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exactly the same condition exists as in Otta-
wa. The problem is just as acute and just as
urgent there as it is in the city of Ottawa.
The whole thing resolves itself into two
questions: one as to the cost, and the other
as to the method to be adopted. The ques-
tion of cost, of course, in a small commun-
ity, is always important; but the difficulty
it presents is not insurmountable. The
great difficulty seems to be that there is no
power to prevent the recurrence of the cause
of the difficulty. Take our own case. We are
taking water out of the St. John river. Now,
this river runs through a number of small
towns and villages above us, all of which
are pouring their sewage into the river. It
is not of much use for us to take means to
improve conditions unless others are con-
pelled, so to say, to behave themselves. But
it may be done. There is a great deal in
what my right hon. leader (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) says, that the Bill might be
changed so that the power to bring it into
effect in any given district shall rest with
the Government-not make it the general
law with certain districts exempted. Other-
wise certain districts might not be exemp-
ted that ought to be so treated, and some
crank coming along could commence pro-
secution of an innocent user of the water.
If the Government had the power to bring
the Act into force by Order in Council, stat-
ing the portions of the country in which it
should be effective, it would be much better.
But that is a matter of detail; so far as the
general principle is concerned, I think the
Bill is entirely right. I am very much of
opinion that some action ought to be taken
to bring this matter to a head during the
present session. Let us be men enough to
stand up and vote upon it; let us take our
responsibility. So far as I am concerned, I
am ready to vote on the principle of the
Bill; and I have confidence in the judgment
and ability of this House to work out the
details in such a way as to insure justice
being done to all and injustice to none. It
is pretty hard, from my standpoint, to con-
ceive of injustice being done to any man by
compelling him to keep pollution out of the
river which is the water supply fpr all his
neighbours as well as for people, it may be,
hundreds of miles away from him. Person-
ally I am ready to take responsibility in the
matter. Therefore, I do not like the motion
of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
(Mr. Hazen). For, while I do not say it
offensively, yet I do say, that this is a
dilatory motion. We who have had some
experience in parliamentary matters know
that, in a session such as this which will

necessarily be short, if a matter like this
is handed over to a committee to take some
further action, that means that it goes over
until next session. The hon. minister
knows that there have been hundreds of
Bills sent to the political bone-yard since
he enterea Parliament, and thousands since
Confederation. And for a public Bill like
this, which can only be discussed in the
early stages, except with the leave of the
Government, once it is sent to the commit-
tee, it might as well be put out of existence
and its promoters told to come back next
year. I do not say this in any controversial
spirit. I do hope that some arrangement
can be arrived at between the hon. member
for Selkirk and the hon. Minister of Marine
and Fisheries by which this Bill will not be
sent to the political bone-yard but a vote
taken upon it,-and I hope that vote will be
to-day. I believe this Bill involves one of
the most economie questions ever brought
before this House or that could possibly be
brought before it. So far as I am concerned,
I should like an opportunity to vote for this
Bill to-day.

Hon. T. CHASE CASGRAIN (Postmaster
General): My excuse for taking part, even
in a very brief way, in this discussion, is
that until lately, I was a member of the
International Joint Commission, and one of
the most important questions submitted to
that Commission was a reference, under the
Waterways Treaty, of the question of pollu-
tion of boundary waters. Two questions
were submitted: First, whether pollution
existed in boundary waters, and, if so, sec-
ond, what means should be taken to remedy
that pollution. The International Joint
Commission bas had this question under
consideration for almost a year, I believe,
and has expended vast sums of money, in
conjunction with the United States, in an
effort to find out whether pollution existed.
The second question is now before the com-
mission: What are the best means to
remedy the pollution which, beyond doubt,
exists in the boundary waters between the
United States and Canada?

I believe my hon. friend the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Hazen) has
brought down to the House this pre-
liminary or progress report of the experts
who were charged by the commission to
examine the boundary waters between the
Lake of the Woods and the Atlantic. The
Commission held a great many meetings
in boundary towns from the Lake of
the Woods almost as far as the At-
lantic ocean, hearing witmesses, including


