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obtaining certificates within tleir own country, and
it is necessary to keep up the standard of these
certilicates as well as their validitv. I havelistenîed
mnost attentively, and with that respect whiclh a
laynan should always pay to the arguments ad-
vanced lbiy lawyers, on perhaps a techica.i question ;
but f rom the stand point of the ship-owners, I tluinki
we are wasting a great deal of tiiiie in the further
consileration of this clause.

Nr. LISTER. Tlis inatter only applies to in-
land waters.

M'. KENNY. And to coastinîg.
Mr. LISTER. Well, coasters are snall vessels

that alwavs keep in sight of the shore.
Mr. .ENNY. (oasting miîeansfr'omn Nova Scotia

to British Columnbia.

Mr. LISTER. The hon. Minister should ex-
punge a portion of this section. If lie will put it
this way it, would answer :' The examinations
may be iunstituted for personîs who intend to pro-
cure certitieates "-eliminatting from the word

domicile " to the word " wlo." Surely it can
be of no conse<pi.:<ence wlhetlher a mani has beîen a
resident ori not, so far as the certiticate is con-
cerned, provided lie is ï British subject, and lias
servedl upon a Canadian, British or fCreign 'vessel.
If lie has the proper qjualifications, surely it will
nake n.) ditIerence wletlher lie has been a îresident
of this c'ountry ior not. Tol be a Britisli subject is
all you require. ýSo far as the seainen on the in-
land waters are conceried, if it were not for the
enploymentt they receive on Amnerican vessels the
inerchant marine iii the inland waters would
be very smiall indeed. Our pur'ely Canadianl
shipping is coiiparatively siall and the Ai-
erican is very laTr. The seamen who are
adaîpted to 1becone masters of vessels in nearly all
instaices >becoie so adapted by service in Amiierican
vessels. Still, if they have become qualitied by
such service and live in the United States, without
ever having surrendered thieir allegiance to Great
Britain, we shoulil not prevent their coning back
here and qualifying. It is a inatter of no couse-
quence what is being done in England, so far as
our inland waters are concerned, becaîuse the nien
holding certificates on these waters are not en-
titled to sail ocean-going vessels. We are now
legislatinig for the inland waters of Canada pure
and sinple, and that legislation should he such as
to meet the necessities of the people principally
interested.

Mr. EDG AR. I ai rather surprised that the
Mlinister of Marine shtould mnake shieli a strenuous
fight in favour of the principle of domicile, when
not very long ago lie made an equally strenuous
tight against tlat principle wlhen it was proposed
to attach it to the right to-vote. However, let us
assume for a moment that lie lias convinced himself,
if not us, thiat it is riglt to maintain the three
years domicile. I would draw his attention to the
fact that eitlher he or his draughtsmen have made
a mistake in this clause. They have introduced
th words«" or service "into this clause. That makes
the domicile of three years apply to examinations
and to the granting of certificates of service.

Mr. TUPPER. Certainly.
Mr. EDGAR. That is a change in the law.
Mr. TUPPER. No.

Mr. EDGAR. Under the present Act, section
8 of the law, as il is to-day, provides that cer-
titicates of service mnay be given under special
cireumstances without any condition of domicile
whatever. So, unless I read the Act altogether
aminss, the Minister is introducing a very radical

and serions chanîge here which hlie did not know lie
wvas introducing.

MNr. TUPPER. No ; I beg ucthelion. gentlemian's
pairdon.

Mr. EDGAR. If the Minister can show the
Conmittee that, unider section 8 of the Revised
Statutes affecting this mnatter, three years domicile
is reqluired, I shall be surprised.

Mr. TUPPER. It is not uncer section 8 ; but
under section 45 the lion. gentlemnan will see that
the r'egulat.ions in regard to qualification, and so on1,
are provided for y Order in Couneil.

Mr. EDOAR. Very likely thiat is wlat the
hon. Mîinister iitended, but it is not what the Act
says. Tie Act reads :

" The domicile for three years is necessary for certifi-
entes ot competency or certific.tes of service, as herein-
after mientioied.'
That mens, " as hereinafter nientionei " in the
main Act, and these certificates coie un1(er section
8 anild nothing else. andt ther'e is no provision requir-
ilg domii icile, se that. inadvîerteitly, the draughts-
man lias included the words " or service," whieb
shoultnot aper ere.

Mr. TUPPER. Thie lion. gentleman will sec
that the satisfactory service requtir'ed muust be on
a IBritish ship, anîd this section sayus thait tt con-
stitutes a Cnadian domicile. Tlîe hon. geutlenan
lias not read tliat carefully. He will see that it
docs not mnake any difference wliatever whether
these wor(ds are there or not. Uncder section 8 the
service mnust be the service laid down, that service
umust-be"satisfactorv, and to be satisfactory it must
be for three years, and that three years' service
miust be on a British slhip. This Bill says precisely
the same thinmg.

Mr. KING. What will the effect of this Bill be
in regard to St. John River?

MNr. TUPPER. No change will take place as to
the St. John River. I have been careful to avoid
any changes. I have already iml)resse(t upon the
House that one of the principal reasons for this
Bill is to mnake valid wlat was supposed to be the
law of 1883, but wich hlias been administered on
all the waters of Canada unider rules and regula-
tions when, on investigation, it appears an Act
was requîired.

Mr. 'CHARLTON. I believe that the principle
establishîed in this Bill requiring three year's' doumi-
cile in Canada, without any reference to qualifica-
tion, before a mian cati appear for examination, is a
wrong principie. The Miniister of Marine, somne
minutes ago, cited the examnple of the United States
as a justification of the course taken by hini on the
present occasion. Whatever mnay be the example
of the United States, whether the United States
adopts the sanie principle as that W' hich is adopted
here or not, is, in my opinion, entirely foreign to the
question. It is not customary for hon. gentlemen
opposite to avow that they are following the ex-
ample of the United States, although we know
that they do follow their example. We see that
they profess to have adopted this plan, they have
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