility for the enactment and the 
administration of the laws relating It, 
the manufacture, sale and exportation 
of dairy products.

All the provincial departments of ag
riculture .except Nova Scotia, have re
gularly organized dairy divisions. Dairy 
schools are maintained in Ontario, Que
bec, New Brunswick and Manitoba. Ex
perts are employed who visit the cheese 
factories and creameries during the 
working season, for the purpose of giv- 
inj^ instructions to the cheese or buffer 
makers and to advise with those in 
charge of factories on questions of gen
eral management. Canada was the first 
country in the world td adopt this- sys
tem of factory instruction ,and there 
are now nearly 100 of these experts em
ployed by the different provincial gov
ernments. Much of our success in- 
eheee-making can be attributed to Ibis 
system of factory instruction.

The Dominion officials -endeavor to 
keep in touch with the tendencies and 
requirements of the markets to whirl, 
our butter and cheese are shipped, and 
to disseminate among tlie cheese and 
butter makers such information as may 
be acquired with that end in view.

A large staff of men are employed un
der the dairy and cold storage commis
sioner, who watch and report on the 
handling of butter and cheese from the 
time it leaves the factory in Canada un
til it. reaches the consumer in Great 
Britain. The information thus collected 
and passed on to those who may be in
terested, or who are responsible for the 
defects which have liven poted, and as 
a result there is constant improvemenl 
being made, not only in the quality -,f 
the butter and cheese ‘ and in the ap
pearance. and style of the packages bid 
also in the services provided by tin' 
transportation companies. The cold stor
age services, both on laud and sea, 
which were inaugurated through the in
itiative of the department of agrieul- 
ture, at the head of which is the Him. 
Sydney lisher, who is our chairman 
this evening, have been of incalculable 
benefit to tlie dairying industries.

;
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Learn To Save
Many people are good workers but poor savers. Leam to 
save in the working days—and thus provide for the days 
when sickness and old age come.
The best provision is a Savings Account in the Traders 
Bank. $1 .UU opens an account, on which interest is com
pounded 4 fames a year.
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Mr. Oliver—This has heel 
illuminating debate not on! 
gard to the immediate qu
indemnifying the govern 
their action, but as giving 
illustration of" the effect of 
and administration of th, 
ment upon the well lining of 
try. The , statement has b 
by gentlemen opposite t 
prosperity and progress of 
during the last few year 
natural causes and was not 
degree due to the policy or 
trstion of the government. 
as there was a general wav 
périt y - throughout tlie w 
that must be admitted—the 
the policy or administration 
government upon the affairs 
ada was not so easily eapab 
monstration, although (of co
al ways believe) that wise ad| 
tion of wisp measures must 
ily have some beneficial i ff 
the people of Canada. 
Government Policy Shown.

However-, there arose an 
which threw into strong oo, 
the policy of tile govern men 
one hand and its results, 
policy of the opposition on 
There was an ebb in the ti? 
peiity; there came a sudden 
expected period „f tinaueia 
gency. It cattle without wart 
it came not only to Canada I 
United States, where it ,w„

,strongly marked than in oi 
country. My lion, friend (\ 
shutt) lias said that the wart 
sufficient and that the gov 
should have provided for wl 
about, to take place. Well 
ernment of Canada is an able 
ment ; il has managed the but 
Canada during the past twe] 
satisfactorily to the peop, 
there are heights to which it 
yet attained and it is not"gif 
the s])irit of prophecy. Tt 
government of Canada shoub 
no fore-knowledge of events j 
financial world, of which tin 
financial magnates of Wall, 
wel-e oblivions, is. not seriously 
discredit of the government 
ada. Tile wreck of banking 
tions hi New York, the mom- 
geney that prevailed in Amer, 
in Europe, all nune without tl| 
ing a possibility of g’mnding 

•such Condition’s by those m 
terested. Canada was affected 
much because of 'conditions 
herself as front the reflex of| 
tioils elsewhere, and the dej 
occurred at a most critical 1 
tlie year’s ousinets when the 
crops required to lie moved. 
Crop Movement Ceased.

It is not desirable that we 
argue or enlarge unduly up, 
conditions that existed, hut it 
fact that is on record that t 
south' of tlie line, in the prairie 
of the .west» for a time the mo' 
of tffè" crop actually Ceased,, i 
cause there was no crop to mo 
because there was no market f 
crop, but because, owing to w 
may call a panic, tlie finance 
not available to move the crop, 
condition, which existed south 
line, was approximated north 
line, and whereas the wheat 
had opeqod in the Canadian we 
the close of tlie harvest at 
Price, or rather, over tire or 
Price because of tlie extract 
demand across the Atlantic, y, 
in* to tile financial conditioi 
stated by the hon. member f, 
kirk (Mr. S. J. Jackson), tlie 
had seen fit to restrict the 
tiiey had ordinarily given t 
buyers of tlie we-'t.
The Farmers’ Predicament.

While the value of grain had 
ally increased, si point was1 r,
1 atm in October or early in Nov 
when tlie grain buyers at Wi 
called a meeting and asked tl 
presentations should be made 
government that unless then1 
some immediate relief from the 
eial Conditions then threatened 
buying throughout the west 
have to pease. If was not à 
of price, priee of grain at tin 
mate market, F suppose had no 
as high for years as they wen 
fall; hut had the fear of the 
buy ing interests in Winnipeg 
realized, had the supply of 
necessary to handle tlie crop be, 
off, it mattered not whether the 
nf wheat was $1 or $1.50 in Live, 
it was not immediately worth 
thing to the farmer in the Can 
W est miles'; he could sell it. 
could not pay his debts with i 
could not buy his supplies; v 
was coming on, his notes were du 
supplies Had to be purchased an 
condition facing the western eo 
at that time was a condition th, 
tlie evidence of responsible men 
lias been placed before the H 
was an absolute shutting dow 
trade at the most critical time i 
year's business.
Could Not Ship From Lake Port

It t-s not necessary to go int< 
details of how trade was affected 
is. however, a fact, and tbit 
haps bring the matter very str 
to the attention of the House, ti 
a certain time there were mi 11 in] 
bushels- of wheat, in 4he elevato 
Fort William and Pott Arthur 
vessels nanti» to Fort William 
Port Arthur light to load with v 
lor-eastern lake ports and had 
away light because the men 
owned the wheat were unable to 
lease it and provide for its transp 
lion across the lake. Wiy need 
go into tlie conditions more d 
than that. When 1 make that i 
nient 1 state conditions that any 
acquainted with the facts will, ri 
to have been very serious. W 
grain blockade at Fort William 
Port Arthur, with the lines of ei 
to the grain buyers restricted, t 
could be only one result, a stop] 
of trade throughout tlie west, 
hon. gentlemen interested in th, 
dustry and enterprise and comm 
of Eastern Canada will realize 
effect that must necessarily have
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