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policy, and I condemned it as a bad policy. But I say that the shah be entititd to obtain another homeutead entry; but notbing cou-
fact of its being a bad policy does not always relieve youtined in this clause shah take away the fight of any person who, b.
from your obligation that you entered into, which obligationfoe ti.nfodafn 8t
you must carry out,even though it is under a bad policy. Now,I
Sir, it is not a good thing to drink champagne, for instance. Stat the ket of 186, iayor, eolaectd
If you drink enough of it, and drink it often enougb, it
will tear your liver to pieces. But if a man who is fond homestesd at the discretion of the Minister, but taking
of champagne were to order some from Mr. Bate, and thon, a igbt which it acknowledges in express terme. It
when Mr.Bate sent the bill, ie were to sit down and write is hardly necessary to take up the time of the fouse with
to him and say : "Dear Sir, drinking champagne is a mis the second branch of the second homestead question, b.
take; it is bad for the liver; it is not conductive to general cause the Minister cau doal with that administratively.
health; I have given up drinking champagne and as a mat. But I will say this, as I have pointed out befere, that I cau
ter of principle I won't pay your bill." Why, what would see ne advantago and no magic i the six-mile limit, and 1
Mr. Bate say to him ? He would say, "You are under peinted out, when 1 had the honer of an interview with the
obligation to pay, and I will hold you to it." Well, I willMinister of Interior when I first came down, that one of tho
not trouble the House with the letters, but I have letters best sottiers north of Pense, JosophYeng, who has cul-
h-ro from a number of these men who say they came in tivated every acre cf his homestead and pre.emption
bore having before their eyes pamphlets in which this cultivatable, has next te him a cancelted liestead, but ho
very North-West Act of 1883 was quoted; they came cannet enter on it. Lt would be a vory desirable thing fer
in here with that promise of a second homestead playingfimifh could do se, for hoehas twe stalwart sons and a
on their wills, and what did they find ? Why, they family, d ho is one of our bet farmers. lie came inte the
had scarcely folfilled the conditions for getting a second country with nothing and ho i. a wehl-to-do man te-day, and in
homestead-three years it takes; on the 25th of May noyear, net even iu 1886, did h. fait tohave a crop; ho las had
the clause was put in and it requires three years a erep every year, but ho is a thoroughpaced farmer and is a
to perfect the conditions to get a second homestead; firt-rate man. He cannot, bever, homestead that can-
and on the 2nd June, 1886, the second homestead was done celled homestead adjeining lis ewn, sud what ls the use of
away with. They, of course, point out what a very unjust bis going away? He is forty-fivo years old and de
thing it is. You see how irritating it ls to those who came nut want te go away six miles. But that, I repeat,
in, in 1881, 1885 and 1886. The men who came in from the is a matter which can be deait with administratively, and
25th May, 1883, or before, up to the 2nd June, 1884, could se I W'11 net trouble the flouse furiler with it boyend
go, owing to the change that my hon. friend the late Min- calling attention te a petitien I have here which was pre&
ister of Interior made, and get a second homestead. The ented te the Minister. t wa8 sent te him by a large num-
principle bas been acknowledged. But men who came in in ber of agricu1tirai sociales, urging thiB question of second
18P adr!""ti hssmeAto tesautobe homesteading, and aise urging that time -be give for psy-1885 and 1P86, with this same Act on the statute-book, eto r-mtos ilsytia adt h
cannot get a second homestead, because, as I tell you, thems
amendment that I was able to effect in 1887 only want the farmersythbtItthink there s ne neod cf teir faingsver
one year. Last year I did not bring it up, for a lamentable exîous abouttheirtbengoed timo. Se far as ma
reason-because we had lost the man who hacd been such an exerionetedeparen ts ona fide farmer l
ornament to this louse. It may b said-I know ow th be pesgris pre-emin aymon if ho could
argumnents of this kind are sometimes used-that this wasbshowa ho wa g r.gSmithuan -ide manner
permissive. I will say this for the late Minister, that h ae mowans fouud thatifi d ttedmanent lere,
never attempted to press that objection ; but I will call the
attention of the Minister of Interior to the argument on fidesettler, were wiffing te agree te any reasonablopresent-
that head. The 37th clause of the Dominion Lands Act, ne
1883, reade as follows:- teit nervoue in regard te that mater. I will enly add this

" Any person who has obtained a homnetead patent after two years' further, that tha farmers around Meese Jaw and olsewhere
residence, or a certificate countersigned by the Commissioner of Dom-
inion Lands, as in the next preceding clause mentioned, with the addi- te pay for thoir pro-omptions. I wiIl make a farther cer-
tional statement that there has been threeyears residence, may obtain ment on this reselutien, because thore le eue clause in it
another homehtd and pre-emption entry. with which I do nota gree. rt reade:

Of course it would be quite unworthy of a Government to
rest anything on that word "may "; but if anybody at-
tempted to do so, what have we? We have that declared
by thestatute to be a right, so that any difficulty on that
head is entirely removed. If we look at section 2, chapter
54 of the Revised Statutes, we find that pre-emption entry
means:

'<The entering on the books of a local agent for a preferential claim
to acquire by purchase, in connection with the homestead, and on be-
coming entitled to the patent for the homestead, a quarter section, or
part of a quarter section of land adjoining such homestead; and existing
pre-emption riqht means the right of obtaining, and right to such
quarter section
If we turn to section 3, what do we find ? It is declared
with regard to pre-emptions:

l And further, such person shall forfeit his homestead and pre-emption
right."

So that in one part of the Act, in regard to a matter where
it is said he may obtain pre-emption, we have it declared
that that is a right. But mark the language of section 43:

"No person who has obtained a homestead patent or a certificate
ounteruigned by the Commisioner of Dominion Lands or a member of

the Dominion Lands Board, as in the next preceding clause mentioned,
Mir. DAVIN.

" Should it be found necessary in the futura to withhold public lands
from homesteading for railway purposes, it should be provided that
alternate quarer sections be granted instead of alternate sections."

In the same resolution it is stated :

" It bas been proved that for the success of the settler it is necessary
for him to engage in both stock raising and grain. and it bas been de-
monstrated that for this purpose a settler requirce nut less than 320
acres."

So one part of the resolution is, inadvertently, contrary to
the other. In one part it says that 320 acres are necessary,
and in a'-other part it states that alternate quarter sections
should be given to the railway. I have here a long commu-
nication that I received this mornirg from the agricultural
society of Mo-se Jaw, referring to this part of the resolu tion
and strongly condemning it,strongly emphasising this view,
that they require to summer fallow, to go into mixed
farming, and that farmers cannot raise crops profitably in
the North-West unless th ýy summer fallow. Part of the
land bas to be fallowed this year while crops are
raised on another pu. t, and crops should be grown
this year on land which was summer fallowed last year.
If you do not adopt that you will not farm successfully, and
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