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and-the ordiuary business, discussion ot th2
estimatea and the consideration of public
accounts 'will corne then in January and
February.

I waa glad to hear my bou. friend state
that be entirely approved of the policy

adopted by the governrnent in appointing
a commission to inquire into the Insurance

question. The powers, If be wiii take the

trouble to read thern, given to the com-

mission are of the moat ample cbaracter.
They are absoiuteiy f ree even to ernploy
actuarlea. Of course they can cali wlt-

neases. They are not only representatives
ot the Inaurance companles, but ail persona
who have complainta, and they wlll ait at

different places where It wiii be convenlent
for the people to be present and express
their opinions in reference to the policlea
Iasued by any particular cornpany. It wiil
probably have the effect o! rnaking ttie
companles more careful. I do not know

that any more will corne of it, because we
ail hope that the Insurance companies cau

stand the Inqulry. It may be that public
attention belng drawn to the coat of ad-
ministration of insurance companies, that
may be sornewhat cut down. I know that
the cost o! administering British companles
ls very much leas than tbe coat of admin-
lstering Canadian companies. I do not
see why there should be that very great
difference. The coat of the British compa-
nies, nccordîng to the reports that I had
occasion to see, were about nine, ten and
eleven per cent of the receipts, but with the

Canadian companies they run up frorn
twenty to thirty per cent. The diff erence la

rather excessive and it waa in that direc-
tion that the frauda ln the United States
were cornrntted, by the payment o! huge
salaries, and by, I1 was going to say-

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Political contri-
butions.

Hon. Mr. SGOTT-Corrllptlng legisia-
tures. But the parliarnent of Canada la
away and beyond any charge of that klud.
It would not be necessary to make any re-
ference to that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELII
tbink the point the bon, gentleman bas
ralsed ia susceptible o! expianation-tbat
lis the difference o! cost between the man-

Hon. Mr. SOOTT.

agement or imperial lire companles and
Canadian companles.

HEon. Mr. SCOTT-I presume one ex-
planation would be this; our companies do
business on a very active scale. There la
great rivalry betwen thern. They are con-
stantly soiiting business, and the expendi-
ture rnay be justified. Certainly their
growth la phenomenal, and that may ex-

plain It. Lt rnay redound to the advantage
of the poiicy-holders. I ar n ot sufficiently
conversant with the subject to explain it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-Corn
petition wlth United States companies bas
very rnuch to do with it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The clauses relating to

International waterways Is an Important
one. The subjeet la now ln a very unsatia-

factory condition. There are state rig.hts
and provincial rights and federal rights botb
lun the United States and ia Canada. The

Judicial Committee of the Privy Couneil

bave not belped us ln this matter. lu deal-
ing with the fisheries question, as bon, gen-

tlemen know, wlthout throwlng very mucb

light on it they beclouded. it by decidlng
practicaliy that the provinces owned the

bed of the river hait way acrosa. But, of

course, navigation belongs to the Dominion
and la under federai control. 1 quite agree
with my hon. triend that it la idle to con-

tend that the inland waters to tîde w%,ater
are not under the control of the Dominion,
altbough the provinces have been liberal lu
giving out rights. -Possibly it xnay be, 1
will not say curtailed, because 1 do not
know what view the commission is taking

ot it, but I preaume that Canada will not bse

satisfied to give up the scenlc eff ect of the
rala unlesa -we get our ahare ot the valuabl -

power that can be created without deatroy-
lng the beauty of the tala. That is the

whole atory ln a nutsheli. If I arn cor-
rectly intorrned, one or two companies ln

corporated ln Ontario have already sold a
large portion of their power to the United
States. I speakc, of course, subject to cor-
rection. Perhaps 1 ought not to have men-
tioned It, but I have seen It so atated, and

1 ahould like to have It either rebutted or

confirmed. If it la so, then Canada is

placed in a somewhat ernbarrassitlg posi-

tion. It will scarcely suit the views of the

people of Ontario, especially west of Hainil-


