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CANADIAN PARLIAMENT.

sENAT.
May 15.-The Senate met, after their week's recess, at 9:30

p.m., and adjourned without transacting any business.
May 16.-Two bills from the Commons were read a firsttime, after which Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL stated, in answer to aquestion from Senator GIRARD whether it was intended togive a weights and measures law to Manitoba, that consider-

ation of the question of a uniform system of weights andmeasures for the whole Dominion would be postponed until
next session. He also stated that the Government intended
as soon as possible completing the postal system and givingall necessary facilities to Manitoba. The House then went
into committee on the bill regarding the public lands of the
North-West. Senator GIRARD proposed some amendments in
the details of the bill, which it was agreed should be left tobe taken under consideration by the Government. Senator
BUREAU moved an amendment to the educational endowment
clauses, the effect of which would be to devote those lands
to the support of separate schools among all denominations.
Hon. Mr. AIKINs stated in reply that the bill did not disposeof lands, but simply set them apart as an endowment for thepurpose of education. The committee went through thegreater part of the bill and reported progress, and the Housethen adjourned.

May 17.-The fouse adjourned after several bills had been
put through a stage.

HOUsE 0F coMoNos.

May 13 -The debate on the Washington Treaty was re-sumed by Mr. BODWELL, who moved in amendment to Hon.Mr. BLAKE S amendment, ''"that it is inexpedient at this timeto proceed further upon the subject." Hon. Mr. MAcKENZIEsaid, in answer to an inquiry of Sir JOHN A. MAcDONALD, re-specting the nature of the amendment of the member for Dur-han, that it was not a motion of want of confidence. Sir JoHNreplied that it was a censure on the Government, althoughnot a direct want of confidence motion. Sir FnNcis HINcKs
followed. He said he proposed to discuss the question under
three heads :st, Why were the parties responsible for thetreaty? 2nd ihe treaty on its merits; 3rd, How this Houseshouid deal with it. In the first place he said it was quiteimpossible in legislation thatca colonial legislature shouldtake part in a ngotiation such as this, and quoted from
speeches of members of the House of Lords, in which theyeldthe Irdperial Government responsible for the Treaty.With regard to the question of the free navigation ofthe St. Lawrence, ie contended that as the opening ofthe river as far as Montreal to vessels of all nations hadbeen of great advantage to the country, no loss couldbe incurred by throwing open our canals to our neigh-bours on an equal footing witl ourselves. He thenproceeded to contrat the remarks of members of theOp position-remarks dictated by mere partisan spirit-withthe statesmanlike utterances of the leaders of the Opposition
in the douse of Lords, fe thought the treaty should be ac-
cepted, as it was looked upon as a fair one in England; andquoted from the speech of Earl Caernarvon, (one of thewarmest friends of colonial connection, and one as deeplyopposed to the treaty as any present) who said that if he wereCanadian, e should feel that Canada on her confederationhad become a part of the Empire, and that he would be pre-pared to make sacrifices for the Empire. He next referred toSir A. T. alt's peech, and denied the assertion that England1was asking us th prepare for independence. He contendedtlat the correspondence did cover the Fenian claims. Healso thouglit the Brtsh Government had admitted this. He1compiained of the manner in which the lion. member for1
West Durham had treated his argument in respect to the
amount of guarantee, and he again repeated the argument
used on a former occasion, showing that the guarantee would
produce li per cent, which, upon the wholeamount, would1
amount to $600,OO, and if they only got the sminaller amount
it would amount to $375,000; but he doubted not the large
amount would be obtained from the Imperial Government if
the intelligence was true that the clouds between Great Bi-
tain and the United States Lad passed away. Hon. J. H.
CAMERoN condemned the attack made, the previous Friday,
by Hon. Mr. HowE on the member for West Duriam.
fie paid a bigh tribute to, the talents and statesman-1slip of the Premier, and proceeded to defend him from]
the attacks of the Opposition. He then turned to tlie treaty.
fe argued that the Premier was an Imperial Commissioner, asotherwise there would have been two contracting powers onione side, to one on the other-an arrangement to which the(United States would never have consented. He cited a French1authority to show that it was Government who negotiated,1and ot their agents, tihroug dwhom they simply acted. Heiagued that a negotiaor could not withdraw from a commis-(sion without the consent of the appointing power or Govern-1ment. In the case of the Premier, if he had resigned he1would have been bound hi retire from the Cabinet on his re-(
tun froe Washington. fHe tracedrthe history of the varioustreaties relating to the fisheries, and argued that this treaty1must le advantageous to Canada, inasmuch as Canadians were1content with lt, and the Americans were dissatisfied with it.c
Min antd te instancettof the Ashburton Treaty, by which
ine aeund focssioniusetts were allowed a money compensation
nteror csionht tritory, to show that suchi cession of
teritoal rgthswas not looked upon as a humiliation. He
tAensoedtatte riglit of Great Britain to navigate theAlsa rivers e ased withi the cession of that country to the
taedb tMich treaty it would be revived. After alluding

andno Lak trichigan, which lie maintained was an inland sea
alowint a treary to th e St. Lawrence, le concluded with a
the treaty,n GEî was received with loud ciherifica Messrs.

C(HaLfx and MrGE Wolowe, opposing the treaty. Mr. PoWER
(Halifx) an A.WALLACE (Britishi Columbia) supported theTreaty, the former contending that it would largely benefitthe fishermnen of Nova Scotia ; and the latter specially com- i

mending the fishery clauses as calculated to be of the greatest
advantage to the fishermnen of the Pacific as well as of theAtlantic coast. Mr. OLIVER and Mr. Ross (Victoria, N. S.) Espoke against the Treaty, and the flouse, on the motion of Mr.
O'CONNOR, adjourned at 11.30.

May 14.--After routine the debate on the Treaty was re-sumed by Mr. O'CONNOR. After expressing his satisfaction i

with it as a whole, he proceeded to criticize the speeches of
members of the Opposition; he doubted if the House would
accept their statements in preference hi the utterances of iead-ing statesmen both in England and Canada. Mr. HARRISON
(Toronto West) severely censured the Imperia policy, but
entirely exonerated the Canadian Goverument from any blame
in the matter. In a long speech he advocated the adoption of
the Treaty, thoughli e confessed there were some points with
which he was not satisfied. Mr. MALCOLM CAMERON (Huron)followed in opposition to the Treaty. He made a severe at-
tack on the High Commissioners for the loose way in which
the Treaty had been drawn up, and concluded with retorting
upon membrs to the right of the Speaker the charge of aleaning towards independence and annexation. Hon. Mr.
TUPPER spoke in f avour of the Treaty from a national stand-
point, and was succeeded by Mr. JONEs (Halifax). With regardto the statement that the American fishermen were disap-
pointed with the Treaty, lie said that was brought about bythe speeches of Ben Butler, who urged that this was the time
for procuring what they had long wished, the placing of atonnage duty on American fish. It had been said that thetrade of the Magdalen Islands had fallen off ; but that wasa natural result of the abolition of the American slavery andthe consequent death of the trade. These fish were alto-
gether bought to feed the slaves. He contended that thefishermen of Nova Scotia were so ill equipped, so inferior in
skill, in capital and enterprise that the American gaining ad-mission to their fishing grounds would usurp them al, Healso contended that the Americans would thereby become
possessed of the trade with the West Indies. He concludedwith a fiat denial of the statement that the majority of the
people in Nova Scotia were in favour of the Treaty. Mr.KILLAM (Yarmouth, N. S.) was in favour of the Treaty. Heconsidered that by adopting, and securing permanent peace-
ful relations with the United States, we would take a long
step towards breaking down the tariffs between the twocountries and thus securing free trade. Hon. Mr. HOLTONthen moved the adjournment of the debate, which was agreed
toi, and the House rose at midnight.

May 15.-After routine Hon. Mr. HoLToN resumed the de-bate on the Treaty. He regarded the question as a purely
Imperial one, and Canada,Treathought,awas more interested
in the ratification of thc Treaty than any other part of the
Empire. He considered the fisheries arrangement as entirely
fair, and one that would be beneficial for both nations fie
thought the Government were to be censured for not insist-
ing on larger privileges in return for the concession of thenavigati&n of the St. Lawrence, but lie held that the Ame-cans had a just claim to the navigation of this river frome
much of it lying in their territory. As to the status of thefirst Minister in the Joint High Commission, lie maintained
that he must be regarded as a Canadian Commisioner, andas such responsible to this Parliament. He denouncer thecourse of the Goverument in agreeing to accept the Treaty
they had first so strongly condemned, for the sake of thyPacific Railway guarantee. It would have been a much more
manly and honourable course on the part of the Governmentfrankly to avow that tley were called upon to make sacri-
fices and were willing to make tli, in view of wliat the
Empire had done for us. He continued by saying that liewould vote against the amendment of the hon. member forSouth Oxford, but he would vote for the amendment of thehon. member for West Durham, because, while censuring thecourse of the Government, it did not preclude thep ossibilityof voting afterwards for the second reading of the bill, as lieintended doing. Sir GEoRGE CARTIER commenced by givinga brief résumé of the state of politics before Confederation.
He then spoke of the great value of the fisheoies, and deniedthat by opening them to the Americans any cession of terri-torial rights was involved. It was in fact only a tariff ar-
rangement. It had been said that the Parliament of Canadahaving been accorded the right to deal with the fisheryclauses, it should have been left free to deal with the naviga-tion of the St. Lawrence. This, lie pointed out, was absurd,for the high contracting parties to the Treaty of 1854, treatedand determined upon the matters upon which they wereauthorized to treat irrespective of the legislation of any ofthe Provinces affected by that Treaty. It was only so far asthat Treaty interfered with the customs duties of the BritishAmerican Provinces, that its lqrovisions were left to the dis-posai of the various Provincial Legislatures. After recess
Sir GEORGE repeated hie speech in Frenchi.Air. CAMPBELL(Guysboro', N. S.) spoke strongly in favour of the Treaty, and
poined out as a significant fact that not a single petition or
protest liad been presented against it. Hon. Mr. DORioNtraced the history of the "Alabama" aims negotiations, andaffirmed that England had only admitted those doaiis ont ofconsideration for Canada. He denied that the opposition tothe Treaty came from the Opposition press, and quoted ar-ticles from Ministerial papers to shew that the Goverament
itself had first raised the cry against it. He made an attack
on Sir John A. Macdonald for having gone to Washington asPremier of the Dominion, and then sacrificed the interests ofhis country. He (Mr. DoRIoN) was not willing te bartert hi
country for £2 ,500,000, nor support a Treaty which was madiemerely because Canada wa a dependency of Great Britain.
Mr. SMiTH (Westmoreland, N B.) expressed hie determination
to support the Treaty, because he thought that fro Imperiai
causes it ought to be accepted. He criticized somepfeit r-
visions rather severely, and expressed the opinimo tha ro-w
Brunswick ought as a matter of justice hi receive some remuneration for the duty taken off lumber. Hon. Mr. CHAvEU
Mr. BAKER, (Missisquoi), and Mr. Ai. DONALD (Lun eAur,
N. S.) supported the Treaty, the latter poniot t( erat
benefit the fishery clauses wo>uld confer on Nova oti iee
also made an able refutation of some of the argmets ue
the previous evening by the member for Halifargme AirsedTI
would vote against bothi the amendment and the Treaty ir.IN
STREET spoke in favour of, and Hon. Mr. ANGLIN againet the
dlebate, which was consented to, and the Hlouse rose at 3 am

Aay 16.-A fter routine the debate on the Trcaty was re-
'ume. Hon. Messrs. ANGLIN and MAcKENZIE denounced the

rreaty in strong terms, and were replied to by Hon. Air. ~
TLEwourged its aotnas, should the flouse fail tratify it, it would greatly interfere with the friendly relations Iexisting between this country and the neighbouring republic, ~Several other members followed on loth sides, until finally ~li patiene of tse flouselbeing utterly exhausted, about mid-

M1r. BODwELL's amendment resulted as folows: yas, 51 ;

nays, 125. The vote was then taken on Mr. BLAK's amend-
ment, which was also lost-yeas, 52; nays, 125. The motion
for a second reading of the bill was carried on the fellowing
division-yeas, 121 ; nays, 55.

Yeas-Messrs. Abbott, Archambeault, Ault, Baker, Barthe,
Beaty, Beaubien, BelBerose, Benoit, Bertrand, Blanchet, Bolton,
Bown, Brousseau, Burpee, Cameron, (Inverness) Cameron,
(Peel) Campel, Caring, Carmichael, Caron, Carter, Cartier,
Cayley, Chauveau, Coffin, Colby, Crawford, (Brockville) Craw-
ford, (Leede), Cumberland'Currier, Daoust, DeCosmos,
Delorme, (Provencher) Doîbie, Drew, Dugas, Ferguson,
Ferris, Galt, Grant, Gray, Grover, Hagar, Harrison, Heath,
Hincks, Holmes, Holton, Houghton, Hurdon, Irvine, Jackson,
Jones, Keeler, Killam, Kirkpatrick, Lacerte, Langevin, Lang-
lois, Lapum, Lawson, Levisconte, Little, Macdonald, (Kings-
ton)M acdonaldd, (Antigonish) Macdonald, (Lunenburg)
bacdonald, (Maiddlesex)Masson, (Soulanges) Masson, (Terre-
bonne) McCalum McDougall, (Lanark) McDougall, (Three
Rivers) McGreevy, AcKeagney, Merritt, Moffatt, Morris, Mor-
rison, (Niagaa) Nathan, Nelson, O'Connor, Pearson, Perry,
lain; RossinsonneaultP, ope, Pouliot, Power, Ross, Champ-
West;Rsvar as;tzRyan, Kings, N. B.; Ryan, Montreal
West; Savary, Schultz, Scriver, Shanly, Simard, South Sel-
kirk; Smith, Westmoreland; Sproat, Stephenson, Street, Syl-
vain, Thopson, Cariboo; Tilley, Tourangeau, Tremblay,
Tupper, Wallace, Alert; Wallace, Vancouver Island; Walsh
Webb, Whitehead, Wilson, Workman, Wrighit, Ottawa
County.

NAs-Messrs. Anglin, Bechard, Blake, Bodwell, Bourassa,
Bowell, Bowman, Brown, Cameron (Huron), Cheval, Con-
neli, Coupai, Delorme (St. Hyacinthe), Dorion, Fortier, For-tin, Fournier, Geoffrion, Godin, Joly, Jones (Halifax), Kempt,
Macdonald (Glengarry), MacFarlane, Mackenzie, Magill,
McConkey, McDougall (Renfrew), McMonies, Metcalfe, Mills,
Aiorrison (Victoria, 0.), Munro, Oliver, Paquet, Pelletier,Pozer, Redford, Renaud, Robitaille, Ross (Prince Edward),
Ross (Victoria, N.S.), Ross (Wellington, C. R.), Rymal, Scat-
clerd, Snider, Stirton, Thompson (Haldimand), Thompson
(Ontario), Wells, White (Halton), White (East Hastings),
Wood, Wright (York), Young.

The House adjourned at 12:45 a.m.
May 17.-After some unimportant matters had been dis-cussed, Mr. FoURNIER moved for correspondence relating to

the necessity of appointing Judges for the Province of Quebec.
Sr G. CARTIER expressed a doubt as to the existence of such
dorrespondence, thougl, if there were any, le liad no objec-tion to submit it. A debate took place on the subject, in thecourse of which Mr. DoRION pointed out the necessity ofestablishing a court of appeal in order to lessen the number
of appeal cases taken before the Privy Council. Sir JOHN A.MACDONALD thought it was the business of the Local Legis-latures to ascertain the number of Judges required in eachProvince; until this was done, the duty of the Government
and Dominion Legislature could not begin. He further saidthat the great difficulty that lay in the way of the establish-
ment of an Appeal Court was the peculiarity of the law in
Quebec. [Hon. Mr. CHtÂUVEÂAU said that, now that the Premierhld decided the matter as to the initiative and powers of the
Province, under the circumstances he (Mr. Chauveau) would
gladly take proper steps to have the actual want supplied.After recess several private bills were read a third time. Mr.
COLBY moved the third reading of the bill to repeal the In-solvency Laws. Mr. JoNEs (Halifax) moved an amendment
exempting Nova Scotia and New Brunswick from the pro.visions of the bill. Mr. Gises moved the six months' hoist,which was lost on a division: Yeas, 72; Nays, 80. Mr.BELLEROSE moved a fortnight's plostponement. Lost, 72 to82. The third reading was then carried on a division. Mr.
BODWELL then moved the flouse into Committee on his resolu-
tion respecting the change of the gauge of the Intercolonial
Railway to 4 ft. 8J in. After some discussion the debate was
postponed, and the ouse rose at 11 o'clock.

May 18.-This was the first Saturday's sitting of the ses-
sion. Several bills were advanced a stage, among them the
Patent Laws Bill, which was amended so as to protect manu-
factures already established in the country. The House
adjourned at 5:30.

THE CLIPPER SHIP GREAT REPUBLIC" OR

IlDENMARK."1
This leviathan of wooden sailing ships has at last found aresting place at the bottom of the Atlantic after a very unfor-tunate career of nearly twenty years.
She was launched in 1853 from the shipyard of the celebra-

ted Donald McKay, of Boston, who was her designer andbuilder. No expense was spared in her construction. Herextreme length was 320 feet. She was four-decked and fourmasted; and her speed was expected to have exceeded any-thing then afloat in the shape of a sailing vessel. After com-
pletion she was towed to New York, where she lay until a

fret fir iroke out among the shipping on East River. Theconfiagratý n was not subdued until several valuale vesselswere dest tyed, and the "Great Republic " placed hors decombat wit i the loss of rigging, her spar deck, and many ofher top timbers. She was thefi docked and reduced to a three-
decker; she was afterwards chartered by the Freneh Govern-
mîent hi carry troops to the Crimea. After successfully carryingout ler contract and proving hierself one of the swiftest ves-sels in tIc world, she was again laid up and remained inactivefor many years. Some speculators of Yarmouth, Nova Scotiaat last boughit lier up for a mere song, ran lier to St. John,
New Brunswick, and took a wood freiglit hi Liverpool. ALiverpool Company then purchiased the old slip and convert-
ed lier inhi a gigantic collher to earry " black diamonds " ho
Rio Janeiro ande .i sail from thence hi St. John for a ne-

The first trip she performed successfully ; lier load of coals
consisted of about 3,000 tons. Hier wood cargo was equal hi
1,181 standard of deals, the freighit of whichi amounted hio
£4,139 sterling, the largest parcel that ever left the portof St.Johin in one bottom. After dischiarging lier coals on lier
econd trip, she was lost on lier way to St. John, off Bermuda,
her crew landing safely in the ship's boats at that port. SIcwas consigned at St. John hi Geo. Thomas, Esq. hiowwom
we are indebted for some of the above particullars.,o

The illustration is copied from a painting hanging in thatentlemans office, drawn when the slip was last in the port


