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and earnest effort should be made for its Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is another
removal, hon. gentlemen opposite were in question altogether.
power, and they did not make that vigorous, Mr. MeMULLEN. They were not at all,
active and determined effort to have it re- as the hon. leader of the Opposition knows.
moved. The result was, that the English One suggestion was that several of the
Government passed the embargo into a lerIs shipped to England should be slaugh-
statutory enactnent, so that its removal.. tered in order to aseertain whether pleuro-
if made at ail, has to be made by a re- pnuemonia existed in Canada or not. Can
pealing Act of the British Parlianient. the hon. leader of the Opposition say that
Under these circumstances, the present Min- that suggestion was carried out ?
ister of Agriculture, seeing that England
had proceeded in the determmnation of per- .. rCaLE tion.
petuating that condition of things, made the pracîlcable suggestion.
very best move lie could niake. That was Mr. MeMULLEN. It was not carried out,
to secure the closest, most liberal and most and the reason was that it would be too
unrestricted intercourse for the sale of cat- great an expense to do so The ex-Minister
tle between Canada and the United States , of Agriculture (Mr. Montaguein presenting
and lie has done that. But what was the tie c>ase to the Ilouse, did not do it fairly.
cause of the eimbargo in the tirst place ? LHon. gentlemen opposite oecupied the Trea-
W'as it because there were no quarantine sury benches when the opportunity existed
regulations between Canada and the United for the removal of the embargo. and neglect-
States ? It was because. althougli they did ed that opportunity. They did not exert
exist. they were so loosely, recklessly and theiselves as earnestly or zealiously as they
carelessly administered by hon. gentlemen _ougt to have done to get that embargo re-
opposite, wlien they were lu power, and the moved. The present Government, however,
English Minister of Agriculture became entered office after the embargo had taken
aw-are of the fact. a statutory fori, and when the prospect of

getting it removed was much less than when
Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no. it was in the form of a scheduling otder.
Mr. McMULLEN. That has been proved Tlîat is the difference.

over and over again in this House, and the SCHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gen-
documents will bear out what I say. tieman is entirely uistaken in the view lie

Mr. MONTAGUE. If the hon. gentleman îar amisn terti. The papers
vill permit me, I will say that, on some110 hrugtdowncan(i lail e Tae oate

future occasion, I will bring a letter whieh
was sent to me by the present president of flouse of Gommons by the Imperiai Govern-
the British Board of Agriculture the Right nient showed that Canada had made out

Agicltr. heRéh such an overwheiming case in favour of the
Hon. Walter Longr, in -which lhe said thatHon Wlte Lnl hc i adta removal of ail the disabilities imposed by
the British Government never had a shadow the scheduie, thatthe Colonial Mînister. wno
of fault to find with the manner in which lad the whole matter under his charge, and
we carried out the regulations. with whom ail the negotiations were carried

Mr. MeMULLEN. The hon. Postaster onS declared in a commTnUication to
General (Mr. Muiock-) read to this flouse ail the Department of Agriculture-a thing
the correspondence luconnection with tat almost unparqleledin The eistory of
unfortunate incident, and proved beyond ail tle Imperia iGoverment-that le was
question that tbe responsibillty rested at the satisfied, from te case that Canda
door of the Goverument here, and there hiasHad presented, that no peuro-Ieumonia ex-
nover, to this day, been an answ-er made to isted l shis country. The Liberal party
that charge. were thn u power, and te Marquis of

Ripon exerted all his infliiesnce- ifact,e nt
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Will the hon. further than a Brtish Minister almost ever

gentleman aliow me t ask lin, who is the gos-to Induce mis coleagues In the Gov-
higUer authority as to w'at intluenced the erment to cancel the order. If the Gov-
Imperal GoverUment-tbe British MinIster ernment of Canada were able u make out
of Agriculture or tce Postmaster Generai of a case that satisfed tUe Colonial Minister
Canadathetlat the restriction ought to be removed, I

re n aeowat to know whether it les with any per-
Menr MofCaLnda WUat te Postiaster son iu Canada to say that there was any

Goee r ofCanaa ren edhr waa failure on the part of the Canadiu Gov-
compoterecpitlatO f the commuaica- ernurient. I think that setties the nattertions that passed between the Government conclusively. Lord Rpon fet strongly. as

of Canada and te Home Government on the laae Msnister of Agriculture sad sInce
that whole question. The English Goveru- ,Is removal to the flouse of Lords, that
ment outlined a certain course whldh tUe, île adoption of an Act prohibltlng cattie

Calnevr, o hi ayen an ase I r derto

tannt chage rgmet sould.taere ; from belng landed alive lu Great Britain
SHA E . W he h was a matter fpure protection. ,y

suggestions of the BritishGernmeonntee
rled ut?)the Imerithatthe ren Governmenta ea

satsfed frmchecaeLtatCaad
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