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;‘: order to its proper sustenance and de
Pment. True, it is sometimes a very
Profitable business, but at the best it is
:‘01“ Precarious, and great loss of life, as
e I as property, hasoften to be chronicled.
°n¢0me from a fish producing country,
; € which stands perhaps the highest
U the Dominion, in . this respect,
When its population is considered, and I
M pleased to endorse all that my hon.
. end has said as to the necessity which
Xists for the establishing of harbors of
Tefuge along the north shore of Prince
ward Island. Such harbors would
Often prevent sad loss of life, and I think
may truly say that the want of such
atbors  has  caused, during the
St year, the sacrificing of some half-
Ozen lives of persons known to me per-
Sonally, who were lost in the fisheries on
at shore. Such calamities frequently
appen and they are incidental to the
Prosecution of our fisheries, and they
zCCUr most frequently in those localities
¢ oeﬂr the shore, where the fish are chiefly
s be found. One hon.. gentleman said
Omething about a reciprocity treaty, and
Dma_)’..remark that I am pleased the
Ominion Government have said nothing
ut it in the Speech from the Throne,
:nd T believe any step in that direction
) ould émanate from the United States.
aby opinion is that in consequence of the
G Togation by the United States of the re-
itsprl(tgcny treaty, this country is developing
ote » and that many industries which
1erwise would not have existed, are now

< Ing prosecuted. We now feel a certain
°nﬁdt_3nce in ourselves and know that we
€an exist without reciprocal trade with the
nom_ted States.  But while we have taken
maSteps in this matter, I understand that
a Ny in the 1Jnited States already see the
s“'anta.ge of further reciprocal trade with
o > their eyes are open to the necessity
Blving them markets for their coal in

sue west. Therefore I contend that any
Eﬁisitlon in the direction of reciprocity

such come from the Upited States ;
coa] a treaty would beneficially affect our
our’ lumber, wood, and the products of
o {nmes, apd I believe our Government
:ould feel disposed to give favorable con-
agl’atlon to the suggestion, if it were
l'egafc‘l I will now say a few words with
fro to the apology of the hon. Senator
M Halifax for the policy pursued

by the Government of Nova Scotia
in reference to the Eastern Extension
Railway ; and I do not wonder that he
found it necessary to offer an apology for
such an extraordinary and abject surrender
of valuable property. The hon. gentleman,.
however, endeavored to find a reason for
it, in what he styled the “ outrageous de-
mands made - by the Dominion Govern-
ment, or the Minister of Railways.” It
appears to me that such a view cannot be
fairly taken ; the Local Government have
certainly surrendered a valuable possession,
the revenue from which they estimated
equal to $120,000 a year—taking the
Pictou branch and Eastern Extension to-
gether. In their time of necessity, some
years ago, the Nova Scotia Government,
when struggling for life, pledged them-
selves to build a railway extending through
the island of Cape Breton. We now see
them throwing over the island of Cape
Breton with no pledge at all being exacted
from the Dominion Government to extend
that railway through the island; but I
deny that the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax has any right to say that the Domin-
ion Government, or the Minister of Rail-
ways, demanded anything outrageous of
the Local Government. I was opposed
to the Pictou branch being handed over
to the Eastern Extension to aid in the
building of a road to the Straits of Canso,
but it was the understanding then that a
proper tariffl would be made over it, and
that it should be properly equipped. The
Dominion Government asked no more
than the terms of the contract; they re-
quired no more from the Local Govern-
ment than the contract called for, that is
to say a road properly equipped, extend-
ing to the Straits of Canso, with a proper
tariff ; a tariff no more—if I understand
it aright—than that at present existing on
the Pictou branch.

Hon. MR. POWER—That is what 1
said.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—A proper
tariff would bring in $50,000 or, $60,000
profit every year. .

Hon. MR. POWER—No, it would not.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—The hon.
gentleman from Halifax sometimes gets



