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THE DEBATES

SENGVLH OF CAXNAD &

SECOND SESS{ON OF THE NINTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET
FOR THE DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON THURSDAY, THE THIRTEENTH DAY
OF FEBRUARY, IN THE SECOND YEAR OF THE REIGN OF

HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VII.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, Feb. 13, 1902.
. The Senate met at 2.30 p.m.

USHER OF THE BLACK ROD.

The Speaker informed the Senate that he
had received an extract from a report of
the Committee of the Honourable the Privy
Council, approved by His Excellency on the
31st January, 1902, showing that Molyneux
St. John, Esquire, had been appointed
Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod.

NEW SENATORS.

The following newly-appointed Senators
were introduced :—

Hon. J. E. ROBERTSON, of Montague,
Prince Edward Island.

Hon. C.- E. CHURCH, of Chester, Nova
Scotia.

Hon. F. P. THoMPSON, of Fredericton,
N.B.

Hon.
- Hon.
Hon.

The
sure.

F. L. BEIQUE, of Montreal, Que.
‘W. GiBsoN, of Beamsville, Ont.
J. McMULLEN, of Mount Forest, Ont.

House was adjourned during plea-

After some time the House was resumed.
1

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

At Three o’clock P.M., His Excellency the
Governor General proceeded in state to the
Senate Chamber, and took his seat upon the
Throne. The Senate being assembled, His
Excellency was pleased to command the at-
tendance of the House of Commons, and
that House being present, His Excellency
was pleased to open the Second Session of
the Ninth Parliament of the Dominion of
Canada, with the following speech :—

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons }

In meeting you again at the commencement
of another session of Parliament, it is my first
duty to express the deep sense of our gratitude
to Divine Providence for the many blessings
which Canada has received during the past year,
and particularly for the exceptionally bounti-
ful harvest in Manitoba and the North-west
Territories.

It was very gratifying to note the cordial re-
ception tendered by all classes of the people
to the Prince and Princess of Wales, on the oc-
casion of their visit in September and October
last, the only regrettable feature being the
limited time at their disposal, which prevented
their visiting many important centres of popu-
lation. It Is, however, a great satisfaction to
know that their Royal Highnesses enjoyed their
tour through Camada and carried away the

.
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most pleasant recollecticns of their visit to this
part of the empire.

The assassination of President McKinley has
elicited a universal feeling of sympathy and
sorrow throughout the civilized world and,
though Canada has happily so far been free
from crimes of this charaocter, the clcse proxi-
imity to the United States may make it advis-
able to join our efforts to the efforts of the
United States and other nations and to provide
by legislation for the adequate punishment of
those who, either by speech or writing, incite
fanatics to the perpetration of such horrible
crimes.

The returns of the late census will be laid
before you and, while the absolute increase in
the number of tpopulation is not so great as
might have been expected, the evidences of
growth in wealth and in the general tokens of
prosperous development are highly satisfactory.
There is good reason also to believe that the
increase of population during the latter half of
the decade has been very greatly in excess of
the average of former years and that in the

‘near future we may losk for a much more

rapid growth than occurred during the period
covered by the last two censuses.

Application having been made by the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company for approval of an in-
crease of its capital, to meet the demand for
additional rolling stock and other improved
facilities, for handling the growing traffic, my
ministers availed themselves of the opportunity
to stipulate that the long pending question of
the power of the Governor in Council to re-
gulate the tolls of the company should be sub-
mitted to the courts for a judicial decision.
The correspondence apd other papers will he
laid before you.

The inventor, Mr. Marconi, having met un-
expected obstacles to the carrying on of his
experiments in wireless ocean telegraphy in a
sister colony, my ministers deem it expedient to
invite him to continue his operations on the
coast of Nova Scotia, and they availed them-
selves of his presence in Canada to enter into
negotiations resulting in an arrangement
through which, should the project prove as
successful as is hoped for, the government and
veople of Canada will enjoy the benefits of the
invention on very favourable terms, including
rates for transatlantic messages very much be-
low those now existing. :

I am pleased to inform you that the display
made by Canada of her products, at the several
expositions at which they have been exhibited
during the l;!,st year has attracted much atten-
tion, and has already resulted in many inquiries
and orders for our goods.

I may also congratulate you on the satisfac-
tory condition of the revenue and on the
steady and continuous expansion of the general
business of the country as evidenced by the in-
creased volume of exports and imports.

With the view of still further facilitating and
developing our trade with other countries, it
will probably be found expedient to increase the
number of our commercial agencies, and par-
liament will be asked to consider the desir-
ability of making additional provision for that
purpose.

I have also pleasure in informing you that the
governments of Australia and New Zealand
have accepted an invitation from my govern-
ment to attend a conference in London next
June for the consideration of trade, transporta-
tion, cable and other matters of intercolonial
concern, and it is heped that the meeting may
lead to an extension of Canadian trade with
those important portions of His Majesty’s
Dominions.

I have further to advise you that my govern-
ment, having caused inquiry to be made, has
reached the conclusion that the establishment
of direct steamship service with South Africa
would enable Canada to secure in that country
a profitable market for her varied products,
and, to that end, will endeavour to arrange for
such a service.

His Majesty has been graciously pleased to
invite the premier to be present at the cere-
monies attending his Coronation. It is to be
hoped that the presence of the leading states-
men of the several colonies upon this occasion
will afford an opportunity for the discussion of
subjects of mutual interest which may consider-
ably affect the development of our trade and
commerce in the near future, with the mother
country and with our sister colonies.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The public accounts for the last year and the
estimates for the succeeding year will be laid.
before you withcut delay.

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

I commit the above matters and all others
which may be submitted to you, to your earnest
consideration, and I rely upon your wisdom and
prudence to deal with them in the manner
which, under Divine Providence,. may prove
most conducive to the best interests of Canada.

His Excellency the Governor General was
pleased to retire and the House of Commons
withdrew.
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BILL INTRODUCED.

An Act relating to Railways. (Hon. Mr.

‘Scott.)

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, Feb. 17, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at three
-0’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.

The Order of the Day being called :

Consideration of the Speech of His Excellency
the Governor General on the opening of the 2nd
session of the 9th parliament.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE said (in French)—I
wish, in the first place, to thank the hon.
Secretary of State for the honour he has
-done me in asking me to move this Address.,
I feel certain that I am not able to fulfil the
duty in a manner appropriate to the occa-
‘sion, though sensible of the pleasure which
it affords me to accept the honourable task.

The journey through Canada of their
Royal Highnesses the Prince and Princess
of Wales recalls to my mind the visit of
His Majesty, the King, Edward VIL. Forty
years have passed away since 1860—hardly
a day in the life of a people—and what
changes, what prokress! At that period
we had hardly commenced to open up the
eastern provinces. Agriculture and forests
constituted their principal wealth. Since
then industries of all sorts have been es-
tablished and have attained already a great
state of development ; the interior and ex-
terior commerce have surpassed our hopes.
The most important event which has oc-
curred in Canada during the last twenty

years is, without question, the construction’

of the Canadian Pacific Railway. This
great artery, the only one which binds,
without interruption the Atlantic and the
Pacific, was indispensable for the coloniza-
tion, and for the development of the re-
sources of the North-west Territories and
of British Columbia, which are already en-
joying a state of progress and expansion
13

| which will make them ere long the most

important parts of the Dominion. ' It was
a great advantage to us that their Royal
Highnesses were able to cross the continent
and ascertain for themselves the important
place which Canada occupies as an integral
part of the British empire.

It is only too true that it will be neces-
sary to promulgate severe laws against
anarchy. We have to recognize once more
that Presidents of Republics are no more
free from the assassin than Kings and Em-
perors. However, if there was any man who
seemed to deserve to escape the murderous
assaults of the anarchists, it was surely Mec-
Kinley, he who had no personal enemy and
who had always been equally affable to
the humblest as to the most powerful, to
the poor as well as to the rich. But those
who commit these atrocities do not reasou.
They do not see that in striking down =a
man who is nothing more or less than the
representative of the Iinstitutions of the
country, they do no harm to those institu-
tions. The only reason which they give
to explain their crime, is that they are an-
archists. In America, as in Europe and all
civilized countries, it had Dbecome neces-
sary to strike at the root of anarchy by
punishing severely those who spread their
ideas, who excite to crime their fanatical
associates who are generally blind instru-
ments in the hands of able and unscrupul-
ous agitators. While we have never had
to record in Canada, any of these horrible
outrages, nor attempts to agitate to produce
them, we should take measures to prevent
them from occurring.

The census of 1901 for the last decade
shows an increase of 536,427 inhabitants.
The share of the province of Quebec in that
increase is 160,363, being nearly 30 per cent
of the total increase in the Dominion. 1In
1891 the population of French origin in
Canada was 1,404,974. In 1901, the popu-
lation of the same origin had reached 1,660,-
918, being an increase of 255,944, or more
than 47 per cent of the total increase.
These figures are an additional proof of the
expansive force of the - French Canadian
race. We shall soon have the relative sta-
tistics of the agricultural and industrial
development which  has occurred, and there
is no doubt that the results will be still
more important.® :
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Hon. gentlemen, while speaking in French,
I was alluding a moment ago to the fact
that the opening up and development of the
North-west Territories and the province of
British Columbia were due to the construc-
tion of the Canadian Pacific Railway. From
its inception this great enterprise was con-
ducted with the utmost energy and fore-
sight, and no one need begrudge the large
sums of public money which were voted to
help build the road. But while all will al-
ways unite in wishing a continued and in-
creased prosperity to the company and the
introduction of measures conducive to that
end, such measures should be accompanied
with provisions whereby the interests of the
people may be efficiently protected.

The Marconi invention, as applied to wire-
less ocean telegraphy, may yet offer ele-
ments of uncertainty and it may be pre-
mature to say what it will accomplish. It
has, however, been very successfully em-
ployed for shorter distances, and the action
of the government in securing the use of
the system is, in my opinion, worthy of
commendation.

I am not surprised at the good results ob-
tained from the display of Canadian pro-
ducts at the exhibitions which took place
When I had occasion to visit
the Exposition at Paris in 1900, I felt that
the care taken by the Minister of Agricul-
ture in making this country better known
abroad could not fail to give a powerful
impetus to its trade and commerce.

The expansion of the general business of
the country of late years may, in my opin-
ion, be exemplified by a few figures which
I ‘take the liberty of laying before this
House. First of all, if we refer to the im-
ports, we find that in 1890 they were $121,-
815,241. In 1895, there was a small falling
off, and the imports were $110,781,682. In
1897, the imports were $119,218,609 ; in 1899,
$162,764,308, and in 1901, $190,415,525. The
exports show a still greater progress. They
were as follows :

© 1890.. .. $ 96,749,149
1895 .. .. .. .. .. 113,638,863
© 1897 .. .. .. .. .. 137,950,253
1899 .. .. . 158,896,905
1901 196,487,632

If we refer to statistics applied to some of
the individual industries, we find remark-
able results. TFor instance, the mines have

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE.

made great progress, as will be seen by the
following figures :

1880.... . .2 .o .. .. 2,877,361
1880...0 .- .. os .s .. 4,855,767
1895.... -." .- .. .. .. 6,983,227
1889 .uv ceve ceneee 13,368,150
1901 40,367,683

Of course the increase, especially during
the last year, was due in a great measure
to the development of the Yukon. If you
take the items under the headings of
animals and their products we find that
the exports amounted to :

1880 .. ee .o .. $17,607,577
1890 .. 5 .. 25,106,995
1895 .. .. 84,387,770
1899 .. 46,743,130

1901 .. .. ov .. .. 5495311

In the items of manufactured home pro-
ducts, I find the following. We exported in

1880 $ 3,242,617
1890 5,741,184
1896 .. .. .. 7,768,875
1899 .. .. 11,706,707
1901 .. .. 16,012,208

If we refer to the imports, free of duty,
which are the basis in a large measure of
our home industries, we find also very im-
portant figures. We have in

1880 $15,712,000
1890 $34,516,000
1895 42,140,000
1897 40,433,000
1899 59,709,000
1901 71,308,000

There are other items of considerable in-
terest, which show also a large degree

of progress. In bituminous coal, we im-
ported in

1890 . ..q 1,630,020 tons

1895 .. .. .. « 1,696,668 tons

1901 .. .. .. oo oo 2,683,706 tons

The importation of hides for the manu-
facture of leather shows also a very re-
markable increase. The imports were in

1890 .. .. . oo .. $1,712,012
1895 .. .. .. .. .. .. 1,966,620
1901 .. .. .. .. .0 .. 4,120,443

I might refer to the importation of tin
plate used for canned goods. It appears
that from 1895 to 1901 the imports increased
from $260,000 to $543,000. The wood pulp
exported to Great Britain in 1894 amounted
to $178,255, and to the United States,
$368,875, or a total to the two countries of
$547,130. In 1901, the export to Great
Britain had reached $934,722, and. to the
United States, $937,330, or a total of
$1,872,052, showing an enormous increase.
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In wearing apparel, the exports in 1894
amounted only to $42,191. Of this amount,
$7,206 were exported to Great Britain,
$23,615 to the United States, and $1,000 to
China. In 1901, the export of wearing ap-
parel had risen to $664,111. The exports of
steel amounted in 1901 to $607,526, of which
by far the largest amount was exported to
the United States, $304,589, and only $142,297
to Great Britain. The exports of machinery
in 1894 amounted to $150,430, and last year
they had risen to $659,299. We have made
the same progress in a number of other
items which might be given as evidence of
the expansion of the general trade of the
country.

The proposal to increase the number
of Canadian commercial agencies in various
countries will, I am sure, meet with the
approval of all hon. members of this House.
In this particular, the example of the
United States could be followed by us
with advantage. I find that they have some
1,100 consuls, or commercial agents, distri-
buted over thirty-five countries of the world.
They have'in Great Britain 222 such agents
and they have in Canada alone 175 com-
mercial agents. Of the eleven hundred,
three hundred only are paid officials. Six
hundred are of their own natlonality, United
States citizens, and the remaining 500 are
foreigners, chosen in their respective count-
ries, who accept the office for the honour
and the standing attached to the position.
It seems to me that following that example
would be the best way to advertise Canada
abroad, and these commercial agents would
be the best mediums through whom to dis-
tiibute such literature about our commerce
and products as can be printed, and it would
be also a means of establishing commercial
relations between this country and different
parts of the world. ~

I am sure every -member of this hon-
ourable House will rejoice to hear that
a conference between the representatives
of the Canadian and Australasian govern-
ments will take place in England early
next summer for the consideration of
trade and other questions of intercolo-
nial interest, and that the proceedings
will be conducted by our eminent Canadian
Prime Minister. It gives a strong hope, if
not an assurance, that Canada will reap
substantial benefits from the conference.
Canada will -also have the advantage of

being represented at the Coronation festi-
vities by the right hon. Sir Wilfred Laurier.
He will doubtless, by his personality and
eloquence of speech, leave behind him in
England, as he did on the occasion of the
Diamond Jubilee, a most favourable and
lasting impression which will redound alike
to his honour and to the good of the country
he so worthily represents.

Hon. gentlemen, kindly and favourably
as my nomination to this honourable House
has been received by English and French,
Conservatives and Liberals, I feel that I
cannot close these few remarks without
expressing to all and especially to the press
my most hearty thanks. I move

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General, to thank His
Excellency for kis Gracious Speech at the open-
ing of the present Session ; and, further, to as-
sure His Excellency that—

1. We unite with His Excellency, at .the com-
mencement of another Session of Parliament, in
expressing the deep sense of our gratitude to
Divine Providence for the many blessings which
Canada has received during the past year, and
particularly for the exceptionally bountiful har-
vest in Manitoba and the North-west Territories.

2. We receive with much pleasure His Excel-
lency’s expression of gratification at the cordial
reception tendered by all classas of the people, to
the Prince and Prinzess of Wales, on the occa-
sion of their visit in September and October
last, the only regrettable feature being the
limited time at their disposal, which prevented
their visiting many important centres of popu-
lation ; and we are happy to know that their
Royal Highnesses enjoyed their tour through
Canada, and carried away the most pleasant re-
collections of their visits to this part of the
empire.

3. We have shared the feeling of sympathy and
sorrow which the assassination of President
McKinley has elicited throughout the civilized
wor]d, and we are glad to be informed that,
though Canada has happily so far been free from
crimes of this character, the close proximjty
to the United States may make it advisable
to join cur efforts to the efforts of the United
States and other nations and to provide by
legislation for the adequate punishment of those
who, either by speech or writing, incite fanatics
to the perpetration of such horrible crimes.

4. We are pleased to learn that the returns
of the late census will be laid before us and
that, while the absolute increase in the number
of population is not so great as might have been
expected, the evidences of growth in wealth and
in the general tokens of prosperous develop-
ment are highly satisfactory ; and also that there
is good reason to believe that the increase of
population during the latter half of the decade
has been very greatly in excess of the average
of former years and that in the near future we
may look for a much more rapid growth than
occurred during the period covered by the last
two’ censuses. ;

5. We learn with great satisfaction that, ap-
plication having been made by the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company for approval of an in-
crease of its capital, to meet the demand for
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additional rolling stock and other improved faci-
lities, for handling the growing traffic, His Ex-
cellency’s Ministers availed themselves of the
opportunity to stipulate that the long pending
question of the power of the Governor in Coun-
cil to regulate the tolls of the company should
be submitted to the courts for a judicial decision,
and we thank His Excellency for informing us
that the correspondence and other papers will
be laid before us.

6. We are pleased to be informed by His Ex-
cellency that the inventor, Mr. ‘Marconi, having
met unexpected obstacles to the carrying on of
his experiments of wireless ocean telegraphy in
a sister colony, His Excellency’s Ministers
deemed it expedient to invite him to continue his
operations on the coast of Nova Scotia, and
availed themselves of his presence in Canada to
enter into negotiations resulting in an arrange-
ment through which, should the project prove
as successful as is hoped for, the government
and people of Canada will enjoy the benefits of
the invention on very favourable terms, in-
cluding rates for transatlantic messages very
much below those now existing. :

7. We are gratified to know that the display
made by Canada of her products, at the several
expositions at which they have been exhibited
during the last year, has attracted much at-
tention, and has already resulted in many in-
quiries and orders for our goods.

8. We receive with much pleasure His Ex-
cellency’s congratulations on the satisfactary
condition of the revenue and on the steady and
continuous expansicn of the general business
of the country as evidenced by the increased
velume of exports and imports.

9. We learn with much interest that, with the
view of still further facilitating and develcping
our trade with other countries, it will probably
be found expedient to increase the number of
our commercial agencies, and we assure His
Excellency that we will willingly consider the
desirability of making additional provisions for
that purpose.

10. We thank His Excellency for inform-
ing us that the goveraments of Australia
and New Zealand have accepted an invitation
from His Excellency’s government to attend a
conference in London next June for the con-
sideration of trade, transportation, cable and
other matters of intercolonial concern, and we
unite with His Excellency in the hope that the
meeting may lead to an extension of Canadian
trade with those important portions of «His
Majesty’s Dominions.

11. Our thanks are due to His Excellency for
the information that his government, having
caused inquiry to be made, has reached the ccn-
clusion that the establishment of direct steam-
ship service with South Africa would enable
Canada to secure in that country a profitable
market for her varied products, and that, to
that end, His Excellency’s government will en-
deavour to arrange for such a service.

12. We are gratified to learn that His Majesty
has been graciously pleased to invite the
Premier to be present at the ceremonies attend-
ing his Coronation, and we share the hope that
the presence of the leading statesmen of the
several colonies upon this occasion will afford
an opportunity for the discussion of subjects of
mutual interest whfch may considerably affect
the development of our trade and commerce in
the near future, with the mother country and
with our sister colonies.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE.

13. We thank His Excellency for informing us
that the public accounts for the last year and
the estimates for the succeeding year will be
laid before us without delay.

14. His Excellency may rest assured that the
above matters and all others which may be sub-
mitted to us will receive our earnest considera-
tion, and we thank His Excellency 'for the ex-
pression of his reltance upon our wisdom and
prudence to deal with them in the manner
which, under Divine Providence, may prove
most conducive to the best interests of Canada.

Hon. Mr. THOMPSON—I hardly know
Just how it happens that I am to-day
seconding the address in reply to the Speech
from the Throne. = I think I must have,
without understanding the nature of the
obligation, consented to the proposition of
the hon. gentleman opposite, who represents
the government, that I should second the
motion to adopt the address in answer to
the Speech. I do not intend to make any
lengthy remarks on this ocecasion. I
am simply seconding the address, as’
the result of having been invited to do
so. The address of itself covers a great
many important matters. It practically
makes statements on subjects which are
important and are not controversial, in my
opinion, and in seconding the address to-
day I feel a great deal of diffidence,
although I am not entirely new to the work
of legislative bodies, because I have had
some experience in connection with the
legislature of New Brunswick. Still, the
introduction into a new House and a new
condition of things cause a great deal of
diffidence on my part, not being ac-
quainted with the parliamentary usages
of the House and I find it to be a matter
of considerable difficulty to address this
House. But hon. gentlemen I presume
that in connection with the obligations, and
duties devolving upon members of this
House, that we are here for the purpose of
dealing with questions. ~ We are here for
the purpose of dealing with measures. We
are here for the purpose of discussing ques-
tions of general interest to the people of
Canada at large, and the address which we
have before us touches very many important
matters. Dealing as it does, in the first
portion, with the products of Canada, I feel
that, with regard to such matters, the Cana-
dian people are at all times ready to give
thanks to Providence for the great benefits
they enjoy, and it is partially due to the
fact that Canadians help themselves under
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a kind Providence. The energy of the
people of this Canada of ours, aided by a
kind Providence, gives large and beneficial
results.

The second paragraph refers to the visit
of the Prince and Princess of Wales to
Canada. I am sure that it was an educa-
tional visit, and will have its beneficial
effects when the King understands his loyal
subjects in Canada, where loyalty abounds
from the Pacific to the Atlantic.- I am
satisfied that Canada is a greater country,
in the judgment.of their Royal Highnesses
the Prince and Princess of Wales, than it
was before they arrived on our shores. I
am satisfied after their visit to Canada they
would realize they had met with a class of
British subjects who were intelligent and
loyal and anxious to uphold the institutions
of the mother country in every respect. It
is a grand country. The railway trip across
this country, four thousand miles from
ocean to ocean, through one of the richest
countries of the world, must have been a
revelation to their Royal Highnesses in con-
nection with what they would see, and the
condition of the people of Canada, where
they found the measure of comfort, the
manly intelligence and the independence,
characteristics of the great English race.

Passing to the next paragraph, referring
to the assassination of the President of the
United States, we have a subject which, at
that time, drew forth a responsive sorrow
from all the nations of the world. We
never expect an assassination of that char-
acter in Canada, and in saying so I pass no
reflections on the great republic to the
south of us. I fail to understand the ob-
ject or motive which led to that deed, but
in relation to that act and in relation to the
great loss which the United States suffered
at that time, all Canada bowed and felt
grieved for the widow and for the great
nation. These things are referred to in the
speech as matters worthy of some legisla-
tion. So far as I personally have any judg-
ment on the question, in regard to legisla-
tion, I would be willing to support it, looking
to the punishment of crimes of that char-
acter. While I am not certain that legisla-
tion will absolutely prevent these crimes,
yet I feel that for the proper conduct and
conditions of our country in relation to theses
questions it is well that the law of the land,
the watchdog, should be employed.

‘While the returns of the late census in re-
spect to the population of Canada were
somewhat disappointing, I have felt that
there is this feature about it, that we have
a country here good enough for anybody to
live 'in, and with prospects and possibilities
that are highly satisfactory to the people of
Canada, and if people are not at this
moment ready to come in amongst us and
enjoy the benefits which surround us, and
the prosperity we are enjoying in Canada,
we know that there is a measure of com-
fort which ought to attract them if they
thoroughly understood it, and the emi-
grants from afar would find it to their
advantage to come to Canada. There is
one feature about the questions of popula-
tion, the progress we are making in Can-
ada, the advancement of all lines of in-
dustry, and that is that if they do not come
here to enjoy these benefits, we will have a
larger amount of benefits to divide amongst
our own people. I have felt that while
an increase of population in this country,
or in any country, is an evidence of prosper-
ity, yet the other marked conditions in Can-
ada are such that there can be no question
in the minds of the members of this House,
or of the people of Canada that we have en-
joyed advancement, growth and progress.

A reference has been made to the Canadian
Pacific Railway. Being a business man my-
self, associated and connected with a manu-
facturing industry, I have always had a
sympathy fcr these larger institutions, that
the country should be willing to assist them
in a liberal way, but while assisting them
in a liberal way they should keep a string
upon them, so that the parliament of our
country should feel that they had control
in a degree on any question which might
interest the corporation as well as affect the

general interest of the people.

The paragraph in reference to giving aid
to the inventor Marconi, for further investi-
gations along the line of his scientific in-
vention, wireless telegraphy, is a subject
that is still debatable—not that there may
not as a result of his further experimenting -
be some results which will be an advantage
to.the country at large, but whether it will
ever be of commercial value is perhaps a
debatable question. Whether it will be pos-
sible to use this wireless telegraphy so that
it will be of commercial value to the people
is a question yet to be determined, but it is
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 well for us to be in the fore ranks of all
these propositions, because electricians have
performed wonderful things, and the possibi-
lities within their reach are yet beyond a
matter of speculation. We cannot tell what
may yet be worked out on these lines; so
that I am entirely satisfied that the House
will approve of a reasonable grant for the
purpose of permitting Marconi to make fur-
ther experiments in wireless telegraphy.

A paragraph of the address refers to the
display made by Canada at the several ex-
positions during the last year. It will be
satisfactory to the people to understand that
good results have followed from the exhi-
bits. I had the pleasure of visiting the ex-
hibition at Glasgow, and the Canadian pro-
duct attracted very great attention there.
The Canadian exhibit, among other exhi-
bits from the colonies of this empire, were
matters of very great interest to the people
of Scotland as well as to the people of
England, and I was advised, while in Scot-
land, that from the exhibit of Canada there,
large trade relations had resulted with the
people throughout England in the products
which Canada furnished and that benefits
have followed to the manufacturing inter-
ests of Canada. A conference of several
representatives of the different colonies of
the empire must result in advantages to
the interests of Canada. I cannot help think-
Ing, and I believe the House cannot help
feeling, that these conferences between re-
presentatives of the several colonies of the
empire will result in a closer and nearer re-
lationship, beneficial alike to each of the
colonies which form part of this great em-
pire, and when these statesmen meet and
discuss matters which are important and of
interest to themselves in their own coun-
tries and understand what would be impor-
tant in the interests of Canada, the result
of such a conference must lead to good re-
sults and probably be of value to the com-
mercial interests of our Dominion.

The last clause refers to the invitation

, extended to our premier to attend the coro-
nation ceremonies of our King, Edward the
Seventh, all of which will be fully appre-
ciated by the people of Canada, and all
will agree that in our present prime minis-
ter of Canada, Sir Wilfrid Laurier, Canada
is to be congratulated on her representative
for this occasion. Sir Wilfrid will do hon-

Hon. Mr. THOMPSON.

our to Canada in the conference with the
other premiers who will meet at the coro-
nation of the King, and when these great
representative men from the different colo-
nies of the empire meet, I am satisfied that
good results will follow and will be evi-
denced not only in Canada, but will be of
advantage and to the general good of the
British Empire, throughout its whole extent.

I have found it somewhat difficult to make
these few remarks, but I am delighted to
feel that there is on the part of hon. mem-
bers of this House a disposition, on occa-
sions of this kind, to treat new members
with a great deal of kindness.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I do
not think it is at all necessary for the hon.
gentlemen who moved and seconded the
address to make any apology, or to express
any feeling of diffidence, for the manner in
which they have acquitted themselves to-
day. I can only congratulate the govern-
ment on the appointments which they have
made of these two hon. gentlemen. Of
course it will be understood that I am speak-
ing altogether apart from their politics. I
used that expression because I was afraid
I might be misunderstood. In rising to
address the House at the present moment
I confess that, although not a very new
member, I do so with a feeling of oppres-
sion when I reflect for a moment on the
number of senators who have passed away
since last session, particularly the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Allan) who sat on my left, very
nearly ever since I have had the honour of
a seat in this Chamber. I cannot help ex-

| bressing deep sorrow at the loss of a com-

rade, so eminent as a citizen, and one who,
I think I am safe in saying, was an ideal
senator.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—He was
cool, calm and dignified, while at the same
time a man of strong views and strong opin-
lons. But during all my long acquaintance
with him, I never heard him utter a word
that could give the slightest offence to his
most bitter political opponent. = He was a
man universally liked in the part of the
Dominion in which he lived, and I am sure
I utter the sentiments of every hon. senator
present who had the pleasure of his ac-
quaintance, when I say that we deeply re-
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gret his absence. We have also lost an-
other gentleman whom we all respected, the
Hon. Mr. Villeneuve, from Montreal. He
was a man, also, of strong views and hesi-
tated not, when in health, to express them.
He was a good business man in every sense
of the word. He will also be missed. And
the latest among us who has passed away
was the hon. gentleman from Prince Edward
Island (Mr. Prowse), who died suddenly in
what might also be termed the vigour of
health, about middle age, and one who was
least expected to be called away to his long
home. Those who knew him more iuti-
mately than I did, his political opponents
as well as his political friends, speak of him
in the highest possible terms. He might be
a little brusque, as some of the rest of us
are occasionally, in giving expression to his
opinions, but a more honest straightforward
man I do not think ever held a seat in the
Senate of Canada, or in the legislature. 1
could not help, before addressing myself to
the questions before the House, making this
slight reference to those hon. gentlemen
whom we all respected, who have passed
from among us. In looking at this address
I was a little amused at the remark made
by the seconder, that there were a ‘great
many important questions referred to in
the address which we are now consider-
ing. It strikes me—as I think it will most
lion. gentlemen who have had any parlia-
mentary experience—that the address is
noted more for what it does not contain,
than for what it does contain.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—There
are one or two important points in the ad-
dress to which I shall call the attention of
the House before closing, and there are
some paragraphs in it which have my most
cordial support, because they indicate on
these points a policy similar to that which
has characterized the present government
since they have been in power, and that
is, following in the footsteps of their prede-
cessors. So long as they do that I doubt
not, the country will continue to pro-
gress as it has done during the last few
Years. I might refer to some changes. Most
of us will regret that the late Minister of
Justice (Hon. Mr. Mills) has been removed
from this House. He is a gentleman with
whom I had the pleasure of sitting in the

House of Commons since Confederation, with
the exception of a few months during his
absence, and also during the time he occu-
pied a seat in this chamber. I doubt not
that he will fill the new position to which he
is called—at least I hope so—with credit to
bhimself, and benefit to the country. Whe-
ther my hon. friend who is sitting in front
of me just now (Hon. Mr. Templeman) and
occupies the seat of the late Minister of
Justice, is to become the leader of the
Senate on behalf of the government, we
have not yet been informed. It has been
reported, at least through the newspapers,
that the hon. gentleman was to accept a
seat in the government—he probably has’
from the position that he has taken; how-
ever, that has not been explained yet—and
that he was to become the leader of the
Senate. 'Whether that is true or not, the
Secretary of State will be able to inform us.
If it is not true, the Secretary of State will
permit me, in all humility, to congratulate
him upon the long struggle through which
he has passed in attaining to the position
which I thought six or seven years ago,
when they came into power, he was entitled
to. He occupied a seat as leader of the Op-
position for seventeen or eighteen years. He
was a vigorous opponent of the national
policy, of the John A. Macdonald gov-
ernment, of the Sir John Abbott gov-
ernment, of the Sir John Thompson
government, and of the government over
which I presided for a short time, and
I thought from the ability and fighting qua-
lities he possessed at that time, that he
would surely aspire—not only aspire, but
occupy, probably he did aspire—to the posi-
tion given to Sir Oliver Mowat. Then when
the hon. gentleman (Sir Oliver Mowat)
passed over to the gubernatorial chair of
Ontario, I thought the hon. gentleman (Hon.
Mr. Scott) would become master of the situ-.
ation. But, oh no, another gentleman was
put over his head. Whether my hon. friend
from Victoria is to follow in their footsteps
I cannot say, but we will know probably
before the session closes. In the meantime,
the appointment of the Hon. Mr. Mills to a
position on the Supreme Court bench, is only
another evidence of the flagrant violation of
the principles laid down by the hon. Secre-
tary of State and his colleagues when they
were in opposition.
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Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Hear, hear.

Hon. 8Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Members of the present ministry denounced
not only the appointment of any member of
the cabinet, but of any member of parlia-
ment to a position of emolument while he
occupied either one position or the other, be-
cause they accused any one who had been
promised a position of any kind to which
there was a salary attached, as being venal
in character and that he could not by any
possibility be an independent member. How
that has been carried out it is not necessary
for me to detail. I could give this honourable
House the names of about twenty hon. gen-
tlemen who have been appointed from the
ranks of the hon. gentlemen opposite, who
were representatives of the people, to posi-
tions of emolument. The Hon. Mr. Mills is
the second judge that has been appointed,
and no man condemned the principle of
these appointments more vigorously than the
bon. gentleman (Mr. Lister) who was him-
self appointed to the bench, and who, I re-
gret exceedingly to say, has been lately
called to his long home. Are we to lose an-
other member of the cabinet shortly ? I do
not know that I could, with any degree of
delicacy, ask the hon. gentleman the  ques-
tion, neither would I expect him to answer
it, but I find in the Ottawa ‘ Free Press,’ the
government organ, the following paragraph :

Of the brilliant company of men who sat with
Mr. Mills in the first parliament of Canada, Sir

Richard Cartwright is the only Liberal left in
the House to-day.

He ought to have said : * The former blue-
blooded Tory who turned Grit ”—I will not
say for consideration—but under certain con-
siderations, as my hon. friend the Secretary
of State did. I have a distinct recollection
of a time when my hon. friend used to pose
as one of the horrid Tories, but circumstan-
ces transpired which led him, like Sir Rich-
ard Cartwright, to change positions ; whe-
ther they changed their views or not, I am
not prepared to say. In fact, I question
very much, from the speeches he has made,
and the Conservative utterances that have
fallen from my hon. friend opposite me,
whether he has changed his views, though
he may have changed his position. I could
quote from Hudibras something which
would perhaps suit the case, but I forbear.
The paragraph proceeds :

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

And he too will, ere many months are over,
be moving to an atmosphere of greater repose
than it is possible to enjoy as a Cabinet Minis-
ter at Ottawa.

Could the hon. Secretary of State take the
Senate into his confidence ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I could if I knew.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—AnNd
tell us where this balmy atmosphere is to
be found ? Is it in the Governor’s chair of
Ontario, which very soon becomes vacant
from lapse of time ? Is it to cross the ocean
to take Lord Strathcona’s place 2 I am at
a loss to know where, from the wording of
this paragraph, the ‘atmosphere of greater
repose’ is to be found than that which he
now basks in, as Minister of Trade and
Commerce, a position he used in strong and
vigorous language to condemn as useless. In
no place to which he may be relegated can
he do less than he has done, or is doing in
the department over which he now presides.
He has been proved to be a very fine figure-
head, but he has an admirable assistant who
has done whatever may have been done in
that department, and when he goes to that
upper region, that balmy atmosphere, we will
welcome him, certainly more particularly if
it is the governorship of Ontario, or perhaps
my hon. friend the Secretary of State might
aspire to that position because his
name has been mentioned in connection with
it, but as long as he has the honourable po-
sition he holds now as Leader of the govern-
ment in the Senate, as I presume he is to be,
that is a much better position and more dig-
nified and acceptable than the governorship.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear. _

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL—I am
glad my hon. friend agrees with me, that is
in mny opinion. I find no reference in this
address to that very important question of
the fast line. If there has been any pro-
eress made, surely it was of sufficient im-
portance to mention it in the Speech from
the Throne. I believe I am not allowed,
under parliamentary rules, to speak of what
took place the other day in the Commons,
but if hon. gentlemen read the doeuments
they will find that the premier called the at- °
tention of the leader of the opposition in that
House to what he termed a lapse of memory -
—that if they had been seven years negotiat-
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ing for a fast line and if they succeeded in
three years to come in having it established,
then they would be in precisely the same
position as the Conservative government
was when it left power, because they had
been negotiating for ten years. He forgot for
the moment there was actually a contract
signed between the Allans and the govern-
ment, subject of course to the ratification of
parliament, for the establishment of that
line. I am not at all surprised at this lapse
of memory, because almost anything that
has been proposed by the Conservative
party in the past, that has proved a suc-
cess, they claim the credit of. Then there
is nothing about the Pacific cable. Surely
that is of sufficient importance to have
deserved a passing notice at least. It
has been talked of for years, and there
has been vigorous action in reference to it.
and I think the hon. Secretary of State will
concur with me when I say that had there
been a more vigorous policy on the part of
the diplomats of Canada, and of the govern-
ment in particular, that line might now be in
working order, and what is equally of im-
portance, if not more important, it would
have saved this country and England in the
construction of it, had they accepted the
tenders that were offered when I advertised,
as Minister of Trade and Commerce, for
tenders to construct that line. It would
have saved more than half a million of
money. Then we have no knowledge, so far
as the Senate and the House of Commons
and the world are concerned, as to what has
been done, or what is being done.

Then I find no boasting in this address
of the great success which has attended the
extension of the Intercolonial Railway
to Montreal. We were told that the pur-
chasing of the South Shore Road was
going to result in removing the deficits
which have been occurring year after year.
There is not a word about it. And
why ? Well, the Minister of Railways and
Canals—by that I mean the government—

increased the capital indebtedness of the

country during the last four years over four
'million dollars, adding to the annual ex-

penditure some $143,000 on the interest ac-.

count at three per cent, but last year there
was nearly half a million—no, quite half a
million—of a deficit in the operation of the
road.

While it is true that the earnings of the
road have been larger than at any other
former period during its existence, the ex-
penses of managing the road have exceeded
the revenue by over half a million of dollars.
That is what we have obtained by the pur-
chasing of the Drummond County Railway
and the extension of the road to Montreal.
Then, is it correct, in this connection, that
they have loaned to the Canadian Pacific
Railway over twenty locomotives to assist
in carrying their freight from the great
West to the seaboard ? If so, how is it that
there have been so many new locomotives
purchased during the last few years ? That
these loans have taken place is beyond a
doubt, because, I asked that question of a
Canadian Pacific Railway man the other
day, and he told me they had been loaned
to them. Is it because, as has Dbeen an-
nounced in the public press, the purchas-
ing of new locomotives could be charged
to capital account, and the repairing of
fifteen or twenty old ones that required re-
pairs would have to be charged to current
account, thereby making the deficit in the
operation of the road much less than it
really is to-day ? However, we will have
more of this before us in a very short time.

Nor has the government anything in the
address in reference to that state of the
Post Office Department which the premier,
in a speech in Toronto not long ago, in-
formed the public would result from the
magnificent management of the Postmas-
ter General. In a very short time, he told’
the people of Toronto, the deficit in the
working of that department of the goveru-
ment would be wiped out altogether. The
present year shows a deficit of Dbetween
$400,000 and $500,000. But that is not all.
If those who take an interest in these mat-
ters will examine the account they will find
that there is a special account kept for the
expense in connection with this service in
the Yukon Territory. Why should this be ?
When the North-west Territories and Mani-
toba were brought into confederation. the
then Postmaster General in the Conserva-
tive government never thought of keeping
a separate account of the expenses attend-
ing the intreduction of the postal service
into that vast territory and country. That
was made a charge against the depaﬂmeut{
and therefore the deficit was much larger
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than it would have been had the same
policy been adopted then that has been.
adopted by the present Postmaster Gen-
eral. When the deficit was reduced to a
comparatively smaller sum than three or
four years ago, the expense of carrying the
mail into the Yukon country was charged
to the mounted police, who did the duty,
instead of being charged to the Post Office
Department. With book-keeping of this
character you can have a surplus in any
department at any time, if when you spend
the money you charge it to another depart-
ment and take credit to your department
for what you collect.

I should like to have seen a reference
made to the last South African contingent.
We know that there was a good deal of
higgling about its being raised. There was
a good deal of objection on the part of
the government to pay any expenses in
connection with it, and there was a stipula-
tion, if I am correctly informed, and if the
newspaper reports be correct, that they re-
fused even to do that until the British gov-
ernment conceded the right, while we were
paying nothing, of appointing all the officers
who received commissions in that contin-
gent. But there is nothing said about it.
Perhaps any reference to it in the Speech
from the Throne might be taken by the
Minister of Public Works and by those
who think and act as he does, as establish-
ing another precedent. I can say to the hon.
gentlemen opposite that so far as the
people of Ontario are concerned, I voice
the opinions of the people of Ontario
when I say that if the governnment would
come down, with the plethora of money they
"have at present, and say they would pay
every dollar of the expense of the last con-
tingent, it would be approved by ninety-nine
per cent of the people. It would be a
credit to Canada, and while Canada stands
very high in the estimation of British states-
men and of Europeans generally at present,
from the course she has pursued in con-
nection with this unfortunate South Afri-
can war, if we came down and said
to the mother country, ‘we are pre-
pared not only to place our young men
at your disposal, but we will pay their ex-
penses,” it would place us in a still better
position. That is the feeling I entertain,
and I think I hold it in common with 999 out

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

' fore the harvest.

of every thousand who live in the pro-
vince from which I come.

Having said this much, I now turn my at-
tention for a moment to the address. I
need scarcely say that every ome will con-
cur in the thanks to Divine Providence for
the blessings which we have received dur-
ing the last year, and more particularly for
the bountiful harvest in Manitoba and the
North-west Territories. It is this harvest
alone that has done so much to increase
the immigration into this country. It is to
the output of Manitoba and the North-west
we may give credit for the influx of large
numbers of people now going into that coun-
try, and I hesitate not to say that I fully
approve of the policy of the government in
sending men to the United States to try and
induce Canadians and others living there to
emigrate to this country. The large sales
of land by the Canadian Pacific Railway,
by the trust and loan companies, and by the
government indicate a prosperity . unprece-
dented in that section of the country. Why ?
The bountiful rains that fell in that country,
in June last fertilized the soil and brought
forth the crops and did for that country
and for Canada what no government, it
matters not who they may be, or what their
policy may be, could possibly do, and when
credit is taken for bringing in these peo-
ple, hon. gentlemen forget to give the
reasons which induced them to come.

The visit of the Duke and Duchess of
York, now the Prince and Princess of
Wales, was a matter of gratification to
every one, and there is no doubt the hon.
gentleman who seconded the address
spoke correctly when he said that it
would open their eyes and give them an
Idea not only of the loyalty of the people of
Canada, but of its great productive quali-
ties. There is no period of the year
that they could have visited Canada and
gone through the North-west Territories
and Manitoba to better advantage than the
period when they did visit them. Then
they had an opportunity of seeing hundreds
of thousands of acres of wheat fields ex-
tending for miles and miles as far as the
eye could reach. It was my pleasure to
go through that section of the country be-
It was my pleasure also
to return through that country, and if there
Is anything that would gladden the heart
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of man it would be to pass through Mani-
toba and the North-west while the farmers
were reaping a harvest such as that which
was given to them last year.

I am in full sympathy with the mnext
paragraph of the address, and I am quite
sure every man in Canada is, in deprecating
the existence of a class of men who fancy
that their vocation in life is to murder kings
and rulers. I happened to be in Seattle the
day the news of the assassination of the
President of the United States was an-
nounced. There was but one feeling
of horror and regret shown, and I am pleased
to say the expressions to which I gave utter-
ance to an interviewer are being realized in
this paragraph. I said the state of society in
the United States was of such a character
that the most drastic measures should be
taken to crush out of existence such a class
of men as the anarchists, and I am very glad
that the government have come to the con-
clusion to introduce such measures as will
tend to drive, if I may use the expression,
out of existence, societies and men of that
character. It matters not whether it be a
despotic government, or a republic in which
the will of the people is at least supposed
to dominate and to govern, the particular
function of the anarchists seems to be to
murder those who have the confidence of
the people, whether it be in a monarchy or
a republicc. @ 'We shall be better able to
judge of the character of the government
measure after they have introduced it.

I now come to a paragraph which is a
somewhat important one. It refers to the
census. My hon. friend who moved the
address said that while the increase of popu-
lation was not so great as we should like,
still it was an increase. True, it is an in-
crease, but if we take the increase and ap-
ply to it Sir Richard Cartwright’s basis of
calculation when he used to denounce the
former government because there was not
a more rapid increase of the population, it
does not give us a population equal to
the natural increase of the country. What
has become of the rest? They must
have gone out of the country. But to
take a little self-glorification to themselves,
they say there is good reason to believe
that the increase of the population during
the last half of the decade—that is the
period they have been in office—has been

very greatly in excess of the average of
former years, and that in the future it will
increase more rapidly. I should like to ask
the Secretary of State, and I trust that
when he rises to speak he will inform the
House, on what figures he based that state-
ment. I noticed that same sentence in a
speech delivered by the late Minister of
Justice somewhere in western Ontario, and
when I read the synopsis of that speech I
wrote him a note congratulating him upon
it, because I thought he had moved from
that narrowest sphere which characterized
members of the government when they
spoke of their own departments, and asked
him to send me a full report.t When I got
it, I found he had fallen into the same self;
glorification that appears in the last para-
graph of the Speech from the Throne. I
think if you will read that address to
which I have alluded you will find the same
sentence. I told him while I had great
respect for his ability, I regretted he had
adopted a position which he could not sus-
tain by figures or facts. The basis of
calculation which those who discussed this
question after the decennial census of 1891
adopted, was a reference to the Trade and
Navigation Returns. They would there
find an entry of the exports of settlers’
effects, and the figures used to be dinned
into our ears over and over again, and I
think I may safely say my hon. friend who
is now smiling used to indulge in that kind
of argument. If it has any force I propose
to apply it to the last five years that the
hon. gentleman has been in office, and to
which reference is made in the address. It
will be found that the figures are just about
the same average as in the previous five
years. Having a tolerably good knowledge
of parliamentary documents, I took the re-
turns for the last ten years, and examined
them to see how far the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns issued under their hand and
seal would verify their own suggestion,

and I found this to be the case: the exports

of settlers’ effect amounted :

In 1892 to $1,227,998
1892 to 1,537,646

The figures for 1894, I confess, I could not

find. The trade and navigation returns of
that year are published without an index,’

and while I spent a little t!me hunting for
the item I had to give it up. s
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In 189G, the item was $991,735. I do not
suppose the present government would lay
claim to that; they would rather charge
that to the late government. In 1897, the
item was $1,237,000. They had not only
nearly reached but exceeded those of 1892.

In 1898 they were.... $1,008,000
In 1899 .- 8 993,000
In 1900 - (L 1,057,994
In 1901 L = 1,166,533

Compare those ten years, and you will find
that the exports of settlers’ effects from the
country were greater during the last five
years than for the five years previously. Yet
we are told, with a good deal of solemnity—
and 1 was going to say something else, but
it would not be considered parliamentary—
that in the last five years, the exodus has
not been so great. There is a census taken
in Manitoba every five years, and what does
that show ? There was a census taken in
Manitoba in 1896, exactly the middle of the
decade. Comparing its figure with those of
1891, and then with those of 1901, it shows
the rate of increase was practically the same
in the earlier and later years, so that there
has been no great influx into that country
until the present year, after the enormous
harvest. The Postmaster General is not
only master of letters and newspapers, but
is also a publisher. I do not know that he
edits the ‘ Labour Gazette.” I fancy he just
controls it, but you will find in that Gazette
a reference to the great exodus from the
maritime provinces in particular and if you
look at the last address of the Governor
of Nova Scotia, on the opening of parlia-
ment, you will find that he uses this lan-
guage—he mentioned the fact of the
great enterprise which they had at Sydney,
and trusted that this ana similar under-
takings would tend to stop the exodus of
our young men to the United States. Yet
these gentlemen would lead the public to

believe, by this paragraph of the address, that |-

the young men of the Dominion were not
emigrating to the United States, but were
remaining in Canada. If the hon. gentle-
men would take the trouble to look at the
census which was taken a short time ago in
the eastern States, to which the maritime
province men generally go, fishermen and
others, while others go still further west,
you will find that in 1880—that is the de-
cennial census return—there were 717,157
Hop. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Canadians in the Eastern States, and in 1890
there were 980,927, and by the last census
of 1900, the figures had gone up to 1,181,77B.
With these facts upon record, we have the
statement made in the address, or rather we
have words put into the mouth of His Ex-
cellency, the truth of which cannot be veri-
fied by any facts or figures in existence. In
the State of Massachusetts: another census
has been taken, and what does it show? That
in 1885 there were 147,352 Canadians; in 1890
there were 207,000; in 1895 there were 243,-
000, and in 1900 there were 293,000 in that
state, showing a constant increase in the
number of people leaving Canada for the
United States. I do not say that this did
not exist under former administrations. It
is the peculiar character of the Anglo-Saxon
race to be roaming. They are never satis-
fied; they are going from place to place.
Families are raised, and the. boys, imbued
with the same ideas as their parents, leave
their homes and go forth to seek their for-
tunes somewhere else. Had it not been
for that spirit of enterprise, I should not
have been here to-day. -My father thought
he could do better here than he could in
England, and he brought his family, my-
self among them, and I am very glad, as
an evidence of. the salubrity and health-
fulness of this climate, to say that of the
four children he brought to this country 67
years ago, we are all alive and kicking to-
day.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMA N—Especially kick-
ing.

Hon. Mr. O’'DONOHOE—Are they all in
Canada?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—They
are all in Canada. Two of them are living
in Tweed, Hungerford, and another in
Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Are they all Con-
servatives? |

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Yes.
I have dealt with that portion of the ad-
dress referring to the census, and 1 think
that the facts will convince the public
that that was altogether a superfluous and
unnecessary paragraph to place in the ad-
dress." .

What the next paragraph means I am at a
loss to know, unless I am to draw from.
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the statement in the course of the speech
made by the seconder of the address that
we are to help the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way. It is unusual to refer to private
legislation in the Governor’s Speech, and un-
less the government have some scheme by
which they propose to assist the Canadian
Pacific Railway by endorsing their paper,
or guaranteeing their bonds, I do not know
why the paragraph is introduced. We all
remember the fight that took place by gen-
tlemen in the House of Commons and also
by gentlemen here against the Canadian
Pacific Railway. I notice, however, that
the Premier of Ontario, in a late address in
‘Whitby, speaks highly of it, and, something
unusual in the party to which he belongs,
honestly admitted the error they made in
opposing the construction of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, admitting that Sir John
Macdonald’s policy, and which I admit was
carried out at enormous expense, was the
correct one, and redounds not only to his
credit as a statesman, but has brought
Canada to what she is to-day, and what
she would not have been had not that road
been built.

The reference to the inventor Marconi
has no harm to it, but as the seconder of
the address said—it is hard to say where
he got his inspiration—I suppose it is the
intention to subsidize Marconi that he may
continue his experiments in Canada. We
can all hope that his experiments may
brove a success, and that they may be of
benefit to this country.

The next paragraph refers to the rve-
venue and expansion of business. That
question was elaborately dealt with by the
mover of the address. I am one of those
who do not consider it to the greatest
advantage, in a country like  this, that our
revenue should swell as it has swollen
from importations. I would much rather
see those goods which are imported, and
from which we derive a revenue, made in
Canada, giving employment to our artisans,
our labourers, and our mechanics in order
to keep them in the country, rather than
have them go to the United States looking
for employment. But has that been the
result of what these gentlemen so often
boast about, the introduction of what they
call their preferential trade ? I commend
the figures to my hon. friend who has

moved the resolution, because it is evident
that he has given attention to the import-
ations, the exportations, and the great
growth of the trade of the country. But
when we are told that that is the result of
a preferential tariff in favour of Great
Britain neither facts nor the figures given
us by the hon. Senator will sustain the
statements made. Let us look at the figures
and we find these facts: the aggregate in-
crease of trade during the last year
has been 48 per cent in favour of Great
Britain, 80 per cent in favour of the United
States, notwithstanding a preference given
to the English manufacturer, to which I
may refer more at length presently, France
101 per cent, Germany 40 per cent, Spain
101, Portugal 104, Italy 110, Holland 110,
with Belgium it has increased 5350 per cent
over the former trade of that country. Now,
bhow is it ? Can any one explain how it is
that the United States, lying close to us,
with the thirty-three and a third per
cent of a differential duty against her, in-
creased her trade eighty per cent, while the
trade of the favoured country which the
preferential tariff was supposed to benefit,
only increased forty-eight per cent ? These
are figures that all can verify by looking at
the trade returns, and they can answer the
question to their own satisfaction. If you
take the percentage from 1896 to 1901 of the
trade between the United States and Canada
—I am not speaking now of the gross trade—
you will find that in 1901 our percentage of
trade with Great Britain was 31°15 per cent,
and with the United States in 1896 it was
50-80 per cent. Hon. gentlemen will observe
how in 1897 the trade fell off with England
during the existence of this preferential
tariff. 1In 1897 it fell down to 27°53 per cent,
and the United States increased to 53:48 per
cent. In 1898 England’s trade decreased to
25°36 per cent, while the United States in-
creased 29-24 per cent. In 1899 the percent-
age of trade with Great Britain was 24'72,
and with the United States 59-24. The fig-
ures are precisely as they were the year be-
fore. In 1890 the trade with Great Britain
had fallen off to 24-17, but in 1891, last year,
England’s trade fell to 24-10, while that of
the United States increased to 60-30. There
is the state of the figures, and when we are
told that this preferential trade has done so
much to cement the good feeling that exists
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to-day between England and Canada we
must attribute it to some other cause. I can
easily understand how the trade with Ger-
many has increased with England; it is simp-
1y on account of the order in council which
was recominended by the Minister of Cus-
toms, and is now in existence. If goods
manufactured in a foreign country be sent
to England and undergo a finishing pro-
cess which is about 25 per cent—I am not
absolutely certain as to the amount—

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think that is the pro-
portion. That is my recollection of it.

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
thought that was it, but I did not wish to be
too positive—then they are admitted as Eng-
lish goods under the preferential tariff. Now,
take buttons—that is a small matter—they
will send them to Englnndijust the bone
itself, and perhaps the holes are bored in
England. Then they are relieved of the
differential duty of thirty-three and a third
per cent by sending them to England rather
than by finishing them in Germany. That
applies to scores of things, so that in fact
the preference through the means of this
order in council is absolutely nullified in
its operation. Then how are we treated
by Germany ? The expression used by
people on the stump, is ‘See what advan-
tages have accrued to us from the fact
of our having this preferential trade.’
There is i gentleman, now a member of
this House—I do not see him present—
who was interviewed in Kansas, and he
there told them of the magnificent effects of
the preferential trade in opening the market
of England to us. Let me ask any hon.
gentleman present, who knows anything
about the tariff and trade with England,
have we one single benefit in the English
market to-day that we have not had for
thirty or forty years, since free trade was
established in that country ? Not a single
one. If we have a surplus of grain or a
surplus of manufactures we can go into
England to-day on the same terms precisely
as we did twenty-five years ago, so that
there is not the slightest gain to us in that
respect, while we have given them a pre-
ference of 33% per cent and under that 33%
per cent the trade of the country has fallen
with England and increased with the United
‘States, with 33% against her on the aggre-
gate trade.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—The hon.
gentleman wants to take all and give noth-
ing. The English people have been receiv-
ing our goods for thirty years free of taxa-
tion and you still want to keep a high taxa-
tion against them.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
should like to ask the hon. gentleman if any-
thing has fallen from my lips which justi-
fied that remark ?

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—I think so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I said
nothing about retaliation. I have been
showing from the begininng the effect of
the preferential tariff as it affected the trade
of Great Britain. I have not expressed an
opinion upon that point yet. If the hon.
gentleman wants an opinion I have no objec-
tion to giving it. I have no opinions of any
kind or character that I am ashamed to give
expression to, and when the time comes for
dealing with the question, I will deal with it
just as frankly as I am dealing with this,
but it would be just as well if the hon. gen-
tleman, in considering these matters, would
nct try to put language into my mouth that
I did not utter. I could give him reasons
why I think the preferential tariff has re-
sulted in the manner which I have indi-
cated, but I will not take the time at pre-
sent.

I wish to refer now to the enormous ex-
penditure of the country. I may, however,
remark en passant, that my hon. friend from
Hamilton is one of the radical, free trade-
protectionists that we have in this country,
and I congratulate him on the latter part.
however, much I may disagree with him on
the former. He is one of the ardent out
and out protectionists of the old Tory style.
There is no question about that. I hada
the pleasure of sitting in the House of Com-
mons with that hon. gentleman when he
made one of the most elaborate statements
in favour of protection, that perhaps any
man ever made in that House, and I as-
sisted him in getting it upon record, and he
has a very good knowledge of the results. Not
one word have they said about the expenses
of the country. I thought the hon. gentle-
man to whom I referred a moment ago might
be in the Chamber, but I do not see him here.
He made a pledge in the Commons, when he
was there, in which he stated that he was
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quite convinced, if the Liberal party came
into power, that if the people would change
the complexions of its rulers, they could
reduce the annual expenditure by four to
five million dollars. I never heard him say
a word about that during the five years he
was in parliament supporting the present
government. But if it were so, then the
expenditure should have been last year about
$36,872,318, instead of $61,500,000; it was
only about one hundred per cent greater
than his calculations in 1895. The following
figures will show how the expenditure has
increased during Liberal rule :—

1893—Conservatives.. .. .. .. $40,853,727
1894—Conservatives.. .. ... .. 43,008,233
1895—Conservatives.. .. .. .. 42,872,338
1896—Consorvatives.. .. .. .. 41,702,383
1897—Liberals.. .. .. .. .. .. 42,972,755 "
1898—Liberals. . 45,384,281
1899—Liberals.. .. .. ...... 51,542,635
1901—Total vote.. .. . 61,500,000

We have not had a single word said
about that. It is rather a ticklish sub-
ject, no doubt, for the two hon. gen-
tlemen who have addressed the House,
more particularly when considered in view of
+he professions of the hon. gentlemen when
they were in Opposition. Allow me for a
few moments to call attention to the position
which these gentlemen occupy as ministers
of the Crown. I fancy if men like Robert
Baldwin and Lafontaine could rise up from
the grave and see the manner in which this
country is governed to-day under the prin-
ciple of responsible government, they would
hide their heads in shame, and say that they
no longer belonged to such a party. There
never has been in the existence of a govern-
ment in Canada, or in Europe, a conglomer-
ate such as that which composes the present
government. Is there a single question upon
which there is a unity of sentiment or feel-
ing among them ? We have the free trader,
Mr. Fielding, on one side ; we have the pro-
fessed free trader, Mr. Sifton, as his co-
adjutor. Then we have Mr. Tarte, who
boasts he was born a protectionist, and edu-
cated a protectionist, is a protectionist still
and intends to adhere to it, and when they
discuss these questions they, the latter gen-
tleman says, ‘quarrel like blazes’ That is
not my language ; it is his that I am quoting.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Not like trai-
tors ! :

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL—No,
not like traitors. We might draw inferences
2

from the remarks made by the hon. gen-
tleman, but we are not discussing traitors
just now, we are only discussing questions
of difference between. the gentleman whom
he admires so much—the Minister of Public
Works, his beau ideal of a statesman, as a
man, and as a diplomat—and his colleagues,
and consequently we will confine ourselves
to this instead of discussing the ques-
tion of traitors. Unfortunately there are
traitors in all camps, and I am inclined
to think the hon. gentleman may find
some among his own friends. Whether
they will have the same effect as cer-
tain other traitors have, or whether
the results will follow their connec-
tion with them in the future,; remains to
be seen. I hope it may, that’s all. I have
heard, particularly during the last contest
in these by-elections, the admirers of the
administration say : ‘We have carried out
all our pledges that we made prior to the
elections or during the elections. There is
not a pledge which we have mwade that we
have not adhered to strictly.’ They say,
too we have only a revenue tariff. They say
more than that. They are not protection-
ists, except some portion of them. Let us
look at a few of them and see what a
position they occupy. The Premier—and
when I use the single number understand it
means the whole, because the memo, I have
in my hand is written in the singular—we
find that when the late Alex. Mackenzie, who
was Premier of the government and a man
of a stern character, a man who held opinions
that he was neither ashamed of nor did he
hesitate to avow them, that he, rather than
yield to the clamour at that time, because
such it was for protection, went to the
people and was defeated. and they all
stuck to him like bricks. They were all
free traders at that time. Mr. Blake declared
that if he came into power he would not
think of removing protection suddenly. The
hon. gentleman will remember that famous
speech of his at Malvern, in Ontario. They
echoed the same sentiment, and when Sir
Richard Cartwright styled protection legal-
ized robbery and was for unrestricted reci-
procity with the United States, though Mr.
Blake averred at that time that it would
lead to annexation, they all fell into line
and advocated it. Now they say they do
not require either one or the other, and
they have gone so far as to deny that they
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ever advocated unrestricted reciprocity. He
was for preferential trade with Britain on
the Canadian hustings prior to the election,
and pointed out the great advantages which
would accrue to this country if they could
get that preference, as to which my ho_n.
friend says we want to get everything and
give nothing. But as scon as he got into
England, surrounded by free traders, he be-
lied—that is an Anglo-Saxon word and per-
haps a little too strong—he took a different
view, and declared they wanted nothing
from England and did not ask it, but was
willing to give them all they had to give. I
will not pursue that subject further, but I
make the statement, that there is not a
single principle that they advocated at the
time when they were out of office that they
have not violated since they came into
power. But what I am going to point out--
and I propose to close with this—is the
divergence of opinion which exists between
the members of the cabinet, and which is
opposed to the principles of responsible
government and parliamentary doctrine laid
down by Mr. Gladstone, which I have in
my hand, that when one minister differs
from another he must go out of the govern-
ment, that in no case can a man divest him-
self of his individual responsibility—that no
members of the government can divest
themselves of responsibility for the utter-
ances of any one of the Cabinet, that what
one does they are all responsible for. Let
us look at the position these gentlemen oc-
cupy. It will be remembered that Mr. Blair
repudiated Mr. Tarte in a speech delivered
at Restigouche. Perhaps I should say the
Minister of Railways and Minister of Pub-
lic Works, but the other mode of ex-
pression is a great deal shorter. He
repudiated Mr. Tarte in a speech deliver-
"ed at Restigouche on the question of sending
a contingent to South Africa. What did he
say upon that occasion ? He said : It is true
Mr. Tarte may hold certain views upon the
question, and that he had a right to hold
them, but the Cabinet was not with him
and he did not have his way. That may
be quite correct, and the statement made
that he had a right to his individual opin-
ions, no one disputes, but what we do dis-
pute js that he had a right to go out on the
stump and tell the people he disapproved of
what had been done, and then remain in
the Cabinet. It reminds me of one of the
Hon. Sir MACKRENZIE BOWELL.

English statesmen of whom we read about,
I forget the work now, but the statement is
that when he left the Cabinet door he said
to the other Minister what did we decide
upon in reference to this : ‘ Well, ’ he says,
‘don’t you know ?’ And the other minister
says : ‘Oh, I have forgotten, but if we have
to lie about it we must all lie alike. There
must be no diversity of opinion.” Then Mr.
Blair supported the Kettle River Railway
Bill, and Mr. Tarte attacked the bill in the
House when it came before them, and de-
feated Mr. Blair. Mr. Blair negotiated with
English and Canadian capitalists for the
construction of a telegraph line to Daw-
son. Mr. Tarte on his return from Europe
repudiated Mr. Blair’s arrangement and
built the line himself, and made the other
parties lose their money. Mr. Blair sup-

ported in committee the Crow’s Nest
Pass Railway charter to the United
States border. Mr. Tarte opposed it

Mr. Blair declared that it was the pol-
icy of the government to grant the char-
ter. Mr. Tarte denied this, and declared
that it was not so. Mr. Blair retorted, de—.
claring that Mr. Tarte was not at the coun-
¢il and did not know, but Mr. Tarte won,
notwithstanding, and defeated the measure
when it came to the House. Mr. Dobell
declared that the ss. Scoftsman was lost on
account of there not being lights and fog-
horns on the St. Lawrence. The Minister
of Marine and Fisheries denied it, and a
wordy row ensued between these two mem-
hers of the Cabinet. Sir Louis Davies de-
nounced what he styled an omnibus bill
granting certain powers to an electric com-
pany on the St. Lawrence; the Solicitor
General, Mr. Fitzpatrick, supported the bill.
Mr. Davies retorted and accused Mr. Fitz-
patrick of being the attorney of the promo-
ters, which Mr. Fitzpatrick indignantly de-
nied, and read him a lecture upon the pro-
prieties of debate. Messrs. Blair and Dobell
opposed in committee the South Shore Rail-
way Bill introduced by Mr. Préfontaine, as
being an attempt to legislate others out of
their rights ; Sir Wilfrid Laurier, when the
bill came to the House, supported it. The bill
was reported, and Messrs. Dobell and Blair
were thereby defeated. At the Manufactur-
ers Banquet, in Montreal, Mr. Fielding talk-
ed free trade, and  Mr. Tarte, protection,
declaring that he was educated a protection-
ist and ‘was one still, and that ‘ they fought
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like blazes in council when these questions
came up.” Mr. Sifton repudiated protection
in a speech in Winnipeg, and declared that
if the woollen mills could not run with a
twenty-three per cent protection, let them
shut down. Of course this would be op-
posed by Mr. Tarte. Mr. Sifton declared
that he was the only one in the Cab-
inet—and here is another, shall I say
violation of the obligation which he
took as a Privy Councillor—Mr. Sifton
declared in his speech in the North-west a
short time ago that he was the only one in
the Cabinet who opposed the duty upon
lumber. He should have had the manliness
to have told the Manitoba farmers when the
question come up that the government
thought it in the interests of the country, but
instead of that he said : I am the only man
in favour of free trade. Then we find again,
on the question of reciprocity, Mr. Tarte de-
clared that the time to seek reciprocity had
ended, but if you look at Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier’'s speech down at St. Hyacinthe, you
will find that he said :—

The last had not been heard of the Washing-
ton commission, and if we are returned, further
efforts will be made to get for Canadian pro-
ducts their natural market.

On the question of transportation, Messrs.
Tarte and Fitzpatrick were again at logger-
heads in committee. Mr. Tarte referred to
the large amount of money which had been
spent in Quebec without the people profiting
by it, and asked Mr. Fitzpatrick if he knew
how much had been spent. Mr. Fitzpatrick
replied, ‘You know best, and how it was
spent.” I suppose probably he had reference
to a ‘ rake off’ just then. However, I do
not know that. This is the language of the
hon. gentlemen themselves.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—The hon. gentle-
man refers to the time when the McGreevy-
Connolly scandal was being exposed by Mr.
Tarte? s

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Very
likely, I told the hon. gentleman just now
that he was an admirer of Mr. Tarte, and
he has taken the first opportunity to defend
him.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—No, I am ex-
plaining what the Minister of Justice meant.

* Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I will
not enter into that peint. If I did I could
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show how much rake off Mr. Tarte got. I
could show how much he got from Paquet,
how much he got from Whelan, and one
or two others. But that is digressing.

Ho_n. Mr. DANDURAND—For
tive purposes?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I will
leave him with his hon. friend, and he can
admire him as he does, and can sleep with
him if he likes. These are but a few cases
in which these gentlemen have proven to
the world that they are not a unit. I am
not prepared to say that they should be a
unit in council, but I do hold, and so will
any other man who understands anything
of the constitution under which this coun-
try is governed, that whatever differences
there may be at the council board, when
they come out of the doors they should be
one, and not be contradicting each other.
If those things should occur in England, as
they have occurred in this country, where
responsible government is not only practised
but lived up to, no man could remain in the
government an hour afterwards. Some
people will very likely, under the circum-
stances, think that they are a loving lot,
and some might explaim, in the language of
the psalmist, ‘ Behold how good it is for
brethren to dwell together in unity.,’ Well,
there is unity so long as the retention
of office is in view. I would suggest to
the hon. Secretary of State the para-
phrasing of the old nursery rhyme about
dogs, and that he should have the following
motto put up upon the door of the council
chamber ; it might remind them of their
boyhood days, and suggest to them the pro-
priety of trying to do better. It should read
thus : i :

Let dogs delight to bark and bite and scratch
each others faces,

But children of one Cabinet should not quarrel
‘like blazes.’

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I desire to thank the
hon. leader of the Opposition for the compli-
mentary terms in which he referred to the
mover and seconder of the address. These
gentlemen delivered their speeches in very
good taste, and I think their remarks met
with the approval of both sides of the .
House. They have given us an assurance
that they will be valuable members of the
Senate in the future. The same might be
also said of the other four hon. gentlemen

Conserva-
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" introduced into this Chamber on Thursday
last.

The other four have all been members.of
legislative bodies, and have come here with
a large amount of experience, and will
prove, I am quite sure, most valuable mem-
bers of the Senate. I join with my hon.
friend in saying that while we welcome the
newcomers, yet our memories have not for-
gotten the old friends who sat in this
Chamber. The one to whom he particularly
referred, who sat upon his left (Mr. Allan),
and to whom he alluded in such feeling terms,
was for a long time a very warm friend
of mine. It happened that in the year 1858,
I think it was, speaking now from memory,
at a time when members for the Upper
Chamber were elected, the late .Mr. Allan
offered himself as a candidate for the Home
Disttict, and was elected by the people who
knew him best. During the long time I had
the pleasure of knowing him—now consider-
ably more than forty years—I never once
changed the high opinion I entertained of
that hon. gentleman. The remark made by
the hon. leader of the Opposition, when he
said he was a man with high ideals, was
a very correct phrase to use with respect to
Mr. Allan, and recalled an observation that
I myself made when he was nominated to
the chair of the Senate. I distinctly remem-
ber saying, with all sincerity, that if at that
time among the many members of the Cham-
ber it rested with this body to nominate one
to the chair, Mr. Allan would certainly
have secured the position, and therefore we
“could all heartily endorse the selection made
by the government of the day. While
brought up amid very strong political asso-
ciations, his father and grandfather, and
married into what was known as the old
family compaet, yet he was & man who was
singularly free from prejudice where his
own judgment was brought into play—more
particularly in the committees of this House,
and especially when acting .as chairman of
several of the committees during that long
interval. I have also to thank my hon.
friend for the kindly manner in which he
referred to Mr. Mills, who has been ele-
vated to a place in the Supreme Court. He
has known Mr. Mills for very many years,
and has formed a very high estimate of his
character. I think the opinion will be con-
curred in, not only by Mr. Mills’s political
friends, but by his political opponents,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—As to his little chair
about acting contrary to the political views
of some of my colleagues to whom he made
reference, and departing from the policy
he laid down, I presume on that occasion
they were at all events following the
precedent established by our predecessors,
under the administration of the late Sir John
Macdonald, when a namesake of his, Mr.
MecDonald, of Nova Scotia, passed from Min-
ister of Justice to Chief Justice of his pro-
vince, a very good appointment. No one cri-
ticised or found fault with it. I think it has
been recognized in England that if the then
Attorney General desires to go on the bench,
it is usually his privilege to do so. That, I
understood, has always been the rule.

Speaking now of persons whose names
might be recalled to our memories, I think
we ought not to omit mention of the dis-
tinguished man who died last week—I think
the day before the House was called to-
gether—I allude to the late Earl of Dufferin,
a gentleman that Canada owes a very deep
debt of gratitude to for the warm interest
he always took in Canadian affairs. It was
his good fortune to follow the first Governor
General of Canada, a gentleman who had not
taken a very active part in filling the posi-
tion that he occupied, that is, Sir John
Young, who became Lord Lisgar. He was
only in Canada I think for three and a half
years. I must say he was not a great suc-
cess ; he did not take the active part, nor
in fact did any of the governors before that
period, that Lord Dufferin did when he
came to Canada. He practically adopted a
new line which has, I am glad to say, been
followed by his successors. As hon. gentle-
men know—particularly those who took an
interest in matters, thirty years ago—Lord
Dufferin made himself familiar with all the
wants of Canada, took every opportunity
of coming in close touch with the people,
living at different times in leading cities of
the Dominion; was present at banquets,
and spoke with very great beauty and earn-
estness of the possibilities of this country.
He continued to take a very active interest
in Canada, and was always our friend at the
Court of St. James when any Canadian
question came up for consideration. His life
was in many respects a very happy one. That
is, he occupied high positions of very great
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importance in the Empire. He was at dif-
ferent times Minister Plenipotentiary at dif-
ferent courts of Europe—Russia, Turkey,
Italy and France, and was afterwards Vice-
roy of India. There is this to be said of
Lord Dufferin, that he was generous to a
fault. I think he was a poorer man the day
he left Canada than he was the day he ar-
rived—that is, I think the allowance paid
him here was expended in generous hospita-
lity with a free and open hand, and with
the liberality he displayed at all times.
However, he set a very good example, which,
I am happy to say, has been very freely
followed by those who have succeeded him.

My hon. friend’s criticisms on the address,
are, on the whole, rather moderate. He
refers to several omissions, which I should
note, and he took occasion to pass over a
little chaff as to my position in this Cham-
ber. As he knows, I have had no very great
ambition to be first at any time. I am glad

: to-day to assist the party to which I belong
in administering public affairs either in this
Chamber or outside of it.

The hon. gentleman has also referred to a
circumstance that has on many occasions
been thrown across the floor of this House
at me, that I changed my political opinions.
It has been made so often and I have
remained silent under it, that probably this
moment may be a favourable opportunity
for giving some very short explanation. I
do not care, as a rule, about talking of my-
self, but as the statement has been made
that I had, for some consideration or other,
changed my political opinions, I think it is
only fair that the House should understand
my positon. I began life as a Liberal, as
a boy and as a man, when I commenced my
profession in the year 1848. At that time the
exciting question was the Rebellion Losses
Bill. I was on the platform moving a reso-
lution in support of Lord Elgin, who had
then signed the Rebellion Losses Bill, when
we were attacked by a body of the Conser-
servative party, and put to rout. I con-
tinued to be allied to the Liberal party until
the year 1857. It so happened that it was
committed to my care to take charge of
various claims of cities to be considered
suitable places for the capital of Canada.
I prepared the papers, and had charge of
the application of Ottawa. After the deci-

“sion was given, the Liberal party as a body

denounced the selection. In the session of
1857-58 the vote against Ottawa was carried
by a large majority. Sir John Macdonald
took up the Queen’s decision and stuck
loyally by it. I represented the city of
Ottawa, and certainly I should not have
been doing my duty if I had not adhered
to the government in so important a mat-
ter as the selection of this city in carrying
out the Queen’s decision.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
is, the defeat of the appropriation of fifty
thousand pounds to begin the work—that is
the question on which Sir John Macdonald
was defeated.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, it was on a square
vote. First, Mr. Piché moved that Ottawa
should not be the seat of government. That
is the first vote that was given. Sev-
eral places were voted on, and he moved a
direct vote that Ottawa was not a suitable
place for the seat of government, and the
vote was carried. It dropped there, and for
a whole year there was just that uncertainty
about it. The following year, accompanied
by some other gentlemen, I waited on Sir
John Macdonald and the government at
Toronto, and asked them whether they were
prepared to take up the question and stand
by it. They said they were, and they made
up their minds to do so. A paragraph was
introduced in the address announcing that
policy, that they were prepared to stand by
it. Recollect, before that they had resigned,
and what was called the Brown-Dorion
government was formed in succession to it.
However, the following session, 1859, a para-
graph was put in the Speech, binding the
government to stand by the Queen’s deci-
sion. We only carried it then with great
difficulty by five votes. Certainly I should
have been recreant to my duty if I had not
adhered to Sir John Macdonald after that,
and I did so until Confederation. My rela-
tions with Sir John Macdonald were always
of a very pleasant character, even after I
united myself in Ontario with Blake and
Mackenzie. It may be an unnecessary thing
to state, but as so many observations have
been made in the last fifteen or twenty
years in this Chamber chaffing me about it,
I have taken this opportunity to speak of a
personal matter. It is a bit of Canadian his-
tory that should not be forgotten.
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Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I have
a pretty good memory of the rest of it. The
whole story has not been told.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman,
among other things, finds that no reference
is made to the fast line of steamers, and I
think he quoted some remarks made by the
Premier in another place, in which he said
that the late government had taken an
equally long time to make up their minds.
The first legislation on the fast line was in
1889. Nothing came of it. The Act re-
mained on the statute-book offering to give
at that time half a mililon dollars towards
establishing a fast line. In 1894 a new bill
was introduced increasing the amount to
three-quarters of a million dollars, but
coupling with it the duty of calling at some
port in France. Nothing came of that. The
year 1895 passed over, and in the session
of 189G another bill was Dbrought down
which relieved the company from calling at
a port in France, a clause having been added
that the government of the day was em-
powered to also subsidize a line to France,
and dispose of the necessity for the fast At-
lantic vessels calling at France, as between
Liverpool and Quebec or Halifax. There
is a good deal of difference of opinion in
this country as to the benefits of a fast line.
If, as my hon. friend contends, it would
have been wise to close with Mr. Allan,—
and it is a long story to go into, because
there were a good many qualifications,—the
service had not been approved, if my memory
serves me, by Mr. Chamberlain, who was
then, as now, Secretary of State for the
Colonies, and his approval was necessary,
as it was absolutely essential that the Im-
perial government should contribute their
share to the fast line—apart from that there
were many reasons why it could not be
acquiesced in, and so the subject was drop-
ped for the time being. There is a broader
question apart from that, that many people
do not believe in a fast line as contemplated.
A fast line is a term that changes rapidly.
The fast line as contemplated in the bill to
which I have referred was 20 knots an
hour. We know very well now that such
a service would not do. Take the ‘Kaiser
William,” for instance ; I think her speed is
24 knots an hour, and there is no doubt we
are just in that transition state when faster
vessels are being built from time to time

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

when a power different from coal probably
may be used, oil or some other substitute
which will not occupy the space which coal
does, because we know very well that what
are called the greyhounds of the Atlantic,
while they carry many passengers cannot
carry freight. Now, the wealth of this coun-
try is the products of the country, and we
must have vessels that will have sufficient
space to carry those products abroad. Had
we entered into the contract for the fast
line, to which my hon. friend refers, in 1896,
the vessels were to be ready in 1898, and
we would have now spent three million of
dollars as a subsidy to a fast line for that
part of the ten years’ service. Do the hon.
gentlemen think it would have been of that
particular value to this country? It was to
be a weekly service. Six days of the week,
our letters go by New York steamers. No
merchant would ever think of holding
his correspondence for six days in order
to send it by a Canadian steamer while we
have equal facilities to send by New York. I
suppose nine-tenths of our mail-matter has
for 10 years past been carried via New York
—because it is a quicker route. It is a daily
route, and for us that is a convenience and
advantage that no weekly steamer could
possibly furnish. Then, again, the great
wealth of this country is in its products. I
venture to say that the $38,000 a year given
to the Manchester line of steamers years
ago has been of greater benefit to this
country than the expenditure of three-quar-
ters of a million towards establishing a fast
line. The Manchester line of steamers have
carried our grain, our meats, our cheese,
butter, fruit and all our products to a mar-
ket where there are seven millions of people
waiting to receive them, and that is really
one of the secrets of the great export of this
country—how the export of Canada has
enormously increased. I have here the
figures which I shall perhaps quote just
now, and which are worth knowing, and it
is all due to the increased facilities for
transportation. The greater facilities given
to farmers and to others who are sending
their goods abroad have given a stimulus
to our exports and really add more mater-
ially to the wealth of this country than a
fast line could have done.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL —Do I
understand from the hon. gentleman’s re-




FEBRUARY 17, 1902

23

marks that the government have abandoned
the idea ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Not at all. The hon.
gentleman may perhaps one of these days
see advertisements for tenders, but what I
recognize, and what I think every gentleman
who will give his mind to it will recognize,
is that there has been no serious loss, at all
events up to the present time—that Canada
has not suffered in consequence of the de-
lay, particularly in view of the increased
speed that year by year is being attained
by vessels crossing the Atlantic.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—When will the limit
of speed be reached ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not know. The in-
crease is going on day by day. I suppose
when we have a better energy producer than
coal ; that is my idea about it, but at pres-
ent, where you sacrifice everything to
speed, there is very little space left for
freight.

Another subject to which my hon. friend
has adverted as an omission from the
speech, is the Pacific cable. I think my hon.
fiiend knows exactly the position of that.
The papers were brought down to this
Chamber last session, indicating that a con-
tract had been made—that the ground had
been selected at the Pacific coast—that the
work was being carried on with as much
speed as possible. I quite agree with him
that the Pacific cable has not had fair play
in the past, but I think neither the govern-
ment of which he was a member nor the
present government was responsible for the
delay. I do not pass any strictures on those
who are responsible. He knows them well,
and any gentleman who chooses to study the
question as I have had to study it, can ar-
rive at only one conclusion, that there is a
rival concern in which public men in Great
Britain have very large interests, and neces-
sarily they look with some degree of
jealousy on so important a rival as a cable
across the Pacific with a probable exten-
sion round the globe through British waters
and on British territory. The Eastern Ex-
tension has been the opponent that has had
to be fought during the last ten years since
the Pacific cable was first projected. That
company has thwarted it, and succeeded in
postponing the time for laying the Pacific
cable, and has succeeded, in that interval,

in counteracting many of the advantages
financially that would have followed from
the Pacific cable occupying the ground eight
or ten years ago. As far as our policy is
cencerned, it is to finish the cable as rapidly
as possible. Our commissioner on the board
is doing that, and I think the gentlemen who
represent the other parts of the empire are
of the same mind.

The hon. gentleman made some severe cri-
ticisms in reference to the Intercolonial
Railway. I presume if some of my remarks
were looked up, I would be found for many
years to have made—perhaps not exactly
in the same line—pretty sharps strictures on
the expenditure on the Intercolonial Rail-
way with few benefits flowing from it. As
to the observation that we had bought a
number of locomotives and farmed them
out to the Canadian Pacific Railway, I
really do not know the facts, but I presume
if it is so, that the locomotives have been too
heavy for the bridges, because I notice that
it is proposed now to strengthen the bridges
in order to enable new locomotives to pass
over them, for it appears the bridges on
the Intercolonial Railway were built when
smaller locomotives were used. We all
know that marked changes have taken
place in recent years in the engines that
haul heavy trains—that the smaller en-
gines have been entirely discarded as not
being profitable. The longer the train, the
more powerful the engine, the more profit-
able the work that can be done, and.I pre-
sume it is on that account, if it is so, that
the engines have been farmed out.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Are the engines
too heavy for the bridges or the Lridges too
light for the engines ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The bridges are too
light for the locomotives. The hon. gentle-
man had a fling at the Postmaster General’s
Department. I thought if there was any
member of the government who was en-
titled to credit it was my colleague the Post-
master General. When he was appointed to
that position he found a chronic deficit of
from $750,000 to $850,000. That had been
the deficit, if my memory is correct.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I think
not.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—$750,000 was about the
ordinary deficit.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
was the case once.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—But it must be remem-
bered that Mr. Mulock has ent down the
revenues of the department, and given the
public the benefit of very largely reduced
postage, and necessarily, had there not been
an enormous increase due to the fact that
postage was very much cheaper, the deficit
would have been continued and been much
greater. 1 did not understand from the ob-
servations made by my hon. friend that the
deficit had run over $400,000. I rather think
it may be in that neighbourhood. There is
no doubt he has brought down the chronic
deficit several hundred thousand dollars. He
has in addition given the public cheaper
postage, and has increased largely the num-
ber of post offices in the country, and I think
for that he is entitled to very considerable
credit. The hon. gentleman also was of
opinion that we should have made some re-
mark in reference to the contingent. In
order to quite understand the line taken by
the government, I will just go back and
refer to the time, now nearly a year ago,
when a number of—I will not say a num-
ber, but several—active imperialists and
fighters were anxious to go to South Africa.
They made an application to the War Office
direct, not through the government of Can-
ada, but either personally or by letter. The
question was naturally referred to the Can-
adian authorities.

Hon: Mr. McCALLUM—And you permit-
ted them to go ? °

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We gave our consent,
but we suggested that the selection of the
officers who  were to take charge of
Canadian troops should properly be left to
the Canadian government. We were then ad-
vised that the troops were not wanted. That
was the position—that they were not wanted,
and so the matter dropped for several
months, up to the autumn of last year. In
the meantime, as hon. gentlemen well know
the war—what was called a war before—was
practically over. You cannot call the opera-
tions in South Africa to-day a war. The
Imperial force numbers, I think, 290,000
men, and according to Sir Alfred Milner's
last statement, the number of Boers under
arms is about 8,000. You can scarcely call
that warfare. The Imperial government
long ago recognized that the war had practi-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

cally terminated, because business has been
going on at Johannesburg as if nothing was
happening in the mountains to the north. I
note that recently, according to the army
cstimates. the government have cut down
that portion of the army intended for South
Africa by 30,000 men. Under these circum-
stances, it was scarcely necessary that Can-
ada should be offering a force. Any force
that goes there now is more a constabulary
than a military body. The effort is to ferret
out the Boers. They are in the fastnesses
of the mountains, where they elude the
troops, knowing the country as they do, and
are able to make their escape. We have had
a very sad instance of it in the last 24 hours
where we find that by a trick, a Boer seen
leaving a house, the troops, unaccustomed to
Boer tactics gave chase. In the meantime
they were surrounded and two officers and
ten men were killed, and a considerable
nu:nver wounded. It can scarcely be called
warfare, where you are trying to catch a
body of men who are constantly eluding
pursuit, their knowledge of the country
enabling them to get away on every occa-
sion. Canada, I think, has given ample
proof that she has done her share in aiding
the mother country in the present war. In
addition to the contingents we sent in
the first instance, we have continued to
garrisou Halifax, where a regiment of the
line had been always stationed as a naval
port, and we have also largely contributed to
keeping up Esquimalt. I think we spend
about $130,000 a year at present, taking into
consideration the buildings that are going up
at Esquimalt, besides the large sum we are
paying for the maintenance of the force at
Halifax, relieving a regiment of the line
that was thus enabled to go abroad. I do
wot think it lies with my hon. friend to
mske comments, because the government
of which he was a member when they were
asked on a former occasion to contribute,
declined most positively to be at any ex-
pense whatever, but gave permission to the
Ilaperial government to recruit in Canada,
on the understanding that the entire cost
must be paid by the Imperial government.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—What
was the date ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It was the 12th of
February, 1885, that the following despatch
was sent :—
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Governor General, the Most Honourable, the
Marquis of Lansdowne, G.C.M.G., to the Rt.
Hon. the Earl of Derby, K.G.

(Received.)

Telegraphic.

Feb. 12th, 1885.—Government ready to sanc-
tion recruiting by Canada for service in Egypt
or elsewhere. Force should be specially en-
rolled from different parts of local batallions
under Imperial Army Diszipline Act. Laurie
preferable to Williams. I would suggest brigade
of three batallions (five hundr:d) each from
reeritime provinces, Old Canada and North-west.
Laurie might command brigade, and Williams
one battalion. Melgund would like to serve
as Brigade Major ; entire cost would fall on
Imperial Exchequer.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The hon. gentle-
man will remember that at that time Canada
had a war on her own hands—the North-west

Rebellion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not think it was
such a war as would prevent us—

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—It cost us five mil-
lions of dollars.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—On Sir
John Macdonald’s motion we gave £20,000 in
in aid of the wounded in the Crimean War.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Had Britain been in
real need of our aid, on the recent occasion,
it would have been cheerfully granted, but
the circumstances were not considered suffi-
ciently urgent to justify Canada in putting
its hand in the public purse without the
authority of parliament and paying over a
large sum towards the raising and sending
abroad of another contingent. It being six
o’clock, I move the adjournment of the
debate.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, Feb. 18, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Be-
fore the Orders of the Day are called, I
should like to inquire of the hon. leader of

the Senate why the usual practice of giv-
ing notice for the appointment of commit-
tees has not been followed ? The usual
course pursued in the Senate in the past
has been to place a motion of that kind on
the paper immediately after the usual and
pro forma motions have been made, or at
least, the next day. I do not find any
unotice given in the Minutes of Proceedings
and I should like to know why, or what
object or reason there is for the delay
which has taken place.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In looking up the
practice which governed the House in
former years I found that it was

sometimes given before the Speech was ,

answered, in other times not till after the
Speech was answered. In one instance I
found it was not given until after the or-
dinary recess, so that no formal rule has
prevailed in the past. That is the infer-
ence I drew from it. I propose in this in-
stance to adhere to the rule, and to give
the notices immediately after the Speech
from the Throne is answered.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I do
not think that is the practice.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I will look it up again
and I think I will be able to point out to
my hon. friend that the statement I am
making is quite in keeping with the prac-
tice in past years. I noticed one case where
the committees were not struck until after
the recess of the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I do
not understand what the hon. gentleman
means by the ordinary recess.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I mean the adjourn-
ment of the House. It was postponed so
fate, I mean on one occasion. On looking
up past years, I found the practice had not

been uniform in some years. In recent

years it had been given the second or third
day the House sat, without reference to the
answer to the Speech. In other years the
notice had not been given until after the
debate on the Address was over, and one
year I found it had not been given until
after the House had adjourned, and the
committees were not struck until after the
adjournment. The better way will be, the
moment the Address is passed to have the
committees struck.
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—My hon. friend
overlooks the fact that a day will be lost by
the course he proposes. An intermediate
day’s notice is necessary; consequently when
the Address is disposed of the hon. gentle-
man will give notice of motion and the Sen-
ate will have to rise and wait the 24 hours
before the motion can be moved, so it is
quite clear the utility of the procedure that
is laid down is, that no time should be lost.
By my hon. friend giving notice to-day, if
the Address should be disposed of to-
morrow, the resolution can be brought down,
the committees appointed and we can get to
work. But unless that is done we are only
losing a day.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I do not see
the point made by my hon. friend, because
if this discussion closed between five and
six this evening, the notice could go in, and
the committees be struck to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes, if notice Is
given to-day.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Supposing the
notice is given to-day, the committees can
be struck to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—But the Secretary
of State proposes to postpone giving notice
of motion until after the Address is disposed
of. Let us assume for the moment that the
Address is not disposed of to-day, but to-
morrow, we will then have to wait 24 hours.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman opposite aces not draw a
distinction between giving notice of a
motion and the consideration of the motion
by the Senate. In the House of Commons
one of the first things daone is to give
notice of motion, but nothing is done with
the motion until after the Address is dis-
posed of. ‘I do not propose, nor do I desire

“to suggest that anything should be done

until the Address has been passed, but the
reason advanced by the hon. gentleman
from Calgary is a good reason why the
notice should have been given at once. In
the House of Commons, immediately after
the House met, the Prime Minister gave
notice of ‘motion, but he did not act on that
motion until after the Address had been
passed. There must be some object in this
delay, or the usual course would not be

departed from. I do not ask the hon. gen-
Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

tlemen to take action with reference. to
these committees further than to put the
Senate in a position, when the Address is
passed, to save time as suggested by the
bon. gentleman from Calgary. In my ex-
perience here—it is not very long, I admit,
not so extensive as that of the Secretary of
State—never has a course of this kind been
pursued before, and I cannot help thinking
there is a reason for it. If it is a good rea-
son the House may acquiese in it whatever
it may be, but we have a right to com-
plain of the delay resulting from the course
that is being pursued.

THE SIGNING OF SENATORS’ WRITS.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
think in former sessions, when new sen-
ators were introduced in this House, the
documents were signed by the Master in
Chancery. I see in the present case they
are signed by the Secretary of State. Is
there any reason for the change ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is a reason.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Will
the hon. gentleman explain it ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There was no reason
for the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery
signing the papers in the first place. In
former years, he was an officer in the
Department of the Secretary of State. I do
not know whether he was when my hon.
friend was a member of the government,
but I have looked it up, and I find that he
was in former years. The papers had been
signed there. I found very considerable
delay arose from the papers passing be-
tween the Secretary of State’s Department
and the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery.
The day before the meeting of parliament
arrived, and no commissions had been sign-
ed. They were issued the day before the
meeting of parliament, which was Ash
Wednesday, and were sent to the Clerk of
the Crown in Chancery, so I myself went
over to the Clerk of the Crown in Chan-
cery and took from him the six forms of
parchment, and told him that his services
would not be required in the matter. They
were then signed and handed in here the
next day. Otherwise they might not have
been ready as no action whatever had been
taken on the day before parliament met.
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Neither the Clerk of the Privy Council nor
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery had
taken any interest whatever in the prepara-
tion of the commissions.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—My
hon. friend is dealing in ancient history.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery has been
an official of this House. I do not know
what he was during the time my hon. friend
was in office previously under the late Mr.
Alexander Mackenzie, but I know what the
practice has been lately, and why should
the Secretary of State, if I may be permitted
to ask the question, go to the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery and take the papers
from him? The usual course has been—I
do not know what it is now—for the Clerk
of the Privy Council to send over to the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery the Order
in Council appointing certain gentlemen to
seats in this House, and his duty then is to
fill out the papers and send them to the
Clerk of this House. The Secretary of State
never, in the past, has arrogated to himself
the right to go and assume the functions
and duties of the Clerk of the, Crown in
Chancery. Neither do I know any rule or
law which justifies it. It is not only as a
matter of precedent, but as a matter of rule
and regulation that I call the attention of
the House to the fact.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I saw no value or
benefit in the rule other than the observance
of a good deal of tapeism among gentlemen
who did not seem to take an interest in
their work, because, as I explained, up to
the day before the meeting of parliament,
no action had been taken in the preparation
of the commissioners.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Whose
fault was that?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The fault of the officials
who had charge, and I do not think it will
occur again.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Would
that be the Clerk of the Privy Council?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I decided that there
was no order or law requiring the Clerk
of the Court in Chancery to sign the
papers. He did not create the senators.
They were created by His Excellency sign-

ing the commissions. I do not know what
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery had to
do with the commisisons in the beginning.
I could not see any possible connection other
than, as I Lave said, in former days when
Sir Hector Langevin was in the Secretary
of State’s office that practice prevailed.
I looked up the practice, and the Clerk
for the Crown in Chancery was an attache
of the Department of State, and there-
fore I was unable to find that any direct
authority had been given to the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery to sign these
papers. I did not see that it added to their
authenticity in any way. He was not the
channel through which they should pass.
The Order in Council and the commissions
were the authority, and I decided that it
was absolutely unnecessary for the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery to have anything
to do with them.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I sup-
pose any member of the Cabinet could have
done precisely what the hon. Secrétary of
State has done.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I dare say he could.

THE ADDRESS.
DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day being called

Resuming the adjourned debate on the con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral’s Speech on the opening of the Second
Session of the Ninth Parliament.

Hon, Mr. SCOTT said : Hon. gentlemen, in
the address that ‘my hon. friend delivered
yesterday he called attention to a para-
graph in the speech relating to the proposed
legislation in connection with the Canadian
Pacific Railway charter, and asked whether
the government had any scheme by which
they proposed to assist the Canadian Pacific
Railway by endorsing their paper or carry-
ing their bonds. I can assure my hon. friend
that the government have no intention to do
either one or the other. If my hon. friend
will just refresh his memory as to the terms
and conditions under which the charter to
the Canadian Pacific Railway was granted
in 1881, he will see the necessity for this re-
ference. Under a clause in the Canadian
Pacific charter the company are indepen-
dent, as far as tolls are concerned, of any
control by the Governor in Council until
their profits came up to ten per cent on
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their capital.
well the question of interfering with the
tolls of the Canadian Pacific Railway has
received a great deal of attention. It has
been discussed and brought up in another
place very frequently, and the government
have been called to account for allowing, in
the opinion of some gentlemen, undue tolls
to be exacted by the company.

The addition of $20,000,000 to the capi-
tal of $65,000,000 would necessarily in-
volve the question whether, on the addi-
tional $20,000,000 of capital the 10 per cent
was to be calculated ? In addition to that,
there was also the point whether the whole
of the $65,000,000 was really capital that was
invested in the road. Now, those are the
points. The government thought as the
company could not increase their capital
without the consent of the Governor in
Council, it was an excellent opportunity to
avail themselves of the position that they
had a right to take, that the company should
agree to refer to the proper judicial tribunal
this important question of what was really
the capital of the company on which they
were entitled to receive dividends to- the
extent of ten per cent before there should be
any interference with the tolls. I think it
was a very important point to bring before
parliament, because a bill will have to be
introduced on those lines by the government,
compelling the company—and I might say
the company acquiesced in the proposition
readily,—to submit this question for judi-
cial decision as to what really is the capital
of the company on which they can declare
dividends of ten per cent before there can
be any interference with them.

The hon. gentleman commented very
strongly and earnestly on that paragraph
referring to the revenue and the expansion
of business. He dwelt a good deal upon it.

In his observations he said :

I am one of those who do not consider it to
the greatest advantage, in a country like this,
that our revenue should swell as it has swollen
from importations. I would much rather see
tlcse goods which are imported, and from which
we derive a revenue, made in Canada, giving
employment to our artizans, our labourers, and
our mechanics in order to keep them in the
country, rather than have them go to the United
States looking for employment. But has that
been the result of what these gentlemen so
often boast about, the introduction of what they
call their preferential trade?

My hon. friend speaks feelingly of the
preferential tariff and its results, and as I
Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

|
Hon. gentlemen know very

consider that the increased trade of this
country, the enlarged prosperity we are en-
joying, is due mainly to the preferential
tariff, I shall devote a few observations to
showing why it has had that result. The
preferential tariff necessarily was involved
in the removal of the treaties with Germany
and with Belgium. They were a great ob-
stacle that not only Canada, but all parts of
the empire were met with, in the endeavour
to bring about closer trade relations, not
only between the colonies themselves, but
the colonies and the mother country. My
hon. friend took a great deal of interest in
that question when he was in the govern-
ment, and very strongly urged it, and the
parliament of Canada, no doubt at the in-
stance of the government, in 1894 adopted
a very strong memorial to the Imperial
government, asking that those treaties be
denounced. The subject was brought up and
discussed at the Colonial Conference, held
in Ottawa during the summer of 1893. My
bhon. friend was president of that conference.
In his able address to the conference he com-
ments upon the treaty and the obstacle it
is to trade between different parts of the
empire. He quotes approvingly an extract
from the ‘address to Her Most Gracious
Majesty which had been voted in 1892,
when, I think, Sir John Abbott was Pre-
mier of the country. I will read just two
clauses of it :—

Your memorialists consider that these pro-
visions in treaties with foreign powers are in-
compatible with the rights and powers sub-
sequently conferred by the British North Amer-
ica Act upon the parliament of Canada, for the
regulation of the trade and commerce of the
Dominion; and that their continuance in force
tends to produce complications and embarrass-
ments inr such an empire as that under the
rule of your Majesty, wherein the self-governing
colonies are recognized as possessing the right
to define their respective fiscal relations to all
foreign nations, to the mother country, and to
each other.

Your memorialists further believe, that in
view of the foreign fiscal policy of increasingly
protective and discriminative duties, it is clearly
adverse to the interests of the United Kingdom,
and of each and all of its possessions, that the
parliament of the United Kingdom, or of any
of Your Majesty’s self-govarning colonies, should
be thus restricted in the power of adopting such
modifications of its tariff arrangements as may
be required for the promotion of its trade, or
its defence against aggressive or injurious
measures of foreign policy.

Now, this would seemr to foreshadow, it
was hoped a time might come when some-
thing like a preference would be given to
the mother country. The question was de-
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finitely brought up in a resolution moved by adopted. My hon. friend from Charlotte-

the Hon. Mr. Sutter, and seconded by Hon. | town smiles.
Mr. Fitzgelralfi, two delegates:1 1’r(;xx:1 the;tﬁ.us; Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I thought
tralian colonies, and was adopted withou ' national policy was in existence yet.

dissent :—
That this conference is of opinion that any! Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I think

prcvisions in existing treaties between Great' the hon. gentleman is right.

Britain and any forzign power, which prevent
the selt-governing depend’encie.s of the emgli;ei! Hon. Mr. SCOTT—At times it is exceed-
T T eh otber or with Great Britain, | Ingly difficult to know where the hon. gen-
should be removed. i tlemen want to place the present govern-
That certainly contemplated that a time ment. At one time we are denounced as
would come when it might be advantageous " destroying the industries of the country by
to the colonies to have preferential trade ;taking away the national policy, that we
with the mother country. That resolution,  are failing to stand by the industries of the
although supported unanimously by the de- country, that we are rushing on to free
legates of the different colonies;, was stnmp-itrade and ruin. At another, that we are
ed out by the representative of the British | maintaining a protective tariff. It is diffi-
government. Lord Jersey stated that it was "cult to judge what is the just conclusion of
quite impossible to move in that direction |the rank and file of our friends opposite,
as the mother country would never think of | because they differ so widely on the policy
denouncing the treaties with Germany and;pursued by the government, that it is quite

1
I
the

Belgium. They were both warm allies of
the mother country, and they had no desire
or disposition to take any such step.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
is where he made a blunder.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The only way it could!

be done was by the very method we
adopted. We forced the hand of the Bri-
tish government when we introduced our
preferential trade policy. The law officers
of the Crown, of course, declared against
it. The British government were unfavour-
able to it, because it disturbed their rela-
tions with two important countries in
Europe. Then British public sentiment
came to our aid, and it was through that
British sentiment, that recognition of the
loyalty of Canada in making an offer so
generously to the mother country, unac-
companied by any qualifications, it stirred
the hearts of the British people and forced
the hand of the Imperial government. That
led to larger trade and the recognition of
Canada as a much more important part of
the empire than she had occupied before
that particular period. Now, the hoa. gen-
tleman in his statement said he would
much rather that the goods we imported
were made in Canada. I venture to say
that our artizans, our mechanics, our
labourers are more highly paid to-day,
have more constant work than they had at
any time when the national policy was in
existence before the preferential trade was

: impossible to make it consonant with com-
Imon sense. What I say is, that at no time
in the history of Canada was the prosperity
of the country more in evidence than it is
to-day, or that our various industrial lines
were more fully occupied, or making more
money than during the time the preferential
tariff has been in existence.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—In the woollen
trade for instance.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My hon. friend is
quite correct; the woollen men are com-
plaining that the preference is injuring
them, that a tariff 23 per cent is not enough
for them. There are differences of opinion
on that. It is thought that if the woollen
men, with the advantage of 23 per cent and
freights and insurance, and the additional
advantage of being in the home market,
would only adopt proper appliances, and
improved machinery, they certainly ought
to be able to compete with those who pro-
duce articles abroad. What I maintain is
this—that the giving of that preference to
Great Britain aroused a sentiment there
that declared in favour of trade with Can-
ada, that it created a demand for Cana-
ldiz!.n products, that Canada was! recognized
as a most important factor in the future
of the empire. It is quite true that our
imports from Great Britain have not iu-
creased—I quite grant that—in the ratio that
one would have a right to expect. Last
year, in round figures, we imported $43,000,-
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000 worth of goods from Great Britain,
over $11,000,000 of which were entered as
free goods. For the balance, they had the
benefit of the 83} per cent. Now, that is
a very considerable advantage to them,
that on an invoice of goods, where the duty
- would be $300 as against all other coun-
tries, the British preference gave them the
right to enter the goods by paying $200 on
that single consignment. There was a pro-
fit of $100, and that certainly was going a
long way. I presume the reason we have
not bought more largely there, is that our
own industries have been stimulated of late
years. Money has been made in Canada,
and invested in industries which are more
flourishing than under what was called the
national policy. We have heard nothing
but a recognition of Canada’s action by the
British people. They have never com-
plained. They have taken it as an evidence
of our good feeling, and we have benefited
by the sentiment that that has created—
the sentiment of a nation is very much
better than its laws—and if the British peo-
ple have formed that opinion of Canada
that they owed us some degree of gratitude
for our action, then they bought from us
more goods, and the figures and facts will
prove that. Now, I will just take the ex-
ports to Great Britain. The figures are
rather startling, and they cannot be con-
tradicted. The exports in 1878, were $45,-
000,000; in 1896, $66,000,000. That is, the
increase in our sales to the people of Great
Britain had gone up only a little over $1,000,-
000 a year. Now, from 1896 to 1901, the in-
crease in the five years has been $39,000,000,
so that hon. gentlemen will see that while
the increase in eighteen years prior to 1897
was only nineteen millions, the increase in
five years was thirty-nine millions—nearly
double in the five years. There must have
been something to have created that. It was
not natural growth. Why did it start in
1897 and jump in one year to twelve mil-
lion dollars, and so on, until last year it
was one hundred and five millions? The
sun was shining as brightly during the
eighteen years of the national policy. The
rain fell as liberally. There were as good
crops, and cattle were produced all over
the country and why was it that in all that
time there was such a very small increase,
only a little over a million dollars a year ?
Something must have happened to have
Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

suddenly made the whole jump in this way.
The figures are worth remembering and I
do not think they can be explained other-
wise than in the manner I have indicated,
by showing that the British people took
more interest in Canada, and bought more
liberally of Canadian products. It is quite
true, probably, that we have improved
transportation, stimulated by the cold stor-
age, and we have educated the people how
to send their goods abroad. No doubt that
was done, but even with that it must be
admitted that the extraordinary increase in
the sales to the British people are otherwise
inexplicable—in eighteen years the increase
was only nineteen millions, and in five years
it was thirty-nine millions. It had jumped
from sixty-six millions in 1897 to one hun-
dred and five millions in 1901.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The argument is
that this is all due to the preferential tariff?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes. Can my hon.
friend explain it in any other way than
that the British people did not, before that,
take as great an interest in Canadian pro-
ducts ? How was it that the moment the
preferential tariff was passed this extraor-
dinary increase in the demand for Canadian
goods arose ? Will my hon. friend explain
it away by some theory that I have not yet
heard announced ? I know of no other
way of explaining it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I would think
that good crops had something to do with
it. ’

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Did Providence blight
the harvests of the country during the
eighteen years of the administration of
my hon. friends opposite ? Were there no
good .crops then ? The crop of last year
has not been accounted for yet in the mar-
ket. One-half of the crop of the Territories
is still within the Territories, or at least be-
tween there and Fort William. It has not
gone forward, so that it could not be that
particular crop, and it was not in that par-
ticular year, because if my hon. friend will
look at the year before I think he will find
it was a little more—one hundred and four
millions.

. Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Would the hon.
gentleman attribute the proportionate in-
crease of United States exports to Great
Britain to the same cause ?
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
sun shone over there too.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—If my hon. friend will
look over the eighteen years of Conserva-
tive administration he will find the United
States exports were climbing up rapidly.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—And far more
rapidly thaun ours in the last five years.

‘Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My hon. friend cannot
explain it on that ground, because our
products had to displace the products of
some other country. The British people
had to take our goods in preference
to those of some other country, and
my hon. friend cannot explain it away.
It is too strong, it is too much in
evidence, because it is preposterous to say
that in every year between 1878 and 1896
there were not opportunities for calling tire
attention of the British people to the su-
periority of our products. It certainly was
not done in a way, at all events, to attract
attention. As I said before, sentiment is
very often stronger than acts of parliament,
and the sentiment of the British people was
aroused and there is no manner of doubt
that they took a very much greater inter-
est in Canadian affairs after their atten-
tion was called to Canada by the preferen-
tial tariff.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—You cannot feed
people on sentiment.

* Hon. Mr. SCOTT—People were fed during
the eighteen years. They were fed by some
other country during that time. I main-
tain that the prosperity of a country is not
due to an exchange of articles within its
own limits," as my hon. friend contended.
He stated that he did not think it was in
the interests of Canada that importations
of so large a character as have marked the
trade returns of the past two years should
take place. I do not agree with him. I
think if we look at the statistics of Canada
or Britain or any other country we will
find that the most correct barometer of the
prosperity of a country is its trade with
outside countries. We must all admit that
the prosperity of Great Britain is due to the
enormous advantages of that country in
securing the trade of other countries. Its
prosperity increased with its increasing
trade abroad, and so it was with Canada.
If hon. gentlemen will just take the figures

they will find that my statement is con-
firmed absolutely. It is admitted that there
was depression in Canada—there is no
doubt about the fact—between 1873 and
1878, the five years in which it was.the
misfortune of the Liberal party to be in
power.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Did the sun shine
in those days at all ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We had our share of
sunshine, but not the share of outside trade
that we should have had. The secret was
that the Ubpited States could not buy our
lumber, and the people of Europe could not
buy our grain and cattle and various pro-
ducts, and so our trade dropped very con-
siderably in those years, and it was the only
time in which Canadian trade did drop.
Our exports dropped from $89,000,000 to $79,-
000,000 and our general trade dropped from
$217,000,000 to $177,000,000. I will now, in
round figures, give my hon. friend the bene-
fit of these returns to bear out what I have
stated, that the standard of a country’s pros-
perity is its trade with the outside world,
and I do not think it can be controverted,
and I never heard it controverted. The evi-
dence is too patent, particularly if we con-
sult the histories of the United States and
Great Britain. In 1878 our aggregate trade
was $172,000,000, and in 1896 it had gone
to $239,000,000. My hon. friends will say
that there was a great deal of prosperity
during that time, from their standpoint, al-
though we have the fact that many of the
factories to-day are doing a very much bet-
ter and larger business than they did dur-
ing that time. We know that there were a
good many failures among some of the new
factories, particularly the cotton factories.
Perhaps the capital was in excess of the de-
mands of the people, and they had to secure
outside markets in order to succeed. Irom
some cause or other there was considerable
failure. But I maintain that since 1896,
since the stimulus given to the changed con-
ditions in Canada by the preferential tariff,
by the through transportation, by the stimu-
lus given to the trade of the country through
facilities cffered by cold storage, and in-
creased subsidies to steamships, particularly
the Manchester line, the increased trade
can be_accounted for in that way and it
is something worth knowing. Now the

.whole increase in the aggregate trade of
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Canada in the 18 years during which my
hon. friends contended that men could make
money out of swapping jack-knives, or some-
thing akin to it—that is exchanging their
products with each other and not purchasing
abroad—was $67,000,000.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—What
is the hon. gentleman quoting from ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am quoting from the
Trade and Navigation Returns. I have not
heard them called in question. The increase
in the five years from 1896 to last June, was
$147,000,000. That is, the increase in five
years was more than double the increase in
the former eighteen years. Does not that
in some degree bear out the statement I
made in the first place, that something must
have arisen co-temporaneously with the
adopting of the preferential tariff which
stimulated our trade abroad ? I have shown
by the figures that our exports to the mother
country increased enormously, and this sim-
ply confirms the point that I made. There
is another evidence that I think cannot be
questioned ; in the five years the wealth of
this country has increased as it never in-
creased before. It is shown by the enormous
business done by the banks. It is shown
by the dividends they are paying. Jt is
shown by the very large number of compan-
ies that have been chartered to open up new
enterprises. Nobody will doubt that vast
sums of money have been invested by Cana-
dians in the last five years in various enter-
prises—it may be pulp mills, or mines, or
fifty other things. I think I saw the other
day that the province of Ontario had last
year issued eight hundred charters to com-
panies. Of course they gave increased fa-
cilities for the formation of companies.
Companies had been formed and capital had
been put in and a charter obtained. But L
take the evidence of the surplus earnings of
the people. We know that the banks only
pay three and a half, or perhaps three per
cent. And if you look at the returns of the
deposits in the banks that could be drawn
without notice, and the deposits that can be
withdrawn by giving whatever notice they
require—they rarely ever insist on the no-
tice, but I think they are entitled to thirty
days’ notice—the amount at the credit of
depositors in the banks of Canada, excluding
the post office savings banks, in Novem-
ber, 1896, was $199,000,000. The amounts

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

at the credit of depositors in the banks of
Canada in November last was $364,000,000.
That is an extraordinary increase, amount-
ing in the five years to $165,000,000, an aver-
age of $33,000,000 each year, while the aver-
age in the eighteen years when the National
Policy party was dominant, was only $6,000,-
000. That is a point which I think ought
to convince every one that the great body of
the people must have been accumulating pro-
fits, because we know that the man who has
his half million or quarter million, or hun-
dred thousand, does not seek investment in
the banks. He is not satisfied with the three
per cent. He risks his money and goes
into something better.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Some-
thing he thinks is better.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—He may be mistaken, of
course, but I think the majority of the
wealthy men do not keep their money in the
banks at three per cent or on call, except,
perhaps a few who speculate in stocks and
take it out from time to time. But there is
the extraordinary fact of that enormous in-
crease during the last five years. The ave-
rage annual increase during the eighteen
years of the Comnservative administration
was only $6,000,000, while the average in-
crease in the last five years was $33,000,000.

Now, as showing that that has been a
constant increase, I have here the figures of
the deposits in the last year, and I think that
this includes the post office savings banks.
From November 1900, to November 1901,
the deposits were $48,900,000. That shows
a degree of prosperity in a country with the
limited population Canada possesses that is
worth quoting. I do not think in any other
country of the world a parallel will be found
for it, that in a period of omne year the
savings of the people—because that is prac-
tically what those deposits are—should have
grown nearly at the rate of one million
dollars a week, besides all the money .in-
vested in a great variety of ventures.

My hon. friend accused this government of
having broken all its promises and of having
taken up the policy of the Conservative
party. ‘ At another time, as I said before,
we have been accused of not protecting the
industries of this country. We have adopted
a policy that is suitable to the conditions of
the hour, and I think true statesmanship
consists in recognizing the conditions under
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which a country can best be served, whether
it be free trade, modified protection, or what-
ever you may choose to call it. My hon.
friend taunted members of the government
with having changed their political views :
I do not know that any statesman is enti-
tled to very much respect if he is not open
to conviction at any period of his life. If,
after ten, fifteen or twenty years’ experience
he thinks he has made a mistake, and that
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be beneficial to the country, would that
statesman be true to himself, if because he
had prejudices in his early life, he would
not adopt what svas then best for the coun-
try ? That was not the feeling which in-
fluenced Sir Robert Peel when in 24 hours
he changed from being a strong protection-
ist to practically a free trader. It was not
the line taken by Gladstone who at the
outset was a very strong Tory, but
from his experience in parliament, he
found they were not the party which
brought about the reforms that modern
times demanded, and so he did not hesitate
to change his political convictions. Nobody
reflected on Gladstone because of that. I
might come nearer home. Sir John Mac-
donald was not in his earlier years a pro-
tectionist. On the contrary, he was a free
trader. His tariff at Confederation was
fifteen per cent, and it was only in 1868 or
1869, when Canada was pressed, that he
" made any increase ; so my hon. friend ought
not to taunt men with abandoning their
views when they do so with the object of
bettering the condition of the country.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—What
we charge them with is professing one thing
and doing another.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My hon. friend quotes
the utterances of gentlemen who fought the
national policy, who did not for eighteen
years believe in its wisdom or prudence,
but thought it too restricted. . When gentle-
men had to assume the control of the gov-
ernment of this country, would they have
exercised statesmanship to have gone back
to the views they had announced in opposi-
tion ? They found it would be folly to
resist public sentiment, and they did not
dare make those changes. It would take
long years to do so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I com-

mend the hon. gentleman for his honesty.
3

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—They were not disposed
to sacrifice the interests of this country.
They adapted themselves to the conditions
which prevailed. As opportunties offered,
they enlarged the trade of the country by
reducing the tariff, and they have done it
on those particular lines where there was
least resistance, and the trade of the country
is largely benefited by that line of policy.
If to-day we were applying the tariff of my
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modified in 1894, to the present imports,
you would find that we would be collecting
four or five millions of dollars more than we
are getting from the people of this country.
There is that much saved. My hon. friend
shakes his head, but I could give the
figures.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Surely
the hon. gentleman knows that the govern-
ment raised the tariff, and then took off the
percentage.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—On two or three items.
The iron duties we cut in two, and since
that we have in many lines of the iron
trade taken the duties off altogether. If my
hon. friend will look at the °Citizen’ of
yesterday morning, he will find, under the
authority of the Treasury Board, that the
duties were taken off a number of articles
which are used in manufactures in Canada,
where the original article was the raw
material—that is, where it was not made in
Canada—just as we took the duties off tires
and parts of locomotives, in order to aid the
locomotive industry in this country. When
we have steel and iron works established, as
I hope we will in a few years, it may be a
matter of consideration whether the govern-
ment of the day might not restore many
articles to the tariff list when we are making
them in Canada. So long as we do not make
them in Canada—so long as they contribute
to the wealth of this country by enabling
our manufactures to get the benefit of them
it is good policy to admit them at a very
low rate of duty, or to remove the duty
altogether as we have done.

I do not know that I shall occupy the time
of the Chamber any longer. My hon. friend
has gone very fully into a number of per-
sonal matters. I do not keep a scrap book.
My hon. friend, I suppose, has gathered very
assiduously his scraps from the sayings of
ministers, and endeavours to show they were
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not consistent in their utterances. All I
can assure my hon. friend is, that when we
act as a government, we act cordially toge-
ther—that there are no differences between
us in the council chamber. All members of
a government ought to be perfectly free to
express their opinions. No man is worth
very much unless he has some hobby in the
advancement of the country, and it is quite
true that Mr. Tarte has taken up the ques-
tion of transportation, and is endeavouring
to educate the people up to his own plane.
Is there anything wrong with that ? He is
an ardent— .

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Protectionist.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, nationalist. He be-
lieves in Canada, and that Canada’s pros-
perity is bound up in transportation.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I sup-
pose he did not tell the truth when he said
you “ quarrelled like blazes” ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, not if he said that,
but I am quite sure he did not say that,
because I do not think we are a quarrelsome
family at all. If my hon. friend could peep
into the council chamber, he would find a
good deal of mirth and pleasantry, but no
quarreling, and that when we come out of
the council chamber, we are a unit—no un-
dermining of each other.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
facts do not agree.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am giving the facts
as a member of the government, and I do
not mind taking my hon. friend into my
confidence on that subject. I speak truth-
fully and sincerely when I make the state-
ment. I do not think it is necessary to tra-
verse any further the statements of my hon.
friend. The main point is that we, by
adapting ourselves to the conditions as they
existed, consulted the best interests of the
business of the country—I do not think any
business man would deny that—and the
figures both of savings in the banks and the
trade of the country will bear me out in the
statements I then made. They are incon-
trovertible. But you do not want to go to
the figures. It is in the air. Everybody
acknowledges that the trade of the country
to-day has never been equalled before—that
the whole country is prosperous, perhaps
with the exception of the woollen industries,
and one or two others.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—And cotton.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, I think the cctton
industry has done very well.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—Over three million
dollars’ worth of English cottons were im-
ported in July, August and September.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—If you exclude the water
from the cotton stocks of this country, would
not the hon. gentleman be willing to give
150 to 200 for them ?

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—They are not pay-
ing dividends.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—You can put so much
water in stocks that they cannot be made
to pay a good dividend, and it is a fact that
many industries have been making so much
money that in order to divert public atten-
tion from them they have watered their
stocks. But there is the fact which can-
not be controverted, that in no period of the
history of this country has it been as pros-
perous as it is to-day.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—When I heard my
bon. friend with all seriousness—and he can
be very serious when he is really humor-
ous—in apparent seriousness, at all events,
claim that the preferential tariff had been
the cause of the enormous expansion of our
trade, not only with Great Britain, but with
all other countries, during the Ilast few
years, I am reminded of the incident which
Bruce mentions in his account of his travels
to Abyssinia. When he visited the capital’
of Abyssinia, small-pox broke out in the
country. He was an astronomer, and was
observed in the night-time to be out on a hill
with his telescope directed on the face of
the mcon, and the conclusion the people ar-
rived at was that this was the cause of the
small-pox—that he was talking to the moon,
and the moon was known to have sinister
influences, and it was solemnly believed
in Abyssinia that these nightly conferences
with the moon had brought about the small-
pox, and it almost cost Bruce his life. So my
bon. friend turned his preferential telescone
in the direction of Great Britain, and as soon
as that happened, the sheep and cattle fat-
tened more quickly, on our fields and farms,
our industries began to be quickened in
every direction, and the markets all over the
world became greedy immediately for the
products of Canada, simply because this
tariff had been adopted in favour of Great
Britain.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I said stimulated the
demand for Canadian products in Great
Britain.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I just turn at
once and look at the returns of our trade
with Great Britain and with the TUnited
States, as shown in the Trade and
Navigation Returns. My hon. friend will
not claim that there has been any pre-
ference extended to the United States, and
yet I find that since 1897 the increase of
our trade with the United States has been
80 per cent, while our increase of trade
with Great Britain has been only 40 per
cent notwithstanding the preferential tariff.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—How do you ac-
count for that ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I account for it
in the same way I account for the enormous
expansion of trade which has taken place
all over the civilized world during the last
five years. It is not confined to Canada or
the United States, but all civilized coun-
tries on the face of the earth have partiei-
pated in this expansion, and it is hardly
treating this House with proper respect for
my hon. friend to rise in his place and,
with seeming seriousness, tell us that all
this demand for our products, this expan-
sion of our trade, has been due to the pre-
ferential tariff. My hon. friend started out
yesterday in the role of a historian, mak-
ing some explanation with regard to things
which happened in the province of Ontario
politically in the earlier days of his
political 1life, but some hon. gentlemen
sitting near me, who took an active part
in the affairs of Ontario at that time
informed me that my hon. friend stopped
short at the crucial point of the history
he was giving the House, and did not deal
with the most important part of it. How-
ever,'I am not dealing with that, but I
notice my hon. friend’s memory appears
to be equally bad when he talks about
the history of the preferential tariff. My
lion. friend surely has not forgotten that
the Finance Minister, when he came to
parliament in 1897, proposing that change
which they now call the preferential
tariff, was at great pains to explain that
they did not mean to give any preference
at all—that it was not a preference they
were proposing, but a reciprocal tariff.
That was the very wording of the measure,
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and it was so understood all over the
world. It was in that sense Kipling under-
stood it, when he spoke of the Lady of the
Snows favouring those who favoured her.
There was no such thought as giving Bri-
tain a sole preference. My hon. friend seems
to have forgoiten that they proposed a reci-
procal tariff which would have given some
countries, which have been pursuing com-
mercial enmity towards us, advantages
which would have Dbeen denied to some
British colonies, though not to Britain her-
self. My hon. friend seems to have ignored
all that. He seems to have forgotten that
it was not until after Sir Charles Tupper
and the leaders of the Conservative party in
the House of Commons did what they could
to put them on the right track—although
they amended their tariff later, om Sir
Charles Tupper’s suggestion in order to give
them a hole of escape, not until after they
went to England and Mr. Chamberlain told
them that even after the abrogation of the
German and Belgian treaties they could
not give the general or reciprocal preference
they proposed, but would have to limit it to
British. dominions, that it was made a pre-
ference for the empire. If all those advan-
tages have accrued from the sole preference
as claimed by my hon. friend, the government
are not entitled to credit for it, because they
gave it by accident. The government aimed
at another thing altogether, which was a
reciprocal tariff. They were forced by the
British government, and by the power of
the treaties existing and the policy of the
empire, to make it a British preference.
So even if all the advantages which my
hon. friend speaks of had arisen from
it—which I think few people of this
country will be willing to believe—my hon.
friend is not entitled to a very great amount
of credit, because after all it was nothing
more than a lucky blunder on their part.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We got there at all
events.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I did not intend
to have made any remarks upon the address,
but I was prompted to rise mainly with a
view to deal with this extraordinary argu-
ment, if I may so call it, which was pre-
sented in the House by my hon. friend the
Secretary of State. The hon. gentleman
said that it was British public opinion that
came to the rescue of Sir Wilfrid Laurier
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and his government in 1897, and forced the
abrogation of the Belgian and German
treaties. My hon. friend’s memory is again
entirely at fault, but if my hon. friend will
refresh his memory by going back to the
reports of the conference of 1897 in Eng-
‘land and Mr. Chamberlain’s speeches there,
he will find that Mr. Chamberlain re-
counted the efforts which had been made
by Canadian - governments, Conservatives
as well as Liberals, to get the German and
Belgian treaties abrogated. He referred
also to the action of the Canadian
parliament at its recent session and said
that up to this time the British government
had fafled to yield to those demands, and
added that it was because the premiers of
all the colonies had concurred in demanding
the abrogation of those treaties, that Britain
consented to apply for their abrogation. It
seems extraordinary that the hon. gentleman
should take the ground which he has taken,
for we are inclined to ask ourselves the ques-
tion what could there possibly be in this pre-
ference to English goods that would create
such a demand for Canadian products?
What could there be in that very small
change to cause .a general expansion of
trade throughout the world, a change
which I never condemned nor found fault
with? I think it is quite right. But
what we have condemned—what I do con-
demn and always will condemn on the part
of my hon. friend and his colleagues is that

when they gave that preference to Great |

Britain, when they narrowed it down to a
British preference at the instance of Mr.
Chamberlain, they did not make a reason-
able and modest request for something in
return for what they were giving away.
Instead of that, the premier of Canada,
although he was solemny pledged to the
people of Canada in speeches made in this
country before the election of 1896 to
endeavour to obtain an advantage for
Canada in the markets of Great Brit-
ain—what did he do? He told the Brit-
ish government and the British people
that Canada gave this concession entirely
of good will, and without any desire or any
wish -that anything whatever should be
given 11_1 return for it.

Hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—He made a virtue of
necessity.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Hon. gentlemen
seem to applaud that sentiment very
much. I have no objection to showing good
will to the mother country, but the premier
of Canada violated his promises to the people
of Canada. On that point there can be no
doubt whatever. He put himself on record
as being as favourable to a preference in
the British market for Canadian products
as Sir Charles Tupper was. The ‘Globe’
said that it was unnecessary for Sir Charles
Tupper to be preaching this preference for
Canada, because Mr. Laurier was equally
favourable to it. Mr. Laurier said the
possibilities of that tariff were immense.
It meant that our butter, our cheese,
our grain, our meat—all those products
of our country would get a better price
in the markets of Great Britain than
those of other foreign couhtries would
receive, because the latter would have to
meet 2 duty from which our products would
be exempt. That is what Sir Wilfrid Laur-
ier said in a speech in London, Ont., but
when he went to England he threw all that
away, and declared that the Canadian go-
vernment did not want anything in return,
and went further and advised the British
government and the British people not to
depart from their free trade principles, be-
cause he said protection had done a great
deal of harm in Canada.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Sir Wilfrid Laurier
saw it was absolutely impossible—that he
might as well have asked for the moon.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—When did this
light dawn on the mind of the premier ?
We know he did not think it impossible
when he went to London, Ontario, and made
that celebrated speech. He could not have
thought it impossible when he went to To-
ronto and made another speech in the same
strain. It could not be that he regarded it
as impossible on those occasions. When did
the light dawn? Was it when he reached
the other side of the Atlantic?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—He always had but
one opinion.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I am sorry I can-
not at this moment quote the exact language
he used, but my hon. friend cannot have
forgotten the speeches made by his leaders
before the elections of 1896, and how he can
stand before this House and say it was al-
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ways Sir Wilfrid’s opinion, in view of his
speeches in 1896, I cannot possibly conceive.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—He would look at it as
everybody else would and say it was un-
attainable.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Why did he speak
of the immense possibilities, of the advant-
age that Canadians were to get from the free
admission of their beef, grain, butter, and
all the other products of our country into
the market of Great Britain, while the pro-
duects of other countries were to be met
with duties, if all the while he thought it
was impossible to get a preference in Great
Britain in favour of the products of Canada?
I will not follow that subject any further.
I think my hon. friend will do well to pass
it over as quietly as he can, because the
course of his government in regard to it is
of such a nature that if there is any good
in the British preference they cannot claim
any credit for it, because they did not in-
tend to give a sole preference but reciprocity
to any country that would reciprocate. They
narrowed it down after they went to Eng-
land to a British preference, and even if it
had done all the good that my hon. friend
says it has done, they would be entitled to
no more credit than anybody who makes
a lucky blunder.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—Did not one
of the hon. gentleman’s colleagues from
Prince Edward Island move a resolution in
the House of Commons long before the time
he refers to, offering preferential trade to
England?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—One of whose col-
leagues? .

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—I refer to
the present Judge Davies. He moved a
resolution in the House of Commons offer-
ing to give a preference to England, and the
Conservative party voted it down.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend, I
am afraid, is nearly as much out in his
history as his leader is.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—I know that
ig a fact.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
knows that a resolution was proposed,
but he is not very accurate in stating
the terms of that resolution. It was simply

a bald resolution in favour of closer trade
with England. It was just about the same
time that the same gentleman and those asso-
ciated with him were trying to pass resolu-
tions in favour of commercial union with
the TUnited States. The ground taken
is, that Sir Wilfrid Laurier, before going to
England, posed as an advocate of a prefer-
ential tariff in favour of Canada. There is
nothing in what my hon. friend from Hamil-
ton says to contradict that; it rather con-
firms it. The premier posed before the
people of Canada as an advocate of prefer-
ential trade with England, not a one-sided
preferential tariff, for he explained the ad-
vantage would be immense, because it meant
that practically all our agricultural products
would be received in England free of duty,
while the products of foreign countries would
be met with a tariff. He made that state-
ment and there is nothing inconsistent with
the views I have attributed to Sir Wilfrid
Laurier in the statement made by the hon.
gentleman with reference to the resolution
of Judge Davies in the House before 1896.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—The hon.
gentleman says they blundered into this,
although it had been thought of and care-
fully discussed in the House of Commons.
The hon. gentleman says it was a blunder
in giving the preference?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
will not help the position of his friends at
all by probing this question any further
as he is doing. He brings Sir Louis
Davies’ resolution up to controvert my
view that the government of Sir Wilfrid
Laurier blundered into this preferential
tariff which they have now with England.
There is nothing in that resolution which
does not show that they were even blun-
dering at that time, for it appears, if my
hon. friend is right, that they contem-
plated a preferential tarif with England
such as we have now. If so, they made
a very serious blunder in 1897 when
they introduced their reciprocal tariff
which. they declared over and over again,
through the mouth of their finance minis-
ter, was not a preferential tariff at all
Therefore, if there is any point in my hon.
friend’s interruption it is to prove that they
blundered when they introduced that resolu-
tion or blundered when they passed their so-
called reciprocal tariff in 1897, or that they
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blundered in England. Perhaps they blun-
dered all the time.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is a very strong
word to use. My hon. friend will not say
that Great Britain was not getting the bene-
fit of the preference from the very begin-
ning?

Hon. Mr. I".ERGUSON—Yes, but other
countries were getting it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT=We could not help that
until they denounced the treaty.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—We dre beginning
to get a little rusty in the history of this
question, but my hon. friend helps me out
amazingly. He reminds me of the fact
that for a considerable period his govern-
ment collected duties against Belgium and
Germany, which they had afterwards to
refund to the importers.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—They were allowed to
come in until the treaty was denounced and
that forced the hand of the British govern-
ment.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Until Chamberlain
put them right.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman is
altogether wrong.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I know that I am
not wrong. hen they passed their reci-
procal tariff so called, their customs officers
here acted upon it as applying to all coun-
tries whose tariff was as low, or lower than
the tariff of Canadd.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, the hon. gentle-
man is right there.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—They collected
duties on German and Belgian goods, which
they had afterwards to refund.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We knew from the
beginning that Germany and Belgium were
entitled to the same benefit as England, and
that is the only way we could force the
hand of the British government.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
has deased to surprise me when he makes
that statement.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am familiar with it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Because he must
remember not only did they not know that,

When Sir Charles Tupper pointed out that
they had not the power to exclude Germany
and Belgium the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, Sir Louis Davies, said that not a
fifth rate lawyer in that House would be
found to take that position, and the Minister
of Marine and Fishéries, representing the
government of Canada, went before the
Privy Council of Great Britain to contend
that their tariff was all right, and that they
could still continue to enforce that tariff
against Germany and Belgium, notwith-
standing the treaties. My hon. friend
shakes his head. Is it possible that my hon.
friend will undertake before hon. gentlemen
in this House to deny that this was the
position they took ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I say that we were
perfectly conscious of the existence of the
two treaties, and knew that Germany and
Belgium were entitled to any advantages
that the mother country enjoyed in the
colonies. We resisted that interpretation,
we did all we could to call public attention
to it, and it was the only way we could
accomplish our object of having the treaties
denounced.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman denied positively that it was
an interference in any way with those
treaties.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Yes emphatically,
and not only did the. hon. gentleman and his
friends make these statements in parliament
and Dbefore the country but they carried
them before the Privy Council of England
and the Privy Council declared that they
were entirely wrong. As I have remarked, I
did not intend to take any part in the discus-
sion of the Address, because very many of the
clauses are not controversial. That I freely
admit. They are far from controversial
They are clauses in which we all very
heartily agree and there are very few of
its clauses, therefore, to which I wish to
refer. The speech as a whole is about
as commonplace as the observations we
pass to each other about the state of the
weather, but there is just one point in the
speech which certainly is extremely con-
troversial if you can describe a statement
such as that with regard to the census as
being open to any controversy. That is

but they acted on exactly opposite lines., where the ministers of His Excellency the

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.
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Governor General put in his mouth these
words :—

There is good reason also to believe that the
increase of population during the latter half of
the decade has been very greatly in excess of
the average of former y2ars and that in the near
future we may look for a much more rapid
growth than occurred during the period covered
by the last two censuses.

The last clause of that I have no fault to
find with. We may really look for a more
rapid growth during the present decade, and
in the future than in the past, but I have no
hesitation in saying that the statement in
that speech, that there is good reason to
believe that the increase in the population
during the latter half of the decade has been
greatly in excess of the average of former
years is not true. As a very celebrated doc-
tor of divinity in the maritime provinces used
to say “it lacks the essential element,”*
and I must say that I cannot conceive on
what ground this statement could be based
or what reason they have to form that op-
inion. The hon. leader of the opposition has
shown, by the returns of settlers’ effects,
that the movement of our people to the
United States seems to be going on towards
the end of the decade just as actively
as at any previous period. Those of us
who live in the east, at all events, know
that this is the case, and yet some
three years ago the same set of advisers
made the Governor General of Canada, theu
the Barl of Aberdeen, say that the exodus
from our country had ceased. It was lament-
able that tbe advisers of His Excellency
living in this country and knowing, as they
must have known, how very different was
the fact, should have put such words in his
mouth. It is hard to describe those words
adequately without using strong language,
but ‘I must say that the words that are in
the speech on the present vccasion, though
not so openly wrong as thit was, are never-
theless lacking in foundation. We have no
evidence whatever that there has been a
larger increase in our population in the last
five years than there was in the first half of
the decade. On the contrary, if we were to
reason from analogy we would say that the
rate of increase during the previous ten
years, from 1881 to 1891, was possibly con-
tinued into some of the earlier years of the
last decade. That would be quite as reason-
able a conclusion as the one which they have

given voice to in the speech. We have no
evidence whatever that any such increase of
the population took place towards the close
of the last decennial period. There is
another clause in the speech with which 1
have no fault to tfind, but upon which I
wish to offer a word of comment. That is
the 11th section, which reads as follows :
Our thanks are due to His Excellency for the
information that his government having caused
inquiry to be made has reached the conclusion
that the establishment of direct steamship ser-
vice with South Africa would enable Canada to
secure in that country a profitable market for
her varied products and to that end His Ex.

cellency will endeavour to arrange for such a
service.

I have no fault to find with that and hope
that such a service will be established, but
I hope that when the government take up
this question they will grapple with it
earnestly and give a proper and good ser-
vice, that they will see that not only will
there be departures and sailings at certain
periods, and steamships of proper power
and tonnage employed for the purpose, but
that these steamships will be equipped in
such a way that they will take care of the
perishable products of our country when
they are crossing the equator to South
Africa, because I can tell my hon. friend
that if they do not take the right course on
that point, a steam 8ervice with South
Africa will only carry probably some man-
ufactured goods and some of the coarse pro-
ducts, such as hay and oats. We ought to
have a market in South Africa for many
other things. We ought to be able to send
many of the finer products of our farms
there. Our cheese should find a market
there, and probably in some parts of South
Africa we might have a market for our
fruit at some seasons of the year, and there
might be some other articles of that kind,
perishable in their nature, which can only
be ecarried that great distance, and
over the equator in ships which
are thoroughly and properly equipped with
cold - storage, or more properly speaking
proper ventilation in the holds, and between
decks of these ships. I have no hesitation
in saying, without discounting the efforts
of the government in the last few years,
that we are lamentably behind in the care
of perishable products being carried from
our country across the ocean, and unless ‘we
are able to design means by which we can
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carry without injury, without ruin, as I
might say, our cheese and our apples, and
other things of that kind, to the English
market, across some three thousand miles of
ocean in the temperate latitudes, unless we
can learn to grapple with that proposition, I
am afraid we will come out very poorly if we
attempt to carry these perishable products
across the equator to South Africa. My hon.
friend, I have no doubt, after I have made
these remarks, will rise and claim great
credit for his government for what they have
done in regard to cold storage. As I said
before, I am not disposed to say that they
have not done perhaps as much as they
could, according to the light they possessed,
and according to the progress that science
has made in furnishing means for the venti-
lation of ships and cold storage, but it is
notorious that at this present moment, not-
withstanding what has been done, we are in
many respects in a worse position than we
were in five or six years ago. I read a
statement made by the Minister of Agricul-
ture not long ago, at a meeting he was ad-
dressing somewhere in the province of Que-
bee, that the great cheese industry of Can-
ada was in grave peril just at this moment
on account of this very question of trans-
portation. I know that Professor Robertson,
the Commissioner of Agriculture, before the
Committee on Colonization and Agriculture
last year, made a statement of a similar
character, and said that we stood to lose in
the year that then was upon us, and which
has just now passed, between $2,000,000 and
$3,000,000 on account of a set back that
we had got in the British market because
of the bad condition in which our cheese had
arrived in that market during the previous
season. Trade changes, circumstances
change. As I understand it, it was found
that the British market favoured a milder
and moister cheese. The Canadian factories
were advised, and advised very properly, I
would say, to meet the views of the British
consumers, and a milder and moister cheese
was being manufactured, but as soon as the
moisture was added to the cheese, it became
very much more difficult to transport it in
the hot spaces allotted for the cheese in
many ocean steamships, and where the
dry cheese and the hard cheese that
were formerly produced, would have cross-
ed with comparative safety, it was found
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

the cheese we have been making in
recent years suffered injury. I mention
that incidentally as a warning to my
hor_l. friend, not only as to what is the duty
of the government with regard to the trans-
portation of our perishable products to Great
Britain, (which is of immensely greater
importance than establishing this trade
with South Africa,) and in the establishment
of this line of steamers to South Africa,
that care should be taken to make the trans-
portation of such a character that these per-
ishable products may be carried without in-
jury to their consumers in that very distant
part of the empire. I noticed in looking over
the records of the other branch of parlia-
ment last year, that one of the members of
that body, a gentleman of very wide experi-
ence—a supporter of the present government
who has a very intimate knowledge of Aus-
tralian and New Zealand conditions, did not
hesitate to say that the province of New
Zealand was fifty times ahead of Canada in
the matter of transportation. What do we
see ? We find that the apples of Tasmania
are laid down in the London market along-
side of ours. The season is different,
but- there is an overlapping now. They
are laid down beside ours in perfect condi-
tion, without being wet or slack. They are
brought that immense distance in safety. A
very large proportion of the Canadian apples
are delivered slack and wet and sell for half
price, and they give Canadian products a
bad name, because many of the consumers
do not know what is the cause of the bad
condition in which they arrrive. My hon.
friend will remember I am not denying that
this government has made very creditable
efforts to improve the transportation, but I
want to point out to my hon. friend that
although many of these efforts were made
in good faith, and with an earnest belief in
their efficiency, they did not turn out to be
as efficient as it was expected they would
be, and new discoveries are being made,
and new methods are being adopted such as
I have referred to in Australia and New
Zealand, and we should not lag behind, and
we should put ourselves ahead of the most
advanced in this matter of transportation.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Reference has been
made by the gentleman who so very ap-
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propriately and with such correct taste,
moved the reply to the address on this occa-
sion, and by the hon. gentlemen on both
sides of the House who have led in this
discussion, to the vacancies that we see
around us since the last time we met in
this Chamber. The first thought is directed,
as we come here, to the fact that the hon.
gentlemdn who led the Senate for the last
three or four years has been removed to
another sphere. Probably I had more tilts
with the hon. gentleman while he was in
the Chamber than I have had with any
other gentleman in parliament, but I am
free to admit that he was a very industrious
man, and had a great grasp of constitutional
questions ; and I should be sorry to utter
one word of criticism in regard to him in his
new sphere. I hope he may live long to
adorn the bench to which he has been ele-
vated by the government. But there are
other changes which have been appropriately
and feelingly referred to. There has been the
death of my late hon. friend from Toronto,
whom I have had the pleasure of knowing
since I came to this House, and whose ad-
vice I sought and endeavoured to act upon
on very many occasions. No one regrets
more than I do the loss which this House
has sustained in the death of the Hon. Mr.
Allan. Those who were co-operating with
him daily know better than others that he
was one of the wisest and best men one
could meet, and a strong party man at-the
same time, but I never heard him utter a
harsh word of any one in the House or
anywhere else. We deeply regret the loss
the House has sustained in the death of so
able and influential a man as Hon. Mr. Allan.
But there is another change which affects me
more deeply than anything which has occur-
red since I was appointed to this House, or
since I have entered political life, and that is
the removal of the Hon. Mr. Prowse, the
member from my own province, from Mur-
ray Harbour. It was my good fortune to be
connected very closely personally and poli-
tically with the Hon. Mr. Prowse since Gon-
federation, and I found him one of the most
honest, fearless and kind-hearted gentlemen
I ever met, notwithstanding his brusque
manner. At the time of Confederation he

had the courage of his convictions, when the
opportunity required, and he stood up as
an advocate of Confederation in Prince

!Edward Island when very few men could
be found to assume that position. He cast
a vote in the provincial legislature in favour
of the principle of Confederation, for which
he lost his seat at the following election.
From that time up to his death he was a
fearless advocate of the public questions in
which he firmly and honestly believed. In
private and commercial life he was a man
of remarkable ability. From very small
beginnings he improved his position and
achieved a good competence. I remember
that when yet a very young man, just about
the time he entered political life, he built
two very fine shipg for the British market.
He loaded them with the products of the
country, and he did what was a remarkable
thing for so exact a man, sent them out
without insuring them. Neither of his ships
was ever heard of. He lost the ships and
cargo. It did not disconcert him in the least,
although it robbed him of the earnings of
several years’ labour at one swoop. But he
went bravely forward in his business as a
merchant and amassed a very much larger
fortune in a few years and left his family
in good circumstances. I have been asso-
ciated with him in private life, and found
him honest in his convictions, loyal to
his friends, and frank and fair to everybody.
I deeply deplore the loss which this House
has sustained in the removal of my late
colleague the Hon. Mr. Prowse.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I join with the
hon. gentleman from Prince Edward Island,
who voiced the sentiments of the mem-
bers of this House with respect to those
hon. gentlemen who have departed from us.
There are two of our late colleagues whom
I have been intimately acquainted with, and
whose departure I most deeply mourn. I
had occasion, since I learned of the depar-
ture of the Hon. Mr. Mills from our Chamber,
to write to him, and I told him that if he
had asked the opinion of his fellow members
in this House as to the advisability of his
leaving us, we would have been unanimous
in asking him to remain with us. With
reference to the Hon. Mr. Allan, I consider
that the departure of such a dignified figure
as his from among us has reduced to a con-
siderable extent the present value of this
House, inasmuch as he was one of the few
links that bound us to a past that we all
honour and cherish. ~
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I do not intend to speak at length on the
Address, but simply to dwell for a few
moments upon some of the contentions of
the hon. gentlemen opposite. The preferen-
tial tariff seems to be a thorn in their side.
They attack it on all sides, discuss it, and
call it a blunder of the Liberal party, but
when they are asked if they condemn it they
immediately withdraw and state that they
have no intention of doing so. Yet it is not the
best policy that could have been followed,
according to the hon. gentlemen opposite,
because they have not fathered that policy,
and I am not s very much surprised at the
stand they take. Up to November, 1800, they
were convinced that the Liberal party were
not a party that could govern this country.
They were convinced that the whole science
of government was within their ranks, and
of course they suffered, were distressed
that we should last for one parliament, but
to their very great amazement they saw that
the policy of those men who could not govern
this country had been approved by the over-
whelming majority in the country. Prefer-
ential trade, says the hon. gentleman from
Prince Edward Island, was blundered into
by the Laurier government. They did not
look for the results they obtained. They
wanted to strike every other country, and
they pretended that German trade and Bel-
gian trade was not to benefit by that reduc-
tion given to British goods.
admit that Sir Louis Davies, when he started
upon his journey to convince the law officers
of the Crown that this reduction should be
limited to Great Britain only, and not ex-
tended to German and Belgian goods, was
expressing a legal opinion which had con-
siderable weight, but at the same time he
knew full well that if the Law Lords of the
British Crown declared against him, the
British government would be in the dilem-
ma of accepting the benefit of the preference
and repudiating the two treaties, or refusing
the benefit which was offered. At the same
time the premier of Canada crossed the sea
and by his fair and open declaration that
he wanted no guid pro quo, that he thought
free trade England had done sufficiently for
Canada by opening its dqors absolutely to
our trade and was entitled to some kind of
return and advantage in our markets,
touched the hearts of the British people
and created such a sentiment that although
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I will readily .

the British law officers declared against the
contention of Sir Louis Davies, the Prime
Minister of this country carried his point.
Yet my hon. friends opposite say that he
blundered into it. We know that somebody
blundered in England about that time, and
somebody Dblundered just 48 hours before
Mr. Chamberlain and Lord Salisbury’s gov-
ernment denounced the German and Belgian
treaties. That somebody was not the prime
minister of Canada. He had hoped to be,
and was chagrined because he had failed,
and he had declared it was ridiculous that
these treaties could be denounced by Great
Britain. That gentleman was Sir Charles
Tupper himself. He was given the lie
direct 48 hours afterwards by the action
of the Imperial government which denounced

those treaties.
L ]

Hon. Mr.- FERGUSON—Where did Sir
Charles Tupper make that declaration?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-—In London,
forty-eight hours before the announcement,
but I think it was his misfortune to make
it twenty-four hours before the treaties
were denounced.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—1 never heard of
it before.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—My hon. friend
just shows that when he abandons his

' duties in this House and resumes his duties

in that splendid garden, Prince Edward Is-

‘land, he is so interested in it that he does

not follow what takes place in London or
in Ottawa. If my hon. friend will simply
ask his colleague on his right, or his hon.
friends at his back, I do not think he will
find anybody but himself who is not aware
that Sir Charles Tupper committed the
blunder of declaring forty-eight hours, or
perhaps twenty-four hours in advance that
those treaties could not be denounced.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The government
of which Sir Charles Tupper was the head,
asked the Imperial government to have them
denounced.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I have no ob-
jection to follow my hon. friend on that
ground, but we are discussing what Sir
Charles Tupper said forty-eight hours be-
fore.
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Breton)

Hon.
—Sir Charles Tupper denied that positively
when charged with it, and stated that his
speech on that occasion was misreported.

Mr. McDONALD (Cape

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—He had the ad-
vantage of being far away from the source
of information, because it was in London
his speech was made, but I will simply
refer to the °‘ Associated Press’ reports
which came here, and which found their
way the next morning into the official Tory
organs of this country. I am satisfied to
accept what the good Tory organ, the
* Gazette’ of Montreal, reported of the
speech, and my declaration will stand by
it or by the statement in the ‘Mail and
Empire.’

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Cannot the hon. gen-
- tleman accept the denial of Sir Charles
Tupper ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I should like to
see that statement, of Sir Charles Tupper
and compare it with the reports which ap-
peared in the papers.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—I was pres-
ent at the meeting of the Chambers of Com-
merce in London when Sir Charles made his
speech, asking that the British government
give a 5 per cent preference to Canada on
her products. It was declared that the
treaties could not be denounced. A leading
man there said those treaties would prevent
their giving a preference. Sir Charles
Tupper declared then that the treaties could
be denounced, and he tried his very best to
get them to do it, but the government would
not denounce the treaties until Sir Wilfrid
Laurier got there, and when he did get to
the other side the treaties were denounced.
Sir Charles Tupper did his best, but he could
not succeed.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Hear, lhear.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-—It only shows
that where Tory science fails Liberal meth-
ods will succeed. We are told that this
preference given to British goods has
brought us nothing in return. As the See-
retary of State has said, why is it that
concurrently with the denunciation of those
treaties—concurrently with the reduction
of the duty upon British goods, our trade
has expanded in Great Britain ? Is it not
because of the action of the Prime Minister

of Canada in Great Britain, of the action
of our parliament in giving that preference
to British manufactures ? We have spent
a lot of money in Great Britain in advertising
our country. I have heard numbers of
speakers on both sides of politics declare
that the presence of the Prime Minister of
Canada at the jubilee celebration, the
speeches he made at that time, the import-
ance of the representition of the colonies in
Great Britain, and the ascendency over them
all of our own representative, have been of
greater value to Canada than all the money
spent previously for advertising purposes.
From that moment our trade has expanded,
and why ? Because, as every one knows
Canada was hardly known in Great Bri-
tain or in Europe. The North British col-
onies had not yet attracted the attention
of the ordinary man in the street in Great
Britain, but from that moment when it was
heralded that we were giving British goods
a preference in our market without asking
for a quid pro quo, we were doing some-
thing for Great Britain, our goods com-
manded a better price. If it is not due to
the action of parliament and to this pre-
ference that we gave, to what is it due ?
I have heard the question put, how is it
that the United States expanded its trade
in the same proportion as Canada ? I do
not think so, but there is one thing I know,
the consular agents of the United States
in Liverpool and London since 1896-97 have
yearly reported to their government that
Canada’s goods were displacing United
States products in that market. I have
seen and read reports of these consular
agents and every year they have advised
their government to beware of Canadian
competition. So that from that moment
that Great Britain’s attention was drawn
to the possibilities of Canadian commerce
—was drawn to the fact that we were do-
ing something for. the metropolis—from
that very moment our trade has expanded,
and if the action of the government and of
parliament at the time is not sufficient to
justify the expansion of our trade in the
extraordinary proportions mentioned by the
Secretary of State, I would point out again,
with the concurrence of my hon. friend
from Prince Edward Island that the action
of the Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Fisher)
has contributed a great deal towards the
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development of our trade with the mother
country. The care taken in the transpor-
tation of our goods by the cold storage
system developed by the present govern-
ment has undoubtedly had a considerable
effect, and I might say, while I am on this
subject, that I have not yet heard of any
important work similar to that done by the
present Minister of _Agriculture in Great
Britain during the last two trips he
made to the other side. Hon. gentlemen
in this Chamber who have had occasion
to follow him in his work of evangeli-
zation on the other side, have seen that he
has gone from one big centre to another,
has spoken to nearly all the imporlant
boards of trade on the other side, and that
there is not a newspaper published in the
British islands which had not reports of
these speeches made by him and by his
assistant, Mr. Robertson, who accompanied
him. I am quite sure that we have had no
more diligent Minister of Agriculture since
Confederation, and I congratulate the hon.
minister on the trouble he has taken to do
that important work of thoroughly inform-
ing the British citizen as to the possibili-
ties of Canada and the importance of mu-
tual trade. My hon. friend who has pre-
ceded me said that the government had
blundered into this policy. Well, if this
present government reaches such results in
all its blunders, I expect marvels of them
when they do not blunder. The hon. leader
of the opposition in answer to a question,
said ‘I have not condemned the pre'ference
given to Great Britain.’ A few minutes
after in his speech, he pointed out contra-
dictions that have appeared in the press be-
tween statements made by members of the
present government. I have here a speech
made by Mr. Monk, one of the leaders of
the opposition, who has condemned unre-
servedly the preference given to British
goods in our markets. To-day we are ask-
ing ourselves where the opposition really
stands on this question. Of course they de-
clare they would prefer a quid pro quo po-
licy, but they have not yet moved to have
removed from our statute-book the prefer-
ence given to British goods. The hon.
leader of the opposition spoke of contra-
dictions between reports of speeches made
by divers ministers who form this govern-
ment. He forgot that at the last election
Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

the mate of Sir Charles Tupper, who was to
bring such power to the opposition, Mr.
Hugh John Macdonald pronounced in the
west in favour of a reduced tariff on agri-
cultural implements, if not free trade in
agricultural imprements, while at the same
time his colleagues in the east were clam-
ouring for greater protection on these very
articles. But this contradiction between
Mr. Hugh John Macdonald and his col-
leagues is not the only one to which I can
point in the policy of our opponents. The
leader of the opposition has condemned the
government for not mentioning the sending
of a third contingent to South Africa, and
has pressed this government to pay the
whole of the cost of the sending of this
contingent. In this contention he is at
variance with one of his colleagues in the
other House who plays no less a role than
assistant leader of the opposition, Mr. Monk,
of Jacques Cartier. I would advise my hon.
friends to gather in caucus and decide on
their policy on that question, because I can-
not believe they are united, when I have
here before me a speech made to the elec-
tors of Laval county by Mr. Monk. The
speech is in French. I will quote the por-
tion referring to the sending of this con-
tingent and it will be seen from the re-
marks of the hon. gentleman that more cre-
dit is given by him to the action of the
present government than is to be found in
the remarks of the hon. leader of the oppo-
sition, for he contends that if this third
contingent is not paid out of the public
treasury, it must be due to the action of
the Hon. Mr. Tarte. I consider that such
questionable motives should not be attri-
buted which would have the effect of dis-
turbing the ideas and sentiments which
should unite this whole country, and it is
because I condemn the tone in which the
remarks were made that I want to point
out to the hon. gentleman that on this
score the policy of the Conservative party is
not a united one if we can judge by the
remarks made by Mr. Monk as contrasted
with his own remarks. Here is what Mr.
Monk says. I quote from Le Journal whose
director he is jointly with Senator Forget
and Mr. T. Chas. Casgrain, M.P. :(—

PARLIAMENT AND CONTINGENTS.

Touching this burning question I think that I
have squarely laid down my views in my
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speech before the Cartier club. We have gained
our constitutional rights after innumerable
struggles and sacrifices. I have blamed and I
blame the Laurier government for having failed
to consult parliament upon a question of this
importance. What is a representative system ?
Its very basis is the necessity for the govern-
ment to consult the people through their repre-
sentatives in parliament whenever important
questions have to be solved which affect the
whole country. I accuse Mr. Laurier of setting
aside the authority of parliament in all the
most important acts of his administration
since he reached power. Did you ever
hear of the participation of Canada in
the wars of the empire before Mr. Laurier’s
reign ? Never. Here is the reason of our
participation to the South African war. In
1897, when the South African war had not yet
broken out, Mr. Laurier left for England to go
and represent Canada -to the Jubilee festivities.
There a sudden change appeared in our Prime
Minister’s mind. From a democrat to the core
he became dazzled by honours and titles and
one fine morning he found himself, according to
rumour, covered with decorations and titles and
he was forced to accept them. Then Mr. Laurier
entered into an absolutely new road. A few
days afterwards at a grand banquet given the
colonial representatives he made that speech
where he assured the mother country, in the
event of war, that the beacon fires on the hill
tops would only need to be lighted and the
clarions sounded and Canada would be ready
to furnish its blood and its money. This solemn
declaration was binding upon the whole country.
I am not among those who will blame Sir
Wilfrid Laurier for having redeemed his pro-
mise, but what I find to be blame is that on
March 30 last, when parliament was in session,
this government offered a new contingent
without consulting the representatives of the
people who are sent to parliament to represent
its interests and have a right to be consulted
on questions of this importance.

This is all Mr. Monk is reported to have
said. I know he did say more, but his organ
did not report more concerning the sending
of this third contingent. Throughout that
by-election, himself and Mr. Bergeron, an
ex-leader of the party in the other House,
denounced imperialism quite severely. Now,
it seems to me that when the govern-
ment has departed, as this present one
has, from the traditions laid down by the
other party, and has done what it has done
for the metropolis, the most ardent loyal-
ists among the people of this country
should be contented and satisfied. It is
all very well to condemn the present gov-
ment for having been remiss in its duty
in not paying the expenses of this third
contingent. When we look at the past re-
cord of our opponents in both Houses, we

. find nothing during their long régime which
showed that desire which now burns in them
to assist the mother country to the tune that

their speeches would indicate. There is one

thing which this government has done: it
has given a preference to British goods in
our own market, and yet we find these gen-
tlewen wko speak of the duty of the govern-
ment to pay the expense of the third con-
tingent at the same time condemning the
government for having obtained nothing
in return for the advantage which British
goods have in our market. Of course
1 know Sir Charles Tupper said that prefer-
ence to British goods is a question of busi-
ness, and that we should treat it as a ques-
tion of business. I have no objection to
do so, but, as the hon. Secretary of State
said, we could obtain no such advantage
in the British market as the hon. gentle-
man thought we could by a close bargain.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—The premier said
we did not want it.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—There is one
sure thing, that there can be no chance for
a number of years to come, of Great Britain
taxing its primary necessaries of life in or-’
der to obtain a quid pro quo in the colonial
market, and by going to the extent that we
did go we showed our good will to the
mother country, and at the same time I con-
sider that this government has done its duty
to the people of Canada and has stood by its
pledge in giving thereby a reduction upon
the tariff of this country which we had pro-
mised in our platform of 1893. It is all
very well to say that British goods have ob-
tained an advantage here, but the people of
Canada have obtained an advantage—have
not only obtained an advantage in getting
cheaper goods coming from Great Britain
but ' from other countries as well. I have
seen it declared in the Conservative press
that the effect of that preference had
gone beyond the market of Great Britain—
that the reduction upon the British goods
had forced the Americans to reduce their
prices in order to be able to enter our
market. So that the preference given to
Great Britain, which seemed to touch the
hearts of the British people, has at the same
time had the effect of reducing the price of
goods not only in the lines produced in the
British Isles, but on many lines of goods im-
ported from the United States.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—What particular
line has the hon. gentleman reference to ?
Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-—I am speaking
generally of lines similar to those British
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goods which have benefited by the reduction
of the tariff upon British goods. There is
no doubt the people of this country have
felt that the taxation under our tariff has
gone down to a considerable extent by the
preference given to British goods, and by
the effect it has had on goods from the Un-
ited States similar to those imported from
the United Kingdom.

There is one remark before I take my seat
which I should like to make. It is con-
cerning the transportation question. We
have spent a considerable amount of money,
some $80,000,000 up to this date, in improv-
ing and deepening our canals from the lakes
to Montreal. We have thought that by so
doing we would capture our share of trade
going from the west. Money has been to
a considerable extent expended in deepen-
ing the St. Lawrence channel from Mon-
treal to the sea, and I have a sanguine
expectation that within two years we will
have a 30-foot channel all the way through
from Montreal to the sea. But it is apparent
that we have not done enough. The idea has
been thrown out to the public that we should
go one step further and deepen the French
river to .twenty feet, in order to bring the
western trade and the western grain to
North Bay, which would thence be carried
by the Canadian Pacific Railway to Mont-
real and the seaboard. I am absolutely in
favour of deepening the French river, and
using Lake Nipissing and the French river
in order to retain our Canadian western
trade, and carry it in Canadian bottoms to
North Bay, and then tranship it upon the
Canadian Pacific Railway to the sea.

I consider that this is but one link—an
important link—of a big scheme which has
already attracted the attention of this
Chamber. I speak of the Georgian Bay
canal project. I consider that this coun-
try should within as short a time as possible
give its full attention to the problem of
western trade, and the necessary channels
to bring that trade into Canada, and retain
it, in order that we should profit by it. We
know that the westerners have a future
before them. We know that Manitoba and
the North-west Territories are progressing
at an extraordinary rate. 'We have no
doubt that before ten years the transporta-
tion problem, even if we do not wrestle with
it now, will present itself and imperatively
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force our attention. It seems to me that we
should prepare for the moving of the pro-
ducts of the west, and that there is no
greater, no better, and no more radical solu-
tion than the building of the Georgian Bay
canal, or rather the deepening of the Geor-
gian Bay waterway, inasmuch as it is hard-
ly a canal, and cannot very well be called
one. I know that our friends from Ottawa
have given very much attention and time
to the study of this question, but when I
look on the map it seems to me that it is a
question which should engage the attention
not only of the people of the Capital, be-
cause the Ottawa river passes by it, but
that it should engage the attention of the
whole of Canada. I am convinced that
when we have a twenty-foot channel be-
tween the lakes and Montreal we will
see cities springing up all through the
waterway from the Georgian Bay to Mont-
real, and that even if we capture but
one-fourth of the trade that goes through
Lake Erie and United States ports we will
make such strides as will surprise not only
the people of Canada, but outsiders as well.
If we captured but one-fourth of the trade
which is our legitimate due, Montreal and
Quebec would not have to discuss as to
which is the national portt I am con-
vinced that there would be such a stimulated
trade along the St. Lawrence that the two
ports would nearly join. I know that peo--
ple living in the west are now attracted
by this scheme, and I have no hesitation in
saying that Montreal realizes to-day that if
we want to monopolize our Canadian west-
ern trade we must do something towards
developing these avenues of trade and
facilitate the transportation of the western
products, perhaps through the French river
to North Bay temporarily, till the whole of
the Georgian Bay canal and waterway is
constructed, and thereby I am quite sure
that Canada’s prosperity will continue to de-
velop. With such a national highway opened
between the west and the St. Lawrence
and the sea board, there would be no
danger of lean years for very many
years to come. We are to-day among the
fat years. We have had for three or four
years such a wave of prosperity as we had
not seen for fifteen or twenty years before,
and if we simply take care to monopolize
the carrying of our western produce, I am
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quite sure that we of this present genera-
tion, at all events, will not have occasion
to be pinched by the lean years that gen-
erally follow the fat years such as we are
enjoying.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM moved the ad-
journment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, February 19, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.
. DEBATE CONCLUDED.

The Order of the Day being called

Resuming the further adjourned Debate on
the Consideration of His Excellency the Gov.
ernor Gemeral’s speech on the opening of the
Second Session of the Ninth Parliament.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM®said: I may be
permitted to make a few remarks with refer-
ence to the changes which have taken place
in the Senate since last session. I miss from
this House some old and respected friends,
whom I knew for many years. They have
been replaced in this Senate by other hon.
gentlemen whom I am well acquainted with,
and whom I welcome to this House. Some
of them have been opponents of mine for a
long time, but I have no doubt they will dis-
charge their duties properly. I also miss the
hon. leader of the government in this Senate,
the late Minister of Justice, who has been
transferred to another b £ach cf the public
service. I respect him very much, and I
think it is a great pity that he has been re-
moved from the Senate to the Supreme
Court. Of course if it is his gain I am will-
ing to put up with it, but at the same time,
I consider that it is a great loss to the coun-
try that such a man as the Hon. David
Mills, who has been in the parliament of
Canada for a long time, and who was a
Minister of the Crown before he came to
the Senate, appointed Minister of Justice here

and remained in the Senate for years, should
be removed {rom us now. I respect him
for his great ability and his knowledge of
constitutional law. However, I have no
doubt that he will discharge his duties satis-
factorily in his new office. = 'With reference
to the appointment of another gentleman
to take his place in the Senate, I have noth-
ing to say. I do not know exactly who that
gentleman may be, but I will treat him with
all the respect due to him when he comes
to this Chamber. I desire now to make a few
remarks on the Address in reply to the
Speech from the Throne.

It is something new to me now—and it is
also gratifying to me to know—that the so-
called Reform government of this country
are taking the Canadian Pacific Railway un-
der their charge. I am an old man, and I
remember long, long ago, when the Reform
opposition opposed the building of the Can-
adian Pacific Railway with all their might
and main. They characterized the province
of British Columbia as a sea of mountains,
and said that it was not worth while to
build the Canadian Pacific Railway in order
to save that province to the British Crown,
and, if built, the line would not earn
enough money to pay the oil required to
lubricate the axles of the car wheels. I
remember the time when they wanted to
build only the prairie section and utilize
what they called the water stretches. That
was their policy. But they are now taking
the Canadian Pacific Railway under their
wings and making the people believe that
they are the party who constructed that
road. I have no doubt that is what they
are endeavouring to do. I was amused at
the Secretary of State when he told us yes-
terday what an effect this preferential trade
had on the products of this country. What
has this government done ? We have pros-
perity in Canada, and I am glad of it. My
hon. friend said that sentiment was better
than law, but at the same time sentiment
has nothing to do with it. The prosperity
of this country is due to the brain and
muscle and intelligence of its people. In the
matter of production, what have they given
us ? Did they give what they promised ?
We remember the present premier of this
country speaking at London, Ont., befgre he
became Prime Minister and saying: ‘If
you return me to  power, I will get you
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a preference in the British market, and
see what an advantage you agriculturists
will have. Everything you grow and
everything you produce will be worth
so much more per pound. Your beef and
your pork will be worth just so much more,
and if you elect me Prime Minister I will
obtain that result for you.’ Well, did he
do that ? Did he ask it ? At a banquet
given in Liverpool, did he not say: “I am
ready to give you a preference and I want
no quid pro quo. I want nothing of the
kind.’ He went there to get everything
for the people of Canada and he came
back here with nothing but a gold medal.
Ile said, of course, that free trade is better
for Great Britain and it is better for Canada
also. I do not forget those things. We are
told that the government of the country is
the cause of our present prosperity. Can
any genileman within the hearing of my
voice point out where they have assisted in
any way whatever to bring about this pros-
perity ? I have not heard any evidence of
it yet. The hon. gentleman says that the
government created a sentiment in favour
of this country in Great Britain, and for
that reason the British people buy more from
us. Fancy the people of Great Britain eat-
ing more because they have a sentiment in
our favour! The hon. gentleman further
stated that Canada was not known in Great
Britain until after Sir Wilfrid Laurier went
there, and after that our products were
looked for. The hon. gentleman said Can-
ada was not known.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Hardly known.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—We are not going
to swallow all that. We take it for what it
is worth.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—It wants a little
salt.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Yes, and pepper
too. When the premier goes over this sum-
mer, I hope he will have something better
to show when he comes home. I hope he
will not go over there for a certain purpose,
and then change his mind and come back
with a gold medal because he tells the people
of England that Canada does not want a
preference. In fact, he refused the pre-
ference before it was offered to Canada.
We want nothing of Great Britain more

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

than British subjects are entitled to,
and ‘when the government talk about
creating a sentiment by giving the manu-
facturers of Great Britain a preference,
they are giving a preference for admit-
ting silk and shoddy which should be
made at home. The government of this
country, we are told, have increased the
prosperity of the people. How have they
done it ? They are deepening our canals,
with a view to bringing the trade of the
west by the St. Lawrence. That may come
by and by, and the people of this country
will get the benefit in proportion to the re-
duction of freight. But if we carry wheat
from the western states by the St. Lawrence,
do we get anything out of it? We do not
get enough from the tolls to pay, the lock
tenders on one canal. I do not object
to deepening the canals for the carrying of
the trade of Canada, but when we are going
crazy, as we are to-day, in the expenditure
of money, it is time we began to see what
we are getting for it. We have a large
revenue, but it is the people’s money, and it
should be so judiciously expended, that it
will be a benefit to Canada in the future. I
question very much if the expenditure which
we are making upon the canals, will be of
great advantage ¢o Canada. The govern-
went is digging a hole in the rock at Port
Colborne. Years ago I brought pressure on
the government to bring the level down to
14 feet on the mitre-sill ; they were going to
put it at 12 feet. Now, what are they
doing ? At Port Colborne, they are lower-
ing the mitre-sill while they have any
amount of rock to cut out before vessels
can reach it. The result is now that that
expensive piece of work in the aqueduct
will have to be thrown away also if we are
to get any more water than 14 feet in the
Welland Canal. The people of this country
should ask themselves what they are going
to get out of this large expenditure of
money. If we had a Canadian shipping
with the owners living in this country, they
could go all over the world, and what-
ever they earned above expenses would be
brought to this country, and that and the
lower freights is all we can make out of it.
I am willing that Canada should pay her
proportion to sustain the British empire in
any part of the world, but have we created
any sentiment in our favour in Great Bri-
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tain by the action of the government ? No.
‘What have we done ? We have sent some
volunteers from Canada. In fact, the pre-
mier says, he did not send them, he permit-
ted them to enlist. Fancy the premier tell-
ing a British subject in this country he has
to have his permission before he can volun-
teer to fight to uphold the flag of the em-
pire. To talk about sentiment because we
allow the shop-keepers of England to send
their goods here at a lower rate of duty
when we should be manufacturing the goods
here, is absurd. But have we done our share
in the matter of sending contingents to
South Africa ? No, when they are sent
C.0.D. The only thing that I have known
the government to do to assist the empire
was to send over dog-biscuit in the shape
of emergency rations. The Secretary of
State said yesterday, in reply to a remark
of the leader of the opposition, that the gov-
ernment should not be accused of not carry-
ing out our pledges. Does the hon. leader of
the government mean to say that they have
carried out all their pledges ? He has told
us his political history, but I do not think
it was necessary ; we knew it pretty well,
and there are men here older than I am—
two or three members of this House, who
know all about the hon. gentleman’s
political career. I have nothing to do with
it. I always took him as a strong Reformer.
I knew when he was whipped around. He
was elected by one party and acted with
another. That was his choice, and he need
not have bothered us with his political
history, because we have nothing to do with
it. I ask again, what have the government
of this country done to increase the pros-
perity of Canada, except by the creation
of the favourable sentiment in Kngland of
which he speaks ? Have they opened up
any new market for us ¥ They told us they
were going to get reciprocity with the
United States, and if they could not get
fair reciprocity they would get unrestricted
reciprocity. As far as the tariff is con-
cerned, they were to reform it. The
only thing they did was to admit corn
into this country free. If they had not done
80, they might have got reciprocity with the
United States in hay or barley, but they
disarmed themselves when they admitted
corn free. They went to Washington and
they took the duty off corn to create a
4

sentiment. On several other matters they
have acted in the same way. My hon. friend
on my left (Mr. Dandurand) spoke about the
pledges which were made to the people in
1893. I happen to have a copy of them here.
They were going to give us tariff reform.
That is one of the pledges they made. They
reformed the tariff a good deal by taking
the duty off corn, the only thing they had
to go to the United States with and demand
a quid pro quo because it is worth a great
deal to the United States to get corn free
into this country. Then reciprocity was
another of the pledges in that political man-
ifesto of the great Grit party, and if they
could not get reciprocity fairly they were
going to have it anyway. Then the next
thing was corruption condemned. Just
think of it. Think of what is going
on in this country and hear these gen-
tlemen appeal to the people of Canada to
condemn corruption. They have condemned
it very much, and I stand before you to-day
and say that it is a serious question how
you are going to get a proper vote of the
people. You will have to come back to the
old system of open voting.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—That is what you
will have to come to, because I remember
the swindles which commenced long, long
ago with that pure party that wanted to
put down corruption.. I remember long ago
kearing about some cupboard in the céllar
down in Montral. I remember they haa a
cupboard in the cellar.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—And a
trap door in the floor.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—And they aban-
doned the cupboard but now they stuff the
ballot boxes. It was intended to benefit
Laflamme, far be it from me to say ‘that
Laflamme had anything to do with it 1
only speak of the facts. One of the present
Supreme Court judges was his opponent at
the time.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND — Mr. Justice
Girouard.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—He was defeated
by corruption, and swindled out of his seat.
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—His opponent,
Laflamme, abandoned the seat on the re-
count, when he heard of the irregularity
that had been committed.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—That is a precedent
fqr Mr. Brunet.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I am only saying
that the parties who preached purity of
election are the very parties who com-
menced corruption and have carried it on
till this day. I do not accuse my hon. friend
of corruption, but I know that he is a strong
man in his party, and I would advise him,
for the sake of this country and for the sake
of all that is good, to influence his party to
stop these things so that we will not have
to go back to open voting. Then another
plank in the platform of 1893 is ‘another
law for the settler.’ I do not know that
the settler wants any more law. We are
all settlers I suppose, and I do not know
what that means. ‘The Gerrymander Act.’
I suppose they are going to gerrymander us
by and by. Is that what they mean by
that ? The hon. gentleman spoke of that
yesterday. They are going to gerrymander
us. We are pretty well gerrymandered now.
Then ‘Senate Reform.” The Almighty has
reformed the Senate.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—I say it with
sorrow for these hon. gentlemen, because I
give them all respect. They reform the
Senate by taking away one of their brightest
members—one of the brightest members the
government ever had in this Senate. I refer
to the late Minister of Justice who, in this
House I must say was loved by all. It is
true I did not see eye to eye with him. It is
true I often considered it my duty and
mivilege to disagree with him, but I do not
think that made any difference so far as
his feeling towards me was concerned. I am
sure it did not make any difference so far
as my feeling towards him was concerned,
I hope and trust that he will live to enjoy
his new position. They have reformed the
Senate by taking the hon. Minister of Justice
away from it. I find no fault with their
action, and I do not know what gentleman
they will put in his place, and it is not my
concern, but I will find no fault with him
and I think we will get along peaceably. As

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

far as I am concerned I have good-will
towards all. I wish to say, however, that
we want more than sentiment. This Can-
ada of ours is part and parcel of the British
Empire, and we are ready and willing to
assist in upholding our great and glorious
empire, but we do not want to be told
‘not a man, not a dollar’ for the purpose.
Look at the position we stand in to-day.
Look at the other colonies of Great Britain.
Do we stand as the first colonial possession
of the British Crown? Do we stand as
well as Australia, New Zealand, and the
other colonies? They come forward will-
ingly and support the mother country, but
our men had to be dragged to enlist, and
when they wanted to send emergency ra-
tions to South Africa the government sup-
plied them with dog Discuits. I Delieve
they paid the freight on them and that is
about all. Of course there are a great many
questions about which there may be diffi-
culty. For instance this question about
transportation. The government are in a
majority in the Senate I think, and I
appeal to them now. It has been said that
the Senate stood between the government
and the people. I do not say the govern-
ment intend to do what is wrong, but I
would ask the Senate to go on now irres-
pective of party as I have always done. 1
copposed the government which I have been
supporting all my life whenever I found
they did wrong, and if they were still in
power I would oppose them to-morrow if
necessary. It is true I may not be here
very long, perhaps I will soon be with those
who have gone before, but I have expressed
my feeling in this matter, and I  have no-
thing in heart but a feeling of kindness for
all in this chamber. I believe every hon.
member has a good feeling for his Lrother
member.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I believe that is
the sentiment of us all. I am an old man
now and I may not have the privilege of
addressing the Senate another session, but
I look to the welfare of my country. It is
prosperous now. It is prosperous because
of the industry and intelligence of the
people, and not because of sentiment. Senti-
ment is very fine, but it is not as good as
law. ' : :
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Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (De Lanaudidre)—
I had intended only to add my humble
quota to what has already been said of
those members of this House who died
since last session and less than one year
ago, but before going into that painful
matter, I shall endeavour to answer
some arguments brought up by those
gentlemen who have not confidence in
the government of the day. In reply,
in the first place, to the hon. gentle-
man from Monck, I have nothing but praise
and thanks to offer him for the very kind
words he has said of the ex-leader of the
government in this House, Mr. Mills, now
Judge Mills of the Supreme Court, and
I am sure if he had been as good and
kind to him when he was leading the
Senate he might even have supported some
of the government measures he presented
to the Senate. As to the Liberal party tak-
ing the Pacific Railway under its wing, as
the hon. gentleman said just now, some
years ago many members of the Liberal
party recognized that the Canadian Pacific
Railway had become a national work, built
with Canadian money, part of it, money
coming both from Liberals and Conserva-
tivés, and from every province of this Do-
minion, and therefore we have as good a
right, we of the Liberal party, as any others,
to claim it as a national work of Canada to-
day. As to the enormous public expenditure
—the hon. gentleman from Monck even said
we were going crazy over it—he must remem-
ber that members of his party in another
place where they have much greater con-
trol over the expenditure than we have
here, have not objected to it—in fact, did
not object to more than a very few paltry
amounts. I do not believe you can find
that they objected to votes aggregating
more than $100,000 out of the millions and
millions that have been spent.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Has
the hon. gentleman forgotten the general
resolution condemning the whole expendi-
ture, moved by Mr. Borden ?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I am glad that the
hon. gentleman has put me on the right
track. In generalities they condemn expendi-
ture, but when we ask them to point out
the items of expenditure they object to, not
a man rises, because that patronage might

4%

[ be distributed in the counties that some of

them represent. The leader of the opposi-
tion in this House, in his speech on Mon-
day, had some fault to find with the man-
agement of the Intercolonial Railway, and
one of his grievances was that while the
Minister of Railways and Canals was buy-
ing locomotives for the Intercolonial Rail-
way he was at the same time loaning loco-
motives to the Canadian Pacific Railway.
[ have not seen the report of my hon.
friend’s speech but I think that is the re-
mark he made.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman is correct.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—If the Intercolonial
Railway had been following that policy, it
would not be the only great railway in this
country that is doing the same thing. Mr.
G. B. Reeves, general manager of the Grand
Trunk Railway, told me that his company
had been buying, as every one knows, new
locomotives, and had loaned to thé Canadian
Pacific Railway no later than last Novem-
ber twenty-six locomotives, and that for a
period of at least three months, and per-
haps more, and the purpose of loaning
these locomotives was to enable the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway to move eastward that
abundant crop which providence has given
to us in Manitoba and the North-west this
year. If the Intercolonial Railway, a gov-
ernment road, had consented to loan some
locomotives for that purpose to the Oana-
dian Pacific Railway, I would certainly, for
one, not have found any fault with them
for doing so. It is a rather awkward task
for me to contradict the hon. leader of the
opposition, but the information I have
gathered—and I say this with a great deal
of diffidence—was that the Intercolonial
Railway did not loan locomotives to the
Canadian Pacific Rallway. I am sorry to
contradict the hon. gentleman, but that is
the information given me.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman may have received that in-
formation. I said in my speech that I had
read the statement in one of the newspap-
ers, and had asked a prominent official of
the Canadian Pacific Railway if it was
correct, and he said they had borrowed both
from the Grand Trunk Kailway and Inter-
colonial Railway. Whether that is correct
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or not, the hon. gentleman has the authority
on which I made the statement.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Then I suppose I
am obliged to give my authority also, 1
went this morning to the Department
of Railways and Canals, and asked the
secretary, Mr. Jones, about it. I may
explain why I asked. I had tried
myself for a railroad whose bond-
holders I represented, to obtain the loan of
a locomotive, and they refused me, saying
they had work for all their locomotives,
and therefore I was surprised to hear the
leader of the opposition say that they had
loaned locomotives to the Canadian Pacific
Railway. That is why I went myself to the
department and asked Mr. Jones. Mr.
Jones told me he thought tley never—in
fact was positive they never did loan loco-
motives. I said I intended to repeat his
statement in the House this afternoon, and
he went in and asked Mr. Schreiber, and
Mr. Schreiber said they never loaned a lo-
comotive to the Canadian Pacific Railway.

As to the Intercolonial Railway not giving
the satisfactory results which we as Cana-
dians and shareholders in that line would
be glad to see it give, I am sure that there
are many reasons for the large deficit of
the Intercolonial Railway this year. In the
first place this government road is runm, as
we all know, through a sparsely settled
country. Leaving Montreal, and after pass-
ing St. Hyacinthe, we have what is called
the Drummond County Railway which runs
through a country now in course of settle-
ment, but still far from being densely popu-
lated. Many promises had been made,
even by the leader of the Conservative
government, that the Quebec bridge
would be built. That enterprise will now
be carried out by the present govern-
ment but for want of such a bridge the
Intercolonial Railway at this time of the
year is at great disadvantage for business
between Montreal and Quebec because the
crossing of the St. Lawrence is so uncertain.
On the portion from Quebec eastward, the
important points are Riviére du Loup, Ri-
mouski and Campbellford in a long stretch
of very sparsely inhabited country. It must
not be forgotten that this road passes
through one of the most difficult countries
to operate in winter time. I do not think
when the Intercolonial Raiflway was built

Han Mr MeCAT.L.ITM.

it was intended mainly for commercial pur-
poses. It was built to unite the maritime
provinces with Upper and Lower Canada.
Those who are older than I am know
whether that is correct or not. Then
there is the exceedingly long mileage
which prevents it competing with the
Canadian Pacific Railway running to
St. John, which I believe is two or three
hundred miles shorter. Having to sell
tickets and to carry freight for the same
rates, this railway, although doing a great
deal of good to the inhabitants of Canada,
and giving every accommodation, cannot
compete successfully with the Canadian
Pacific Railway. I call upon the hon. gen-
tleman from Marshfield to say if in Canada
there is a better railway train than that
which leaves Bonaventure station, Montreal,
at noon every day for Halifax and St. John
—a beautiful train for the accommodation
of the travelling public, and this train is
run at a very considerable expense, while
the number of passengers is not sufficient to
justify it.

I have but one more remark to make to
the leader of the opposition. He spoke
about divergence of opinion in the cabinet,
and went to considerable trouble to show
that Mr. Fielding had said one thing aund
Mr. Blair another; how Mr. Tarte had
spoken one way and Sir Wilfrid Laurier an-
other. Although very young in public life,
I remember full well that the government
over which the hon. gentleman presided
were never noted in this country as a model
cabinet as far as harmony is concerned.
We know if ever there was dissension in
any government—if ever there were men.
who went on strike, it was in his cabinet.
I really do not know why the hon. gentle-
man brought up that topic except to give
us an opportunity to stigmatize once more
as they deserved to be, and.as he called
them himself, the seven traitors in his own
government. ’

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That,
I suppose, justifies divergence of opinion
among the members of the present govern-
ment.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—During the re-
marks of the hon. gentleman from De Lori-
mier, the hon. gentleman from Glengarry
asked him to specify one industry in the
country that was prospering.
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Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—And he did not?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—No, but I will and
use the hon. gentleman himself to prove
my case. We were together at the annual
meeting of the shareholders of the Montreal
Cotton Company, and Mr. A. F. Galt, the
president, a man in whom we have con-
fidence, declared that last year was the
most prosperous season the cotton industry
had ever had. He said more, that the pro-
fits were so great that the shareholders
might rejoice that they were going to get
9 per cent instead of 8 per cent dividends,
and he made some remarks something like a
finance minister would make on giving us
the budget for the coming year, and that
was to the effect that next year would be a
still better year than the past one, so that far
from having no cotton factory on a sound
basis, I think my hon. friend will admit
there is at least one.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—I should like to
ask the hon. gentleman if the government
of Canada did anything towards assisting
that company to which he refers ? On
the contrary they reduced the duty from
23 per cent to 163, and that has been the
means of having three or four other com-
panies pass the dividends this year.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—The companies
that passed their dividends have been badly
managed. That is admitted by their own
directors. If the government have reduced
the duty, and the cotton industry is still
more prosperous than ever, it would indicate
that the Liberal policy is right.

The hon. gentleman from Marshfield has
spoken against the preferential trade policy
of the government.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I never

said a
word against it. :

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—If the hon. gentle-
man is in favour of it, I am satisfied; we
are.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I never said a
word against the preferential tariff; on the
<contrary, I said I approved of it.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I understood that
the hon. gentleman said we had made a
blunder, but it was a lucky blunder.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—What I said was
the present government was entitled to very
little credit for it, even if it had done all
the good my bhon. friend said it did, Dbe-
cause they had drifted into it by a blunder.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I am glad to hear
my hon. friend say it is a good thing. We
think so. There is another thing about
that preferential tariff. The visit of Sir
Wilfrid Laurier to I.ondon has been referred
to over and over again, and the question
has been asked what did he do? ‘e had
always been stigmatized as a disloyal party.
We were not supposed to have anything to
do with the flag. It was supposed to be
monopolized by the Conservative party.
What did the Liberal government do after
having been eighteen years in opposition
when they came t» power? The first thing
they did was not to show lip loyalty merely,
but to be loyal in deed as well as in words,
and Mr. Laurier went to England and said,
out of the liberality of the Liberal party,
he would give Britain preferential trade,
and that preference would be 123, 25 and
even 333 of the whole duty, so that to-day
when you go to the custom house in Mont-
real you can enter for two dollars as much
British goods as you could enter for three
dollars under the old regime. As to get-
ting a quid pro quo, if there is one thing I
do’ not admire, it is when one is making a
present that he should ask what he is go-
ing to get in exchange for it. England
admits our goods freely without one cent
of duty. What more could we expect ? If,
after this terrible war in South Afrieca,
England should find it necessary to impose
customs duties in order to raise a revenue,
then we might ask for a preference when
otherwise there would be a tax against our
products, but there is none to-day. Under
existing circumstances, we cannot ask Eng-
land to impose a tax upon the bread of
her wage-earners to help Canada. Her im-
ports from Canada are small compared with
her total imports—I do not believe more
than 10 per cent of the whole—and shall
we ask them to tax 90 per cent of their
imports in order to help our 10 per cent.?
1t is not a reascnable thing to ask.

As to the present prosperity of the country,
the hon. gentleman from Monck admits that
Canada is prosperous. He also admits that
these are bountiful years, but the Conser-



54

SENATE

vatives have been making a little fun of
the Postmaster General because once he
called himself ‘I, Wm. Mulock,” and wrote
on a postage stamp ‘ Greater than has been.’
The postage stamp is not the only thing
that is greater than has been in this coun-
try, since my hon. friends have been out
of power. Greater things than have been
have taken place in this country. As I was
coming to this House, I was handed by
Mr. Clergue a pamphlet with photographs
showing greater things than have been in
this country where Mr. Clergue and his asso-
ciates have actually spent up to date somne
$22,000,000. It was my good fortune last
July to visit those works, and I must say
I was astounded at their immensity. I
read in the ‘Montreal Gazette’ of to-day
that they have commenced to manufacture
" steel ingots, and in a few months, nay a
few weeks, they will be producing steel
rails. As far as Sault Ste. Marie
is concerned, I would strongly advise all
the members of this House to visit that
immense plant, and see it for themselves.
It is the greater than has been in Canada
and especially after they have harnessed the
immense water power of the Sault, using
Lake Superior as a mill pond in order to
turn innumerable turbine wheels which are
producing electricity, converting wood into
pulp and making pulp to be shipped to.the
old country, and carloads are leaving daily.
An immense caustic and bleaching powder
mill has been established and above all they
have immense iron works. They are build-
ing a great railway, and yet my hon. friend
asks what has the Liberal party been doing ?
Has Mr. Clergue not been brought Lere by
the Liberal party of Ontario ? Has he not
been brought here by the concessions made
to him by the Hon. G. W. Ross and his gov-
ernment in Ontario ? Who are opening up
new territory, and building the Algoma Cen-
tral, a road which is being built to the same
standard as the New York Central, a road
over which the heaviest locomotive will run,
a locomotive of 137 toms, with the
tender bigger than any locomotive used by
any railway now ? This is for the western
part of Canada. In the eastern part we
have the Dominion Iron and Steel Company,
and that is another institution with some
twenty millions in bonds and shares, and
larger than has been, and that was also due
to the present Minister of FFinance (Hon. Mr.
Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN.

Fielding) when he was premier of Nova
Scotia, when he formed the coal syndicate
with Mr. M. H. Whitney at its head, and de-
veloped the coal mines. And now they are
developing the iron industries. As to the out-
put of coal from Cape Breton, we had a re-
cord here last year and with that export
duty of one shilling a ton on the coal thatis
now being exported from England, this has
opened for the con} from Canada new mar-
kets, and a very successful trade now being
carried on in the Mediterranean ports,
where Cape Breton coal met with great suc-
cess and where there has been a large de-
mand for it.

Only a few words more as to the trans-
portation question. That is the prob-
lem which seems to Dbe agitating the
minds of all the business men of this coun-
try, and of all the transportation, rail-
way and steamboat men as to the
question whether it is right to continue
the policy which has been followed in the
past, of deepening and enlarging the canals,
or whether we should stay our hand. I may
say that I read in the papers the speeches
of the Hon. Mr. Tarte and of the Hon. Mr.
Haggart both in favour of the Georgian Bay
Canal. I take a slightly different view and
I may say I do not believe in the whole of
the scheme. I for one, would believe it quite
possible to improve the Ifrench River, and
to open that beautiful sheet of water called
Lake Nipissing, which is a very deep lake,
and have the steamers now plying the lakes,
drawing twenty feet of water, ascend the
French River and go as far as North Bay,
where the Canadian Pacific Railway and the
Grand Trunk Railway could take care of and
transport the cargoes from North Bay east-
ward, but the canalization of the Ottawa
river would cost many million dollars, and
you will find railway authorities and rail-
way men alive to this business of transpor-
tation who think that the moment has al-
most arrived, if it has not already arrived,
where it will be possible to transport by rail
as cheaply as you can transport by artificial
water courses. I could illustrate this if I
were not afraid to take too much of the
time of the House, but in one word I may
say that ‘this is being done by the use of
these immense locomotives such as the one
I spoke of a moment ago, which burn in pro- *
portion very little more coal than the smaller
ones, and which have three, or sometimes
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nearly four times the weight, and which re-
quire only one stoker instead of four, and
one driver where four were required before.
By the use of a very much heavier rail and
flattening the grades and reducing the
curves, if a railway were built as expen-
sively as a canal would be, or say, for fifty
per cent of what a canal would cost, I am
led to believe—and I have good authority to
malke me Delieve—that freight could be
moved during the twelve months of the
year as cheaply by rail as it could in canals
during seven months of the year. Therefore,
before going into the expenditure of so many
millions in the canalization of the French
river, it would be well for the government
to inquire into that matter. .

With reference to possessing the confi-
dence of the people, I do not think there is
any doubt but that the present government
has the confidence of the people of this coun-
try. If we doubted it we might have been
reassured by reading the papers this morn-
ing, where something, I suppose almost un-
heard of in the political history of Canada,
is related, that with two Liberals running
the Conservative candidate managed to lose
his deposit, and so swell Mr. Fielding’s sur-
plus by $200.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—There were two
oppusition candidates.

Hon. . Mz CASGRAIN—The Speech
from the Throne speaks of the corc-
nation. I sincerely hope that if the Prime
Minister of Canada can be present on that
memorable occasion, he will then, as he did
in the time of Queen Victoria’s jubilee, do
hounour to all Canadians, friends and foes
alike, and I have from the Counservative sec-
retary of the Sir John Macdonald Club evi-
dence to prove that when Sir Wilfrid Laur-
ier was in that grand procession following
Queen Victoria towards the old St. Paul's
Church in London and the streets were lined
with surging masses of the population of
the Dbiggest city in the world, the cheers
rent the air, tirst for Her Majesty, as it
should be, then for Lord Roberts, and after-
wards not fcr the British ministers, but for
our own Prime Minister, and when the royal
earringe in which he was seated passed in
front of the platform upon which this secre-
tary of this Conservative club stood, he
stated that the cheers and enthusiasm were
such that he himself could not resist, and

as a Canadian he lifted up his hat and
cheered for Canada’s premier.

Hon. Gentlemen of the Senate—May I be
allowed to add my humble quota to what
has already been so well said of the mem-
bers of this House who have died since our
last meeting less than one year ago.

I would desire to claim but for a few mo-
ments the attention of this House to pay
a debt of gratitude and render a last tribute
to one of those who have left us for ever
and for whom since my entry in the Senate
I have had the highest esteem and most
sincere admiration, I wish to refer to the
late Hon. G. W. Allan.

I can not forget that his very last speech,
in fact his last words he uttered in this
chamber, were words of commendation of
a public measure I had the honour of intro-
ducing.

A few days after I entered this House it
was my privilege to meet Mr. Allan socially
and to be his neighbour at the dinner table
of one of our colleagues. There one could
appreciate the exquisite politeness and the
courteous amiability which graced the
gentleman of the old regime.

The charms of conversation which, in our
busy rushing age, appear to be somewhat
neglected, were one of his most fascinating
qualities. Mr. Allan would recall the ante-
confederation days when he sat in the old
Quebec parliament, and teach a page of
bistory of Canada under the union with
such graceful ease that it rendered the
listening as interesting as it was instructive.
IFor those like myself of the younger gene-
ration, his memory will ever remain en-
graved In our minds, as marking an epoch,
the survivors of which have now almost all
disappeared from active political life.

In the early fifties in the old city of Cham-
plain he was intimately associated with the
prominent leaders of my race and he ac-
quired then those kind sentiments of toler-
ance and generosity towards the’ French
Canadian minority which characterized all
his public actions in his uncommonly long
parliamentary career. Forty-seven years
ago he had already attained a high position
in Upper Canada—and the Queen City of the
west had conferred upon him its highest
honours.

He understood, as public men do. in Eng-
land, that municipal affairs exacted from
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him their share of his time and attention,
and that under our constitutional system,
the good administration of a city was as
essential to its progress as the efficient and

honest government of the country was iu-.

herent to its welfare.

He therefore took an active interest in the
civic affairs of his native city and his in-
tegrity and ability soon won for him the
first place, and he was elected mayor of
Toronto. In this House, the conscientious
study of public and private legislation sub-
mitted for the consideration of the members,
his recognized impartiality, proverbial ur-
banity and above all his well equipped
mind by abundant reading designated him
here also for the highest position in this
chamber. Those of the hon. members over
whom he ruled as president of the Senate
are unanimous in recognizing that no one
filled the presidential chair with more tact,
kindness and impartiality.

In this House the hon. Secretary of
State told us yesterday that if the Senate
had been left to choose a speaker, Mr.
Allan would have been unanimously elected
to fill the presidential chair. His con-
scientious study of all public and private
legislation, submjtted to the consideration
of the members, his proverbial urbanity
and, above all, a mind well equipped
with abundant reading, qualified him
for this high honour. I know that his
tall and slender, yet stately figure will al-
ways be seen hovering in these halls in the
memory of those with whom he worked so
long, and I know that in after years, when
their eyes will be dimmed by age perhaps he
may be slightly forgotten, but visitors com-
ing to these halls for years to come will
still see the dignified and familiar features
of our past president in that historical gal-
lery which surrounds this chamber.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—It is quite a departure
from my usual custom to make any remarks
at so early a stage of the session as the de-
bate on the Address in reply to the Speech
from the Throne, but I feel on this occasion
that I would be derelict in my duty and
also untrue to the people whose representa-
tive I am here, if I did not call the attention
of parliament and the government to a mat-
ter of very considerable importance to the
people ‘of the Canadian North-west Terri-
tories. I am referring in this connection

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN.

to the shortage in our transportation facil-
ities in that country. I do not do it in a
hostile spirit. I do not wish to find any fault,
because I think there is hardly any fault
to be found, although a man would be hard-
ly safe in saying that in some sections of
the North-west Territories where the farm-
ers have hundreds of loads of wheat at the
station and cannot get it to market. They
would incline to the opinion that there was
some great fault, and that that fault was
with the government and the Canadian
Pacific Railway, because the Canadian Paci-
fic Railway cannot find cars to transport
their grain to its ultimate destination. I
might say in this connection that there is a
striking contrast between the conditions of
to-day and those which existed when the
government was endeavouring to get the
money granted for the building of the Can-
adian Pacific Railway.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL—Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—It is quite within
the memories of lhon. gentlemen in this
House that there were great doubts as
regards the utility of the North-west Ter-
ritories. One very great man, perhaps the
most eminent man in the opposition ranks,
the Hon. Edward Blake, announced when
the money was being sought to build that
road, that the freight of that country would
not be sufficient to pay for the grease for
the axles on the cars taking it out. Now,
a different state of things has arisen. We
have not at present the axles to put grease
on. We require more axles to put the
grease on. They have not greased them,
however, and they are not getting the grain
out of the country. We have from the last
few years acquired a knowledge in the
western country, of how to till the soil. In
the earlier history of the country we did not
understand how and when to plough, we
did not understand how to prepare for the
next year’s operations and we had many
failures, but those failures were not the
fault of the climate nor of the soil. The
failure was the fault of the people. We
were all from eastern Canada, and the farm-
ers did not understand how to apply their
work to Canadian North-west soil. We
were unable to plough and work: in the
manner that we should. The government of
that day established an experimenta_l farm,
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and a great many of the farmers tried ex-
periments, one after another, and so we
have been able to acquire a knowledge
through this experimental farm and
through our own efforts as well, because we
have all Dbeen experimenting. We have
acquired a knowledge of preparing the
seed bed, and it bhas been said by one
of our most eminent men—I refer to
Mr. Mackay, the manager of the experi-
mental farm—that he thinks he has learned
to prepare the soil so that he can produce
a crop without any rain at all—that he has
so cultivated the soil this year—because we
have to cultivate it one year to get it ready for
the next year, cultivate it at the proper time
to preserve the moisture so thatit will ‘be
sufficient to raise the crop the following year.
He has done that on his own farm at Indian
Head, and the result is that he acquired in-
formation we have now to guide us in the
future and we can count on not having a
total failure, but a fair crop every year in
that country. If that be the case, then we
want more railway facilities. I am not find-
ing any fault with the Canadian Pacific
Railway. They have done marvels in tak-
ing the grain out, but in my own town, for
instance, I venture to say all the elevators
are full, and when a farmer comes in 25
or 30 miles with a load of grain, he cannot
find a market for it, because there is no way
of getting it out. He has to remain for days
under expense at a hotel, waiting for a train,
and then there is a scramble as to which of
them can unload and get away first. I want
to call the attention of the government to
the fact that something must be done to en-
able the Canadian Pacific Railway, or some
company, to provide accommodation another
year, and not to have this state of things
exist. I see the Canadian Pacific Railway
is asking for power to issue another twenty
amillion dollars in bonds. We all know there
is a strong feeling in many parts of Canada
in favour of government ownership of rail-
ways. I quite understand, according to the
history of the Intercolonial Railway, that
it is hardly reasonable to expect the govern-
ment to own railways, because there is al-
ways a great deficit in the management of
that line. It is a live question in the North-
west: They think the government ought to
own the railways, and they expect them to
take the wheat out of the country at a rea-
sonable or proper cost. We claim now we

have to pay too much. We complain now
of want of transportation rather than of
excessive charges, although it costs $120
to take a ecar from Wolseley to Fort
William., I understand the government is
about to grant the Canadian Pacific Railway
permission to extend their capital $20,000,-
000. Would it not be a good plan for the
government themselves to take that stock,
and not to allow foreigners to get hold of it ?
If the stock is put on the market it can be
bought by anyone. TUnited States capital-
ists have already bought the Canada Atlan-
tic Railway, and it will no doubt have the
effect of diverting trade from the ports of
Canada to United States ports. We do not
want to see that. We want to see our own
ports built up and our grain shipped through
those ports. It is a matter worthy of some
consideration for the government, to take
that $20,000,000 of bonds themselves. It
would give them a strong controlling influ-
ence in the company. I do not suppose they
would take the stock with the intention of
reducing the freight rates unreasonably, but
they would see fair play between the com-
pany and the people. In that way they
would have some influence over the freight
rates which are now so exorbitant. The
Canada Atlantic has been sold to United
States capitalists, I understand. I do not
know how many shares of the Canadian
Pacific Railway are owned in the United
States, but I believe a large number are
and if these $20,000,000 were gobbled up
also, what would be the position of Canada
with United States capital controlling our
railways ? It would be a disastrous thing to
my mind. It would be a great lever against
us, because the Canadian Pacific Railway
runs near the frontier for a thousand miles.
It is a matter for the consideration of the
government how that capital is to be dis-
posed of, whether our railway system is to
be handed over to foreign capitalists or not.
I hope the government will take some steps
to see that our interests in that particular
are not handed over to the United States
capitalists who can charge us what they
please, and in time of difficulty would con-
trol our lines of transportation. I was
sorry to hear my hon. friend who
preceded me speak of the deficit on
the Intercolonial Railway. A few years
ago, we threw out the Drummond
County Railway Bill, and the follow-
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ing year, when we passed it, we saved a
million dollars. It was argued if the gov-
ernment secured the Drummond County
Railway there would be no more deficits on
the Intercolonial Railway, but I understand
the deficit this year is larger than it was
ever before; I can quite understand that
they are carrying freight on the Intercolon-
ial Railway too cheap, and the result is that
we in the west have to help to pay the full
quota for the freight we send, and then
help to make up the deficit on the Inter-
colonial Railway. That is hardly a fair
deal, and some steps should be taken by
. the government to make every part of the
country pay its fair share.

I was pleased when I heard the Secretary
of State, now leading the government—I do
not want to make any remarks in a hostile
spirit—say that when the government came
into power, all their former prejudices
against the tariff were found to be wrong,
and they adopted the policy of the Conser-
vative party. An open confession is good
for the soul, and the moment the hon. gen-
tleman made that coufession, my lhope for
the country was raised a hundred per cent.
Because. when we have men persisting, as
some do, in saying that the prosperity of
the country is due to them, there is no hope;
but when the hon. gentleman tells us that
during the years they were preaching ruin
because of our policy, they found when they
came into power that their abuse of the
policy was all wrong, and they had to con-
tinue the Conservative policy because it is
right. I am glad the hon. gentleman made
the confession, and I hope his government
will stick to it. They talk about the pros-
perity of the country. I would like them to
point out one industry that has been estab-
lished in the country which was not started
under a Conservative government. I do
not care a snap for one party more than an-
other. The Reform party opposed every
measure that was intrcduced for the henefit
of the country. They opposed the building
of the Canadian DPacific Railway. Yhere
would we have been to-day without the
Canadian Pacific Railway ? I venture to say
there will be forty or fifty millions of dol-
lars put into the farmers’ pockets in
the North-west this year because of the
grain sent out by the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, and where will that money be spent ?
1t will go to Montreal and other eastern

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

cities. We do not manufacture an axe-
handle. We duo not manufacture anything.
We till the soil, and we pay heavy duties
on all the machinery we use in the working
of our farms and raising that wheat. In
this connection we feel somewhat disap-
pointed because the government have not
only retained the Foster tariff, 20 per cent,
on agricultural implements, but have raised
the invoice price so that it is now practi-
cally 22 per cent. It is quite a bit in excess
of what the real tariff should be, 20 per cent.
We have to buy those implements to raise
wheat. We do not manufacture anything
as yet. We are trying to get up a binder
twine factory. I do not know whether we
will succeed or not. We send all the money
for binder twine down here. Why should
not your trade prosper, and why should not
your business be on the increase ? 1t could
not be otherwise with the magnificent crops
we are raising in the west. Canada is ex-
porting produce largely to South Africa, and
the government take credit I suppose for the
increase in exports of hay, oats, beef and
flour sent to that country. If credit is due
for the increase in trade on that account,
give it to old Kruger. If it had not been
for him, that increase would not have taken
place. Kruger did it; the government did
not do it themselves. DBut who are the men
who are encouraging that trade ? I’rofessor
Robertson, who was appointed by the late
government, is one. He is a worthy ofticer,
and I am glad the government has the good
judgment to retain his services. Then,.
again, take the lumber interests of New
Brunswick. TLumber is worth double to-day
what it was seven years ago, and the sale
of it brings money into the country.

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY—What
reason ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Because there is a
demand for it abroad. It is not because of
anything the government have done: you
in New Brunswick are a lumber pro-
ducing people. I wunderstand we have
sent ten millions of dollars worth of
hay, oats and flour to South Africa.
‘We were told so the other day. We are
shipping nearly a million dollars worth a
month this year so far, and the trade is in-
creasing rapidly. Then the Yukon has been
opened up. I suppose the government
created the mines in the Yukon. People

is the
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rushed there and brought a large amount
of money into that country. Altogether
the industries of the country have been de-
veloping. At the start, hon. gentlemen op-
posite opposed every one of them. Every
manufacturer we were told was a high-
handed robber. Protection was making the
rich richer and the poor poorer. To oppose
it was the policy of the Liberal party. I
am glad they have seen the error of their
ways, and I hope they will do better in the
future. In doing so they will have my sup-
port so far as that is concerned. Whenever
they do anything that is right I will support
them ; when they do not I will oppose them.
My hon. friend from De Lanaudiére (Hon.
Mr. Casgrain) referred to the manufactur-
ers of cotton and the Montreal Cotton Co.
Who started that enterprise ? Why, the
Conservative party. We did not expect hon.
gentlemen to obstruet everything when
they came into power, although they said
they would do it. It was not reasonable or i
right that they should do it. I congratulate
the country on the fact that hon. gentle-;
men have seen the error of their ways when |
in opposition, and are now trying to do the !
best they can to promote the prosperity ol‘.‘i
the country. What would have been the!
result if hon. gentlemen had not continued ;
the policy of their predecessors ? Rulna-@
tion and bankruptcy would have prevailed |
in Canada to-day had the policy of the Re-
form party been carried out when they at- ;
tained power. What was the condition of |
things when the Conservative party was%
in power? There was a very intelligent and
able party in opposition—a very credltable;
party to Canada. Sir Richard Cartwright, |
David Mills, who has been lauded so highly
to-day, Laurier, Blake, Mackenzie—all those
eminent men denounced in unmeasured '
terms the National Policy, and described '
what they would do with it when they at-
tained power. They said there would not '
be a vestige of protection left in Canada. |

get into power on their trade policy, how-
ever, but on the school question. That was
the condition of things that existed before
the change of government. No man dared
branch out in business or do anything that
might sustain an injury by a change in the
tariff policy. The moment the manufac-
turers saw that the new government were
not going to enforce their free trade policy,
but were obliged to continue the policy of
the Conservative party, they said : * Now we
are all right, we know what the policy is.
The new government have endorsed the
policy of their predecessors, and their pre-
decessors will not oppose it, and we can
go on and enlarge our business—we can put
in new machinery and manufacture not
only for Canada but for the world’ The
merchants said ‘we can import goods be-
cause the duty is not going to be reduced,’
and the man who wanted to buy those
things would not hang off for another year
expecting to buy at a lower rate. People
had confidence in the established policy of
the country, and that is where prosperity
begins. Show me one measure that the pre-
sent government has introduced ? They
have tinkered with preferential trade and
it is only tinkering ; but show me one thing
they have done since they came into power
and I will acknowledge I am wrong. The
National Policy was there ; they have just
gone on and developed it. The Secretary of
State said his party had left their preju-
dices behind them after they came into
power, and they have continued the policy
of their predecessors which they found was
all right after eighteen years of violent op-
position to it. Where would the North-west
Territories be to-day, if the policy of hon.
gentlemen had been carried out ? There
has been one hundred million bushels of
grain, oats and wheat produced in that
country this year. The principal point of
my speech to-day is that we are capable,
even under less favourable circumstances,

What could the manufacturers say to that? ! of producing magnificent crops in that coun-
They dared not put up a building, or put ! try, and we want the government to take
in new machinery because they feared if | steps to see that proper facilities are given
the Grits got into power they would intro- | for storing and handling our grain ; that a
duce free trade and ruin their industries. | like condition of things does not exist next
The merchant said he dare mnot fill his | year such as we have experienced this year,
shelves with stock, because if the free l and that the farmer who brings his grain
trade party got into power, they would ruin ' twenty-five or thirty miles to market should
trade by a change of policy. They did not \ not have to pay hotel bills for days before

\
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he can dispose of his produce ? That is the
condition of things throughout the North-
west Territories and a portion of Manitoba.
KFarmers have had to pile up their grain.
To-day in the town where I live and at
Indian Head and other places, there are
twenty thousand bushels of wheat piled up

_in farmer®s wagons and other places, while
the owners are off for another load. In the
town of Wolseley there are a hundred ware-
houses built by the farmers which cost
thirty-five dollars apiece and hold a thou-
sand to two thousand bushels of wheat.
The same thing applies to all the towns
along the railway. It is a serious state of
things to the farmer to have two or three
thousand bushels of wheat that he cannot
dispose of and get the money to buy what
he requires. If he cannot dispose of his
grain promptly, he must take the time when
he should be seeding next year, and that
is why farmers have built these granaries.
They want to prepare for next year’s farm-
ing operations and have to provide granaries |
to save time in shipping later on. The |
whole point of my remarks is this: that Ii
want the government to take time by the
forelock, and I should be derelict in myl
duty if I did not call their attention to the :
lack of accommodation for farmers for the.
sale and transportation of their wheat. I’
am no advocate for the Canadian Pacific |
Rallway, but I admit they have done mt).r-I
vels to get out the grain as they have got |
it out. But we have the land, we unde1-|
stand the business and we are able to pro-!
duce in that country, under ordinary -cir-
cumstances, great crops. We will have more |
settlers, and the farmers have made greater
preparations so that with a much less acre- !
age we will be able to produce quite as'
large a crop next season as we produced last i
year, and we must have ample facilities to
take it out, or the country will sustain a
serious loss.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I did not intend to
speak on this occasion, because, as you are
all aware, I have been ill for some time;
but I could not allow the remarks of the
hon. Secretary of State to pass without
some contradiction from me. I am a liv-
ing witness to the position occupied by that
hon. gentleman since his first advent to the
city of Ottawa, then the town of Bytown.
He came here a young lad, was taken hold

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

Idldnte for the constituency.

of by the Conservative party in a masterly
manner, was afforded every facility to make
himself heard in the country, and, as far as
1 am personally concerned, I did for that
gentleman what very few men have done
under similar circumstances. I have act-
ually supported the hon. gentleman at times
when it was contrary to the opinions of my
political friends, and the Protestants of this
country. At that time there was strong
political and religious feeling in this town,
and 1 can assure the House that it re-
quired a great deal of perseverance on our
part to continue the support he received
from a few Protestants in Bytown through
whose influence he was elected to parlia-
ment. 1t seems to me very extraordinary
that he should now come forward at this
late date and refer to his record of the
past. In my opinion it would have Dbeen
far better for him to have allowed the mat-
ter to remain in oblivion, as it has been for
forty years. At the time he took a seat
in the Blake government, he wrote to his
supporters here to ask their opinion respect-
ing the position they were offering him. Ile
wrote to me. I replied that if it was a co-
alition government I should have no ob-
I jection, but otherwise, the people support-
ing him would not agree to it. Iowever,
he allied himself with the Blake party. He
came down here and remained quict until
the day of nomination. When the day of
nomination came, he addressed the electors
and at the hour of one, these words were
uttered by him: ‘I am in perfect accord
with the Blake government.” If he had
said those words before that hour, I had a
| gentleman present ready to become a can-
Therefore, [
contend that the hon. gentleman secured
that position under false pretenses. His
friends were never advised that he intended
to support the Blake government as a Grit
government, but that he intended to go into
a coalition and that is why his friends gave
him an opportunity to do so. Since then
he has become a violent Grit and a strong
supporter of the Grit government, and we
find him at the present time occupying that
position. I contend he acted very un-
fairly and discreditably in deceiving his
friends at that time and entering the gov-
ernment with Mr. Blake, which he knew
perfectly well at that time his friends, the
Conservatives of this city, would not agree
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to. 1 challenge him now to say whether
what 1 have stated is correct. I am a
living witness, and there are many in this
city who can verify what I say, and it is
unfair to those people that he should come
forward at this late period and give a dif-
ferent version of why he became a Reformer.
He said the other ‘day that he came here
as a Reformer. I deny that in toto. He
came to this city as a Conservative, and
was supported by the Conservative party.
He claims tha. he made Ottawa the seat
of government. He was not alone. My
brother-in-law, the late Mr. Powell, at that
time had a good deal of influence, and be
was trusted to a certain extent at the time,
but the hon. gentleman takes the whole
credit to himself.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, I have done noth-
ing of the kind.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—That is one of his
ways of doing business. He takes credit
for everything. No matter who does the
work, he takes the credit for it. I am here
for the purpose of denying in toto that he
occupied such a position as he has stated.
At that time he had very little influence.
1t was true he was returned to parliament,
but I leave it to him to say who were the
means of getting him returned at that
time. It was not the Grits, certainly; it
was the Conservative party, assisted by a
few Protestants who took hold of him for
the purpose of giving him an opportunity
to make a position for himself. It is very
unpalatable for me to have to come forward
at this late date to make these observations.
1 should much rather not have been under
the necessity of doing it, but I am in duty
bound to the people who supported him at
that time to give a flat contradiction to
what he has stated to be the course he took
on that occasion. I know perfectly well
that the hon. Secretary of State in those
days was ambitious for a position, and there
was a proper way of getting it. Certainly
it should not have been done by deceiving
those who supported him through thick
and thin, coming down here under false
pretenses and accepting a position which he
knew his friends would never have agreed
to had they known the true state of affairs.
I had a gentleman ready at that time, the
late Philip Thompson, an extensive miller
of this city, who was prepared to become

a candidate if anything occurred to show
that the hon. gentleman was prepared to
change his colours and become a Grit or
Reformer instead of a Conservative. I
would much rather this question had never
been brought up. I felt very badly, as I
always feel when any man turns his coat
as a religious or a political representative.
1 have an abhorrence of any one who acts
that way.

With respect to the Speech from the
Throne, it contains a great many valuable
suggestions and paragraphs, but I should
like to have seen something more. I should
like to have seen the opinion of the govern-
ment with respect to the United States
capitalists obtaining control of our railways.
It appears to me, as the government can-
not obtain reciprocity with the TUnited
States, they should see that United States
capitalists do not get control of the means
of transportation. They are talking now
of controlling the vast mines bf the country.
They control the steel and coal industries
of the maritime provinces. There is no
knowing where this is going to end. It is
due to the people that the government
should give some indication of the policy
they intend to adopt in this connection.
There is nothing to prevent United States
capitalists buying up the stock of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway, and what would be
the result to this country if they obtained
control of that great line for their own pur-
poses ? Should United States capitalis{s
secure control we may rely upon it that
whatever profits they realize from their
operations in this country will be taken over
to the United States, and Canada will lose
the advantage of it. I would much rather
have seen British capital employed to ob-
tain possession of these railways if it was
necessary at all. Whether it is going to be
a benefit or not, time will tell; but it looks
to be a very grave matter to me, and there
is no knowing where it will stop. We hear
that the Rockefellers and Vanderbilts and
others who have any amount of capital,
want to invest it in some way, and whether
they will take this course for the purpose
of trying to obtain control of the Dominion
is a moot subject, and the proper policy to
be pursued should be considered by the gov-
ernment in a way that the people will
understand. If they wish the whole of the
business of this country to be taken over
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by United States capitalists it is their con-
cern, but I do not think the people of this
country will agree to it. Canadians are
loyal to British connection and are desirous
of maintaining their rights, and would not
under any circumstances allow foreigners
to come in here and get control of our lines
of transportation. I was pleased to hear
my hon. friend from Montreal (Mr. Dan-
durand) speak in favour of the Georgian
Bay canal. It shows that the people of
this section of the country are alive to the
great importance of that subject. We may
talk of the railways, but we can never con-
trol the extensive trade of the North-west
unless we have a canal similar to the
one proposed from the Georgian Bay to
Montreal. It is true, it will cost some
money, but the benefits will be simply
these: You are going to transport your
gilain at a very much reduced cost.
You are going to have the whole region of
country between French river and Mont-
real settled, and in the course of time it
is going to be an advantage and every
dollar of outlay will be returned five and
ten fold. I do not believe there ever was
a project of such vast importance to Can-
ada as this Georgian Bay canal. There Is
no other way of securing the vast trade of
the west except by the canal, and the canal
will convey your grain from your door to
"Quebec at a very low rate, to be transhipped
in large vessels and a very great deal of
time will be saved and insurance lessened
and in every way it will be an advantage
to the country at large, not merely to one
section, not merely to Ottawa and Quebec,
but to the country as a whole. Therefore,
1 think the government might have given
this matter some further consideration,
particularly because last year, as I believe,
they had almost made up their minds to
favour the incorporation of a company with a
guarantee sufficient to build this work. I
was told that that was the case. But now
they seem to have changed their course,
and there is no knowing where it is going
to end, but I do ask the government to take
this matter into their serious consideration,
and see whether, before the next session
of parliament, something can be done in
reference to that work—a work unparalleled
in its usefulness and general benefit to Can-
ada in a variety of ways. It is going to
Hon., Mr. CLEMOW.

affect the waterways in every respect, and
it will be such a great benefit that I do
not see why the government should hesitate
for one moment in considering the matter.
The surveys will be made shortly, and I
think it will not be long before the project
is under way. There were other matters
which the government were going to at-
tend to last year. They were going to
build a mint, but not a nail has been driven.
The geological museum was to be built, but
it is not commenced yet. The ground is
hardly selected, and therefore I think that
while the government is spending so much
money, while the revenue is very large,
while the country is prosperous, they
should do something to carry out these
projects.” Notwithstanding all this pros-
perity, the expenditure more than out-
weighs the revenue. If that is going
to continue, I do not know where it
will end. The expenditure is increasing
from year to year, and I do not know where
it will stop. It is true we are prosperous
enough, but how long will it continue ?
These conditions occur periodically, and it
is nothing but reasonable to suppose that
a change will take place some time. There-
fore 1 think it would be wisdom on their
part to undertake .the project now. Of
course it is perfectly right and fair that
they should spend money judiciously where
it is required for the public good, but ex-
travagance should not be countenanced in
any way. They should spend what is ne-
cessary and nothing more. If they do that,
1 do not believe the people of the country
will find fault. ‘With all this prosperity
we should expect that some decrease would
take place in the national debt, but there
is no decrease. It has been suggested that
the government should assume control of
the railways. That proposition seems to
be fair, but with the experience that the
government has had with the Intercolonial
Railway I question whether the people
would agree to such a proposition. It be-
hooves us to look well into the actions of
our neighbours on the other side. They’
want this country, and if they can obtain
it by means of money, they will do it, and
1 huve no doubt they are calculating on
some course of this kind for the purpose
of obtaining control of the country and its
resources, and controlling the legislation of




FEBRUARY 19, 1902

63

the Dominion. They may control the rail-
ways, but they cannot control the people.
The people are loyal and will not sell them-
selves to the United States or any other
country, and they will be firm in maintain-
ing their rights. I did not intend to say
anything, and I would not have said any-
thing in reference to the disagreeable sub-
ject of the antecedents of ithe hon. Secre-
tary of State if I had not been forced to
come forward and give my version of past
history so that people might perfectly un-
derstand who was right and who was
wrong.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—May I ask the indulg-
ence of the House for a few minutes. I am
astonished at the extraordinary attack made
on me by an hon. gentleman whom, up to
the present time, I had regarded as a friend.
Had his memory and mine not corresponded
as to past events, it would have been the
part of a friend to have come to me and
told me 1 was wrong in my statements. I
reiterate what I said yesterday most posi-
tively, and I suppose there are living wit-
nesses as to the facts. I gave as evidence
that I began my public life as a Liberal,
that I was on the platform approving of the
policy of Lord Elgin, and we were driven
off the platform by the Conservative party,
and that one of the motions at that meeting
was moved by myself. I state here posi-
tively and absolutely that I acted in sym-
pathy with the Liberal party until 1857,
when the question of the seat of government
came up, and I gave my reasons why 1
thought it was only proper and my duty to
adhere to Sir John Macdonald and his gov-
ernment, in consequence of their loyal ac-
tion in conmection with the seat of govern-
ment. There is no doubt that is a correct
statement. I had in Ottawa very many
friends, and I had hitherto regarded my hon.
friend, who has just spoken, as one of them;
and those friends supported me on all occa-
sions, being personal friends. DBut my posi-
tion was perfectly well known. Then, when
I joined the Mackenzie-Blake government
there was no coalition about it, because they
were all Liberals. No one doubted that
fact. It was well known that Mr. Sand-
field Macdonald and myself had not been in
sympathy. Sandfield Macdonald came here
in 1873 and opposed me, and that was the
only time I was defeated. We never were

cordial, but I was cordial with everyone
else, and particularly with my hon. friend
opposite from London (Sir John Carling).
The reason I made the statement was that
on several occasions since the hon. gentle-
man has been in this chamber he has
brought up my antecedents politically. I re-
mained silent on every occasion. Other hon.
gentlemen have followed his example in
stating that I had been a blue-blooded Tory
and all that kind of thing, and I remained
perfectly silent. The matter was auuded to
in this debate, and I thought it better that
the impression should be removed as to my
early life. It is not a matter of public in-
terest. at all. It is past and gomne, and
men are judged now as they are known. I
think it is an unkind and ungenerous attack,
and without foundation, for my hon. friend
to make the statement he did. Mr. Philip
Thompson never would have opposed me.
He was invariably a supporter of mine on
all occasions. When I joined the Blake-
Mackenzie government everybody knew my
political stripe. There could not be any
possible doubt of it.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I am not talking
about that government at all.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman saii
I was going into that government as a coali-
tion government.

Hon. Mr. CLEMou wW—I said the Blake gov-
ernment.

Hon, Mr. SCOTT—If they were all of one
stripe, it was not a coalition government.
They had defeated a coalition government.
The matter was discussed openly in the
press. I am sorry this has occurred. I had
hoped that the friendship which the hon.
gentleman from Rideau and I had always
entertained for each other would be con-
tinued. I think the hon. gentleman’s remarks
were entirely indefensible. If his memory
and mine differed, it would have been only
fair to have come to me and said : ‘I think
you are wrong in the statement you have
made.” I should have been glad to com-
pare notes with him.

Hon. Mr. CLEMuW—I did not say one
word with respect to the change of govern-
ment. I spoke of the time the hon. gentle-
man joined the Blake government. He
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wrote me that it was to be a coalition gov-
ernment.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I say yes. I will

swear to it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Oh, no, how could it
be ?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I will swear to it. 1
had Mr. Thompson beside me, and he said
that if the hon. gentleman made the least
assertion that he was going to join the Blake
government he was prepared to take the
field and oppose him, and I can get plenty
of people in this city to say the same thing.
I did not say anything about the hon. gentle-
man joining the Mackenzie government. I
knew that the hon. gentleman was then a
full-fledged Grit, and the hon. gentleman
knows I ruined myself for the purpose of
assisting him. , |

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Oh, oh.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-—It is a fact. It is
true.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In what way did the
hon. gentleman ruin himself ?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I voted for the hon.
gentleman and supported him in every way,
and almost at the peril of my life.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Oh, oh.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—There was such .a
strong feeling here .politically and religi-
ously that it was dangerous for a Protes-
tant to support a Catholic. I am willing to
admit it, and therefore I do not think the
hon. gentleman was justified in coming for-
ward and taking all the credit to himself.
There was my poor brother-in-law, the late
member for Carleton, who did more in one
day than the hon. gentleman could do in a
whole year.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.) I desire to
say a few words on the question of the In-
tercolonial Railway. The hon. gentleman
from Wolseley (Hon. Mr. Perley) said the
Intercolonial Railway brought flour and
grain from the west at too cheap a rate.
I do not agree with him. I do not believe
that that is the cause of the great deficit
in the operation of the Intercolonial Ralil-

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

way. The cause of the deficit is altogether
owing to other matters—extravagance, mis-
management and general incompetence.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.)—We know
that when the Drummond County resolution
was introduced into the Senate, it was con-
tended by the government that the purchase
of the Drummond County Railway would
help increase the revenues of the Intercol-
onial Railway, and we are perfectly satis-
fied to-day that that is not the case, but the
contrary. There is a general impression
abroad in the maritime provinces that it is
like a concerted action on the part of the
government to reduce the character of the
Intercolonial Railway by increasing its de-
ficit with a view of perhaps disposing of it
in some way. We know that United States
capitalists are coming into Canada, as the
hon. gentleman for Ottawa has just stated,
and that circumstance perhaps may have
some little weight in creating that view in
the minds of a large number of the people
in the maritime provinces. We see by the
papers to-day that yesterday the govern-
ment had a caucus, and that the members
from the maritime provinces supporting the
government denounced the management of
the Intercolonial Railway from Montreal to
Sydney, and with justice. We know for a
fact that United States capital is now build-
ing a railway at the extreme east of this
Dominion, 100 miles from the Strait of
Canso to Louisbourg, controlled by Dr.
‘Webb. It is said that Dr. Webb repre-
sents the Vanderbilt capital. Why is Dr.
Webb going to build a railway in the ex-
treme east, parallel with the Intercolonial

Railway in Cape Breton one hundred
miles from the Strait of Canso to
Louisbourg ? Is it only for what it
will earn? No, it is something be-
yond that. It is impossible to make one

hundred miles of a road in the east pay,
But we hear also that that company has
purchased a road in the west from Georgian
Bay to Montreal, the Canada Atlantic. With
the Canada Atlantic in the west and 100
miles of railway in Cape Breton, and with
the possibility of another independent road
to be built from Montréal to Quebec on the
south shore of the St. Lawrence to be con-
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trolled by Dr. Webb, he would then have
from Georgian Bay to Quebec and from the
Strait of Canso to Louisburg. What is
there to prevent him from buying the In-
tercolonial Railway, if the government has
entered into any conspiracy with some par-
ties to sell that road ? And that seems to be
the impression with a great many intelli-
gent men in the lower provinces. It is a
serious matter for this country, and per-
haps before this parliament expires we may
see an Act introduced to carry out that ob-
ject. I hope the people of Canada will
take warning in time and see that they re-
tain the control of the Intercolonial Rail-
way, no matter whether it pays its expenses
tor the present or not. It will not always
remain as it is now. Its management is
characterized now by extravagance and
general incapacity.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—Following up the
remarks which have just fallen from the
hon. gentleman from Cape Breton, in refer-
ence to the Intercolonial Railway, I
would call the attention of hon. gentlemen
to the fact that at the inception of confed-
eration it was one of the stipulations upon
which the maritime provinces entered into
confederation that the Intercolonial Rail-
way should be built so as to make the con-
nection between the upper and lower pro-
vinces, and to my mind it would be uncon-
stitutional, under the British North Ameri-
ca Act, to transfer that railway to any
company.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON—It is not my in-
tention to make any remarks with regard
to the Speech from the Throne. I simply
rise to endorse the expressions of the hon.
leader of the opposition and the hon.
senator to his right (Hon. Mr. Ferguson) in
regard to the death of the hon. Mr. Prowse.
Knowing him for forty years, being con-
nected with him in every relation of life,

.1 considered it was my duty to en-
dorse the sentiments those hon. gentle-
men have expressed with regard to
him. Kirst, in his family he was a
kind husband and an affectionate father.
He will be greatly missed, not only in his
family, but in the county, generally, in
which he lived. Meeting him, as I did, ou
very many occasions, knowing him as a
good man, and a man of honesty and in-

o

tegrity, I say that he will be greatly miss-
ed. He did not devote his time entirely to
his business, but was kind to the commun-
ity in which he lived. On many occasions
1 met him in the houses of the sick and
afflicted, and I assure hon. gentlemen he
never went to those places empty handed.
1t is my duty to pay this tribute to him.
He was a strong Conservative and a great
strength to the party. He was a great
fighter in politics. @Many a battle we have
fought. But I can say this of him, I al-
ways found him a gentleman, and when
the political battle was over, we were as
friendly as we ever were. I therefore take
this opportunity to express these sentiments
with regard to one whose death will be re-
gretted here, and no more so here than at
his home.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)—I wish
to say one word in support of the
remarks which have been made by
my hon. colleague from Montague re-
specting my late colleague, the hon. Senator
Prowse. I was for many years asso-
ciated with that gentleman in the provincial
legislature. I have met him also on the
political platform where we were opposed
to each other on some occasions. He was
a member of the government of Sir Louis
Davies, when Sir Louis Davies was in the
provincial legislature. He was a member
of the government of the Hon. Mr. Sulli-
van, and of the government of the Hon.
Mr. McLeod. In all these. relations he was
a man who had the interests of his consti-
tuents warmly at heart. He expressed his
views in the local legislature, as he did on
the floor of this chamber, fearlessly, with-
out favour or affection. He was not afraid
to call a spade a spade when it was neces-
sary to do so. I know that he was an
enterprising and successful man in business.
He did a great deal for the community in
which he lived and his memory is cherished
there, not only by the business men, but
by every one in the community in which
he lived, and as was stated by my hon.
colleague who has just preceded me, his
benefactions to the poor were widespread
and widely known. He commenced busi-
ness as a poor man. He left an honoured
and respected name behind him, and left
his family and all connected with him in a
comfortable position in life.
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Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—I wish to add to
the remarks I made a few moments ago,
-something that I had forgotten—that in re-
gard to the Intercolonial Railway, hon gen-
tlemen must not forget that it is the quid
pro quo that the maritime provinces re-
ceived for their share in the construction
and maintenance of the canal system of
Canada, and I think this would commend
itself to the members of this House as fair
play and justice. It would be very un-
fair to take this away from them.

The motion was agreed to.

“The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, February 20, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

TRANSFER OF MANITOBA LANDS.
MOTION.
Hon. Mr. BERNIER moved :

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General praying' that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before this
House, copies of all orders in <ounzil, docu-
ments, memorandums, or other papers, relating
to the transfer, from the federal to the pro-
vincial control, of public lands allotted for edu-
cation in Manitoba, or relating to the payment
by this government to the Manitoba govern-
ment of any money—whether it be on the capi-
tal or on the intarist—derived from the sales
of such lands ; also copies of all correspondence
between the government or any member there-
of, and the government of Manitoba or any
member thereof, or any other persons, up to
1his date, in connection with the above matter.

Tle said : It has been stated in the news-
yapers, and I have reason to believe, that
there are some documents in connection
with the matter to which my motion refers.
It affects not only present interests, but
future interests, and consequently it is a
very important matter. I hope the govern-
ment will have no reason to refuse the
papers if there are any, and that they will
be brought down as soon as possible, TUn-
fortunately, in the past returns have not
‘been brought down to this House promptly.
1 hope in this matter the returns will be laid

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.L.)

on the table before long, so that when the
matter comes before parliament we shall be
enlightened on the subject.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is no objection to
the address going, and I will give instruc-
tions to have the papers prepared as early
as possible. I do not know why there should
be any delay about documents of that kind.

The motion was agreed to.

APPOINTMENT OF JUDGES IN NORTH-
WEST TERRITORIES.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to

Ask the government if they had appointed a
judge to fill the vacancy caused by the death of
the late Hon. Judge Rouleau, in the North-west
Territories, and if so, who ? and if mnot, why
not ? Also, have they appointed a chief justice
for the North-west Territories, as promised
for last session of parliament, and if so, who ?
and if not, why not ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In answer to my hon.
friend’s questions, I may say that the Hon.
J. E. P. Prendergast, the judge of the East-
ern Division Court in Manitoba, has been
appointed to fill the vacancy caused by the
death of Judge Rouleau, and Mr. Justice
McGuire, the judge of the court of the
North-west Territories, ]ms_been appointed
chief justice.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Can the hon. Sec-
retary of State say where Mr. Justice Pren-

4 dergast will reside ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I fancy he will go to
Prince Albert. If Judge McGuire comes
down to Regina, I suppose Judge Prender-
gast will go to Prince Albert.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It is not likely
that Judge McGuire will go to Regina. Mr.
Justice Richardson is resident and senior
Judge at Regina, and has resided there since
the organization of the court. I apprehend
if a change is made Mr. Justice McGuire
may possibly be removed to Calgary.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I will make inquiry.

'Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—My hon. friend the
Secretary of State should be better ac-
quainted with the fact than I am.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I will make inquiry. I
did not take enough interest in it to ascer-
tain the détails.” - s :
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Hon. .Mr. LOUGHEED—I am assuming
that, the fact that the vacancy created
through the death of Judge Rouleau who
presided at Calgary has now been filled by
Judge Prendergast, that another judge will
be sent to Calgary. What I desire to know
is whether the chief justice will reside there
in place of Judge Rouleau.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I will make inquiry and
inform my hon. friend of any decision ar-
rived at in connection with that.

THE STANDING COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved :

That, pursuant to cule 79, the following
senators be appointed a4 Committee of Selec-
tion to nominate the Senators to serve on the
several Standing Committees during the pre-
sent session, namely :—The Honourable Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, Honourable Messieurs Tem-
pleman, Ferguson, Dandurand, Miller, Ellis,
Lougheed, Jones, and the mover, and to report
with all convenient speed the names of the
Senators so nominated.

He said : In submitting this motion, I do
so with the hope that senators will see
their way to accepting it. Should it, how-
ever, be intended to challenge the formation
of the committee, it may be proper for me
to make one or two explanations in con-
nection with it, giving my reasons for ask-
ing the Senate to give the government a
majority on the Striking Committee. I
think it has always been an accepted posi-
tion that the government of the day Is
responsible largely for the legislation that
is adopted by parliament. They ought, there-
fore, to have a preponderating influence on
the committees of each branch of parlia-
ment. In the past the Liberal party, the
party supporting the government since
1900, have not had their fair representa-
tion on any of the committees. When I
was a member of the government in former
years, and led in this chamber, in the years
1877 and 1878, with my houn. friend along-
side of me, there was a considerable dis-
proportion between the numbers of the gov-
ernment supporters and the opposition, the
government being largely in the minority.
Still, I think there was a very much greater
regard for the wishes of the supporters of
the government at that time than I have
noticed in more recent years. I make no
complaint of the action of the House dur-
ing ‘the last parliament. The government
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was untried. It might be assumed that
the government would be only a govern-
ment of one term. Since, however, they
have been returned to power in 1900, and
admittedly to-day have the confidence of
the country, it is only fair and reasonable
that a larger consideration should be shown
to the supporters of the government in this
chamber. Speaking now altogether from
memory, because I had not looked up the
particulars of what I am going to state,
the chairmanships of the committees—I am
excluding the Joint Committees of the Lib-
rary and Printing—have invariably been in
the possession of one party, the dominant
party in the Senate. No doubt it will be
admitted that there were fair men occa-
sionally to be found on the other side, still
the dominant party in the Senate claimed
the chairmanships, and had them. I think
it is an unfortunate precedent, because in
a chamber composed as we are, not liable
to be changed every five years, it is not de-
sirable that the same strong political lines
should be drawn here as in the other
branch of the legislature. There are fair-
minded gentlemen always to be found on
both sides of politics to whom chairman-
ships might be given, and therefore it is to
be regretted that in the long period to
which I advert, going back to 1874—I do
not speak of times antecedent to that, al-
though the same principle may have pre-
vailed—the chairmanships were always
claimed by one party in the Senate. The
resolution I have drawn contemplates that
the government supporters in this House
will have control of the committees. I
trust, however, if the House adopts this
resolution that the formation of the com-
mitees will in future gt all events be
on a fair and just basis to both sides of the
House. In striking the committees last
year I do not think that the supporters of
the government were named in their num-
erical proportion. Last session the number
of supporters of the government in this
chamber was 32. They were increased by
two gentlemen at the end of the session.
However, at the beginning of the session
our numbers stood 32 to 49. I find on the
committees, taking Banking and Com-
merce, there were 30 Senators, only ten of
whom were Liberals. On the Railways, Tele-
graphs and Harbours committees, composed
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of 40 members only eleven were Liberals.
No hon. gentleman will contend that that
was a fair proportion of the complexion of
the House. On Private Bills, our propor-
tion was larger—10 to 15. On the commit-
tee on Internal Economy and Contingent
Accounts, composed of 25, there were only
six Liberals. That certainly was not a
fair proportion, such as they were entitled
to. I should hope, therefore, that the
Senate will give the subject their fair con-
sideration, and recognize the principles that
I have laid down, that the government of
the day ought to be more largely repre-
sented on the committees in the future than
they have been in .the past.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
have listened with no little interest and sur-
prise to the explanations and the reason
given by the Secretary of State for the
course which he has adopted. It will be in
the recollection of hon. gentlemen who were
present at the striking of the committees
last year, that when certain objections were
taken to the complexion of the different
committees upon the grounds of the political
opinions of certain members, the hon. Sec-
retary of State rose in his place, and with
a good deal of warmth declared that no
question of politics since he had been in
the Senate had been introduced by the
striking committee in nominating the
standing committees. To-day, he has
left the impression upon the minds of
those who listened to him that that was
-the ruling passion in striking of commit-
tees. I have been on the Striking Committee
since I have had the honour of a seat in
the Senate—since 1893—and I never heard
the question mooted of the political lean-
ings of the gentlemen who composed the
striking committee until last year. If
in the formation of the standing commit-
tees the proportions of the two parties were
of the character to which the hon. gentle-
men refers, why did he neglect his duty—
why did he not complain that justice was
not done to his friends ? I state positively
that the hon. gentleman took no such ob-
jections to what was done by that com-
mittee in the formation of the standing.
committees. On the contrary, when ob-
jections were taken in this House to the
formation of the committees, he defended

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

the report of the committee and did it
warmly too, and at that time I compli-
mented him on doing so. The question of
the political opinions of gentlemen of the
committee had never been questioned or
mooted, and wherever the Secretary of
State or the then Minister of Justice, made
any suggestions as to filling up vacancies,
they were accepted at once, as I take it
for granted they would be now. That is
really the practice that bhas prevailed in
the past and it is to be regretted that the
hon. gentleman has departed from that
principle. It is true that in the House of
Commons, which is an exclusively political
body, the chairman of the striking com-
mittee, as a rule is the representative of the
dominant party. The representatives of
the government and opposition meet to-
gether and decide upon what is the relative
strength of each party in the House
of Commons, and after having ascertained
that, they say, ‘your proportion of such
a committee is so many, you are entitled
to 80 many representatives,” and on
that principle they act. That is the
practice on which the House of Commons
committees are formed, and reported to
the House. Last year, when I moved a
special committee of very great importance,
I showed it to the then Minister of Jus-
tice, and upon that basis, he not only stated
to the House, but to myself privately that
the proportions were equitable and quite
proper. I should like to ask the hon. gen-
tleman and the members of this House,
what could be done other than was done
when the House was composed of a ma-
jority of forty or fifty on one side of poli-
tics ? Was that disproportion to be ignored
altogether, and were the Liberal members,
largely in the minority, to be put on every
committee ? I hesitate not to say, and I
will be supported by every one who has
had anything to do with the formation of
these committees, that the members sup-
porting the government have been given
most prominent positions on all those com-
mittees, some of them having been on four
and five committees at the same time as
the result of their, being numerically weak.
If that is to be the basis of the formation
of the committee, the Secretary of State has
no right to claim a majority on any of those
committees. The Senate stands to-day, if
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we are to take its political complexion,|

with five of a majority for the opposition.
The time is rapidly arriving when, through
death and resignation, as in the case in the
past, the Senate is likely to be filled by those
who are in accord with the government,
although I may say parenthetically that I
look upon that principle as not altogether
correct. It was not followed in some few

cases under the late administration. There

are gentlemen belonging to both parties in
this country who in their commercial, legal
and other knowledge are superior to the
most of us, and I should like to see the
principle adopted, I care not what govern-
ment is in power, of selecting those men
for prominent positions of this kind. The
Secretary of State has said inferentially
that injustice has been done to the gov-
ernment on account of the complexion
of these committees. ‘When bills have
been opposed and defeated, it has been
from a conscientious conviction of that
which is right. It may be that our
minds do not run in; the same channel
as the minds of those who support the gov-
ernment. I hesitate not to say in this
connection that I have the fullest conti-
dence in the hon. gentlemen he has named
on that committee who are not in accord
with myself politically, and I hesitate not
to say that if the party whip, which has
been introduced in this Senate by the homn.
Secretary of State, is not brought to bear
upon their backs, they will do justice to
every one in everything that they may con-
sider proper and right. There is such a
thing as going too far in questions of this
kind, and I think the Secretary of State
might have accomplished his object without
introducing objectionable questions. If re-
presentation on committees is to be propor-
tionate to the political strength of the Sen-
ate why does he ignore it ? He ignores it
only on the ground that the government
of the day should have the preponder-
ating influence on all those committees.
Supposing that in a few years, as ap-
pears likely to be the case when the
youngsters like myself and himself may
drop out, and others of a different com-
plexion of politics come into the Senate,
you get into precisely the same position
that the Senate occupied when the present
party came into power, is the princinle

I

which he is now advocating to be applied
to the government of the day which may
succeed them ? Though there might bhe
only fifteen or twenty supporters of the
government in the Senate, are they to have
a preponderating influence? I will ven-
ture the assertion that if the hon. Secretary
of State were here, or if men of his parti-
cular turn of mind and his desire to rule
and control, those fifteen men would stand
a very poor chance of having any position.
Can he point, in a single instance, to any
chairman to whom he has referred who has
not acted fairly and squarely ? There are
men to whom he has objected who have
been said to have been too arbitrary:. Per-
haps the successors may be just as arbi-
trary. 1t has been said the Contingent
Accounts Committee has been too extrava-
gant and raised salaries improperly. Those
of that committee and those of this Hous=
know who instigated the raising of those
salaries, and I hesitate not to say that it
was not the gentlemen of the opposition
who occupy this position. I do not say,
either, that these people who said the
salaries should be increased, acted impro-
perly. I do not affirm one way or the other,
but when they attempt to lay it at the
door of those who were not in accord with
the government I say it is not correct, and I
have every rcason to believe he Lkunows
it is wrong, because he ought to be ac-
quainted with what has been done, and
who were the parties who advocated these
increases of salary. The government take
the responsibility, and they must take the
responsibility of the expenditure of all
money. The Senate have certain rights in
connection with their officials, which the
government have no right to control, and
if the Senate has any regard for its
own dignities and its own rights, it will
maintain those rights irrespective of the
Secretary of State or any of his col-
leagues. 1 do not desire to say any more
upon this question, further than this; that
1 have confidence in my colleagues, no mat-
ter what their political complexion may be,
in dealing with questions where equity
and good sense should prevail, unless with
this proviso—they are whipped into the
harness to do that which they would
otherwise not do. That is all I desire to
say upon this question further than to de-
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precate again the introduction of the prin-
ciple which has been advocated by the hon.
Secretary of State. It may last for a little
while, but I am inclined to think that it
will not be either to the advantage of the
government, or add to the dignity of the
members of this House. He has intro-
duced the party lash and he must take the
consequences in the future.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—It seems to me
the hon. leader of the opposition has stated
the case very fairly when he says he has
every confidence in the equity and fair-
mindedness of hon. senators. I trust that
he will have the same confidence in the
equity and fairrindedness of the Striking
Committee as proposed by the leader of the
government. The hon. leader of the oppo-
sition has overlooked the fact that for the
long period of twenty-eight years no chair-
man representing the Liberal party has been
appointed to any of the Standing Com-
mittees in the Senate. I understand that
is a fact. The members supporting the
government in this House are more numer-
ous than they have been in many years—
more numerous than they have ever been
before, and it is not to be wondered at that
they feel that their rights ought to be re-
spected in the formation of committees. I
belleve it is a fact, as the hon. Secretary
of State has said, that last year the Striking
Committee did not recognize the members
on this side of the House relatively or pro-
portionately to their numbers. As the hon.
Secretary of State has said, the propor-
tionate number of the Liberals or proportion
of the supporters of the government on the
respective committees was less than 25
per cent on many of them and on all the
committees it was much less than they
ought to have had.

Now, I do not know whether that was by
design or accident, but it seems to me it
was not fair, and in taking the course he
has, the Secretary of State simply desires
that the supporters of the government will
be fairly represented on all the committees.
I believe it is the wish of this Striking Com-
mittee, if it is appointed as proposed by the
Secretary of State, to deal fairly with both
sides of the House, and I do not think that
for many years to come at all events, it will
be possible for our friends on the opposition
side to say of the supporters of this govern-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

ment that they will refuse to accord to them
fair play in these matters. I believe it is the
desire of the Striking Committee to deal fair-
ly with our friends opposite, much more so
than members on this side of the House
have been dealt with in the past. There may
have been no party politics in it, but it is
a -remarkable thing that in all the history
of this Senate—at all events during the last
twenty-eight years—since 1874—the Conser-
vative majority in the Senate of Canada
have never recognized the right of one Lib-
eral to act as chairman of any committee.
I do not claim we are a majority in this
chamber, but we are very near it. We re-
present the government of the day. The
government is responsible for the legislation
in this House—for the expenditures recom-
mended by the Contingencies Committee of
this House, and I think the hon. Secretary
of State is not doing anything wrong in
what he is asking. He is doing perfectly
right in asking the Senate to concur in the
motion before the House, and I am quite
sure that that Striking Committee will act
fairly and impartially, and do justice to both
sides of the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I just
want to correct a statement of the hon. gen-
tleman. I did not understand the Secretary
of State to go so far as the new member
of the government, or the hon. gentleman
who is to become a member of the govern-
ment, says he will. I understood him to say
that they had not had their proportion. I
challenged him or any other member of the
committee to point out a single instance in
which a suggestion was made by the Secre-
tary of State, or by the Minister of Justice,
to add to these committees members sup-
porting the government, that was refused.
I deny it most positively. In every case,
where a vacancy occurred, the vacancy was
filled up by a gentleman representing that
party.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Complaint can
certainly not be made by the opposition of
the fact that the numbers on the government
side of this chamber have reached what
might be termed practically a majority.
‘That was inevitable. @ We are not, there-
fore, accepting apparent defeat in that parti-
cular respect with bad grace. We accept
it with the very best of grace, but permit me
to say this, that the Secretary of State in
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importing into the introduction of this mo-
tion the statement that the composition of
the committees in the past had been made by
the Striking Committee on the ground of
political differences, or on the ground of
party preference, is inaccurate to say the
least of it.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—How about the
appointment of chairmen ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I will come to
that in a moment. When the present gov-
ernment came into power in 1896, there were
only eight members of the Liberal party in
this chamber. The hon. gentleman must also
take into consideration that the underlying
principle of the representation of mem-
bers upon the various committees has
been governed by a fixed rule, namely,
that a member should not be on more
than four committees. Hon. gentlemen
will therefore readily appreciate the fact
with that rule, an unwritten law, yet
observed with rigour, it was impossible
that members of the Liberal party should
have representation such as the Secretary
of State thinks they should have had, not-
withstanding the fact that the government
of the day represented the Liberal party of
the Dominion. My hon. friend the Secretary
of State, I think, will be sufficiently candid
to say that he cannot recall an instance
while he was on the Striking Committee
in which a suggestion was made to the com-
mittee to put a Liberal on any committee
that was not acceded to by the committee.
I have been on that Striking Committee
almost ever since I became a member of
this House, and I certainly cannot recall any
instance in which the representation of the
Liberal party on the Striking Committee
ever made a motion that a vacancy should
be filled by a Liberal member, but it was
acceded to by the majority of the committee.
Therefore, my hon. friend surely cannot say,
in the face of that fact, and in face of
that which I have already mentioned, that
there being only eight Liberals in this House
when the present government came into
power, that it was possible to give his friends
the -representation
thinks they are entitled to. Can my hon.
friend point to a committee in the House of
Commons to-day where the Liberal party is
in the ascendancy, where there is a Conser-
vative chairman ? {

that my hon. friend |-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—My hon. friend
himself recognizes the logical tendency of
the ascendency of parties in deliberative as-
semblies. It never was proposed that a
Liberal of this House should be elected
chairman of any particular committee. I
also think my hon. friend will do us the
justice to say that party spirit was never
imported into those committees, and had my
hon. friend at any time said there was &
desire on the part of the Liberal party that
there should be a Liberal occupying the posi-
tion of chairman, I am satisfied that his re-
quest would have been acceded to, but you
must take into consideration that the major-
ity of the members on a committee will
naturally elect one of themselves as chair--
man, and I am quite prepared to say that
when the Liberals of this House have con-
trol of the committees, that those committees-
will be presided over by Liberal senators.
If so, I am satisfied there will be no com-
plaint made by the Conservative members of”
the various committees that the Liberal
party is not doing justice to the Conserva-
tive minority. They will accept whatever
is given them with the very best of phil-
osophy and good grace. They will make
no complaint that, owing to the ascen-
dency of the Liberal party, justice has not
been done them. We only ask hon. gentle-
men to accept the facts as they actually
present themselves, and as they have gov-
erned the business of the committees from
the time the Conservative party were In the
ascendency in this House down to the pre-
ent time.

.Hon. Mr.. LANDRY—Before the motion is

put, I should like to-say a few words in
answer to the remarks made by the hon.
Secretary of State. He claimed a moment
ago that in all the committees named last
year, the Liberal party had not represen-
tation according to their strength.

‘Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—The Secretary
of State mentioned that on the Private Bills
Committee the Liberals had fair represen-
tation.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I made that an excep-
tion. That was the only committee on which
there was fair representation.

Hon. Mr.. LANDRY—You had a majority
on that committee. Was that fair represen-




-1
[ 8V]

SENATE

tation ? The hon. minister gave ten as the

number of Liberals on that committee. It
was thirteen out of twenty-five. Will Ithe
hon. minister stick to his number ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It can be checked. I
thought I had counted them correctly.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—What are the facts ?
I am not speaking of thoughts, but what are
the facts ? Were the Liberals on that com-
mittee ten or thirteen ? Mute again. We
will take another committee—the Debates
and Reporting Committee. On that commit-
tee there were four Liberals and five Con-
servatives. 'Was not that fair representa-
tion ? Was it or was it not ? Mute again.
But there is another point I want to call at-
tention to, and the point is this : the Senate
is composed of 81 members, of whom 24
are from the province of Ontario, 24 from
the province of Quebec, 24 from the mari-
time provinces, and 9 from the provinces
and territories of the west. Now, what is
.the composition of that Striking Committee ?
Ontario has three members. Where is Que-
bec ? My hon. friend the member from De-
lorimjer—

‘"Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (De Lanaudiere)—
He is as good as five.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—If he is as good as
five like you, we will move that four of the
other gentlemen be stricken out. Where is
the justice to the province of Quebec ? The
province of Quebec on that.Striking Com-
mittee should stand in the same position as
the province of Ontario and the martime
provinces. Each of those provinces has 24
representatives in the Senate. Now, where
is the justice to the province of Quebec in
the proposed committee ?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (De Lanaudiére)—
‘We are satisfied.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The hon. gentleman
is satisfied. He represents the interests of
his province and he is satisfied. He should
not boast of that. If I were in his place
I would be ashamed. I ask the government
if they have decided to entirely ignore the
rights of our province on that Striking Com-
mittee. Is that the reform of the Senate
promised by the government ? I thought
that the government in promising to reform
the Senate would take the first opportunity,
when the hon. Minister of Justice was pro-

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

moted to the bench, to give a representative
in this House to the French element. I
thought that either my hon. friend, the
member for Grandville, or the member for
De Lorimier, or the new member for De
Salaberry, was perfectly entitled to nomina-
tion as a minister of the crown in this
Chamber, and that any one of the three
would do justice to the I'rench element of
the whole Dominion. Where is the reform ?

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I hear the hon. gen-
tleman say ‘Hear, hear.’ 1Is he the re-
form we have been promised ? We have not
been told yet whether the hon. gentleman
from British Columbia has been appointed
a minister. Where are the ministerial ex-
planations ? When were they given ? When
has this House been told what took place
during recess ? We do not know yet whe-
ther he has a portfolio or not. Does the hon.
gentleman from British Columbia expect
one, or has one been promised to him ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Why do you not
ask ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—We have a right to
ask, and what answer do we get ? All the
guns are silenced.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—They
have been spiked.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Ontario, British Col-
umbia and Quebec are mute. Last year
we had two members from Quebec on that
committee, Senator Pelletier and Senator
Boldue. Mr. Bolduc’s name is stricken out.
Why ? Could the hon. Secretary of State
tell us why ? He cannot say it. Mute once
more. Has he any reason to strike out
Hon. Mr. Bolduc ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—None whatever.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Why ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Because I claimed one
for ourselves.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Why strike out one
from the province of Quebec ?:

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Because I
thought of it.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I hope the second
thought will be a better thought, and that
there will .be found a way on that Striking

never
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Committee to remove one of the members
chosen by the Secretary of State and to
respect the rights of the province of Que-
bec.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I think it is very
regrettable that my hon. friend the Secre-
tary of State should have made the an-
nouncement to the House that he has just
made. I am not now speaking of the mo-
tion at all, but the announcement accom-
panying it, that the object of the motion
was to enable the government to get con-
trol of the committees of the House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I think it is very
regrettable that the government should make
that statement.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That was the object in
forming the committee.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—There is a good
deal of candour about it, but when the hon.
gentleman has occasion to reflect on the
subject he may probably regret it. I hope
at all events that he will, because there is
no occasion whatever for the members of
the government to aunounce any such in-
tention as they have stated to the House
on this occasion, because we all recognize
the fact that with the power of nomina-
tion in the hands of the government, and
with the changes which have taken place
and which we may expect will take place,
their powers will grow, and they will be
able to assert their power without making
such an announcement as the hon. gentle-
man has made. I regret it the more par-
ticularly, because the announcement of
such a policy has never been made in this
Senate before. I have the authority of
my hon. friend, the Secretary of State him-
self, for saying it never was made before
in this House. I turn to some remarks
made last year when the hon. gentleman
from Portage la Prairie (Hon. Mr. Watson)
brought up a discussion on the formation of
the committees—remarks made by my hon.
friend, the Secretary of State, and I would
just remind hon. gentlemen that the hon.
member from Portage la Prairie and some
other members took the ground that the gov-
ernment now proposes to take, that the
political views of members should be the
dominant view in the formation of the

cominittees. In answer to that my hon.
friend, the Secretary of State, who was a
member of the striking committee with
myself, made this remark :—

I have been in the Senate 27 years, on both
sides of the House and the practice has been
to make the changes as new members came in
and as vacancies from time to time occurred.

Now, I was put on this striking commit-
tee last year for the first time, and I never
heard a mention of politics. I never heard
the claim made that a member should be
put on a committee because he was a
Liberal or a Conservative. The prin-
ciple was to give each province as fair
a representation as possible, and the view
was held as a prominent one, that old mem-
bers who had served for years on the com-
mittees with efficiency and advantage to
the country should not be hastily and un-
necessarily removed, and in the cases of re-
movals by death or from other causes, in
filling the vacancies the principle was re-
cognized that they should be filled as far
as possible out of the new members that
came into the House—not absolutely that
way, because there may be old members
of more experience in the House, who have
never been on important committees, and
it might reasonably be claimed that some
of those should go on the more im-
portant committees, and that the new
members might be content, some of them,
to take their places on committees of less
importance. However, there appeared to
be only two considerations before the com-
mittee. The one was, to give the provinces
as nearly as possible fair representation on
the different committees, and the other was
not to unnecessarily remove old members,
able and efficient members of the commit-
tees, and to bring new blood into the com-
mittees in consequence of removal by
death of some old members, and fill their
places by some new members of the House.
I am not at liberty to discuss what took
place in the committee more than to say
politics were never mentioned there. The
political views of a member were never
brought up at all as a reason why one man
should be put on or another man left off,

‘and my hon. friend then when the matter

came to be discussed in the House said :—

L3 5
The principle which has guided the Com-
mittee of Selection since the formation of the
Senate, has been that the newer members were
not given as important places on the committee
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as the older members, and it did seem to me
that precedence by priority is the only prin-
ciple that should guide, and it has been the
guiding one in the past under all governments,
both Liberal and Conservative ?

The hon. gentleman further stated :

While it is perfectly clear that on all gues-
tions of policy this House is pretty well divided
politically, and the lines are well defined., yet
I am free to 'say that in the committees of the
House politics have not been carried.

He is not speaking now of the Striking
Committee, but the committees of the
House. He proceeds :

And in the formation of committees, political
alliances have not been prominently regarded.
As far as my recollestion goes, the effort, in the
formation of all those committees, has been
that the different parts of the Dominion should
be represented fairly.

And my hon. friend went further, refer-
ring, I think, to the hon. gentleman from
Marquette, and said :

I may remind my hon. friend that if I had a
few years ago raised that question the Liberals

would not have been represented on any com-
mittee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I must say that
I sat here in my place and admired the
manner in which my hon. friend, the Secre-
tary of State, defended the committee last
year. I knew he did nothing more than
his duty, but he did it, and did it well,
and it was the remark amongst our friends
on this side of the House, that he was act-
ing very well indeed ; I am sorry, as I said
when I rose, that my hon. friend should
make his motion in the form he aid,
and especially couple it with the an-
nouncement that it was made for the
purpose and object of securing for the gov-
ernment of the day the control, politically,
of the various committees of this House.
My hon. friend has placed himself upon
record, and nobody is so well able-to give
an opinion on that question as he is on his
side of the House, that fair principles were
applied in the selection of the committees,
that proper principles had been adopted,
and that there was nothing to be com-
plained of, and that if the rule advocated by
the hon. gentleman from Portage la Prairie
last year had been applied years ago, the
Liberal party would not have been repre-
sented in this House on any committee.
If the motion had simply Dbeen made

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

without any announcement of this Kkind,
I would not be disposed to challenge it.
I look over the names of the committee,
and I have the fullest confidence in the hon.
gentlemen that are named on the other side
of the House, that they would be disposed
to be impartial if not otherwise instructed.
I do not know how my hon. friend’s an-
nouncement will be understood, but if it
is to be taken as an instruction to this
Striking Committee that political lines are
to be observed and that that is to be the
only principle to be followed in the strik-
ing of the committees, I would feel that the
interests of all parties in this House would
not be as safe as I would feel they were
it that committee were simply appointed
without any instruction or announcement of
this kind. It is a pity that he has made
that statement, and if he is disposed to
make that an instruction and the committee
is to act on those lines, I feel certain that
it will not be well for the peace and har-
mony of the House, and my hon. friend
will have any reason to regret it in
years to come. I hope he may live long
enough, because it may not be very long
when the tide will turn again as it did turn
before, and my hon. friend will see that al-
though it is well to have a giant’s strength
it is not well to use it as a giant.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I do not think
the interpretation put upon the words of the
hon. Secretary of State by the hon. gentle-
man is the correct one. How can he make
out that there is a direction given this com-
mittee to act upon certain lines ? Certainly
there is none. ~What he meant, and what
1 understood was that he wanted a fairer
proportion of members belonging to- the
Liberal party to be upon those committees.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—He
said more than that.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—And he went
further and said that the government should
expect to have a controlling majority in a
certain number of those committees, inas-
much as it was responsible for the legis-
lation which was brought before this House.
1f I am appointed on that committee—it will
be quite reluctantly that I will act, because
1 know that it is somewhat hard to satisfy
the desires of all' the members of ° this
House. Only a limited number can be
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appointed upon each committee, and I know

that it is not pleasant work to have to de-
cide between contending friends. But I
may say that I think that all the members
of that committee, the names of whom have
been mentioned, will act according to the
Golden Rule, and do unto others as they
would like others to do unto them. The
hon. gentleman from Marshfield seems in-
dignant at the idea that the hon. Secretary
of State should have mentioned the fact
that political lines should appear, or Liberal
proclivities should appear, in the naming
of committees. Why not be frank -among
ourselves ? We have been observant
enough, and since the present government
has been in power what have we seen ?
Party lines, straight party lines here in this
House, with one or two laudable exceptions.
I am not trying to blacken the character of
my colleagues opposite. I do not believe
that I am any better than my colleagues

sitting in front of me, but I have been a’

politician since I was out of college, and
I have found as many solid, dyed-in-the-
wool partisans in this House as could be
found in the other House.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—More sometimes.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-—More, perhaps,
sometimes, but as we grow older we grow
stronger in our convictions, so that there is
no need of becoming indignant at the fact
that the question of politics had been men-
tioned. As the hon. gentleman has said,
the pendulum is swinging from one side to
the other. Let us recognize it, and I am
quite sure that when-the majority passes
from one side to the other, the measure of
Justice that will be distributed to the oppo-
sition will be at least as large, and I hope,
larger than was given to the Liberal oppo-
sition which sat in this chamber before.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman is a living example of that
partisanship.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I desire to protest
on behalf of Quebec, and wish to have it
noted, that this motion is carried on
division. '

The motion was agreed to on a division.
\

AN ADJOURNMENT.

NOTICE OF MOTION.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Several members have
spoken to me about an adjournment, and [
should like to be guided by the feeling of
the House. Some hon. gentlemen desire a
longer adjournment than others. My own
idea was to adjourn to-morrow after the
committees have been organized, and meet
again two weeks from Tuesday next.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—That is long enough.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Perhaps the House will
accept this as a notice, and we can take the
sense of the House to-morrow when the
motion is made.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—If we
adjourn to-morrow it will necessitate the
meeting of the committee to-morrow to
strike the committees of the House, and we
would have to adopt the reports to-morrow
or the matter would have to remain over
until after the adjournment?

- Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes.

INTRODUCTION OF GOVERNMENT
MEASURES IN THE SENATE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Might
I ask the hon. Secretary of State whether
it is proposed to ignore the Senate alto-
gether in the introduction of any govern-
ment measures, or are we to be here just
as recording scribes.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—ASs in the past.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE .BOWELL—I deny
that most emphatically. The hon. gentle-
man is very apt to interject expressions
and insinuations which are mnot correct.
When I had the honour of sitting on that
side of the House I introduced some of the
most important measures that were pre-
sented to parliament, many of which I
could refer to. Those constant imputations
thrown across the floor of the House are
uncalled for, particularly when they are
not correct. I think I am not out of place
in inquiring whether it is proposed to in-
troduce important measures in the Senate.
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There may be measures which can be in-

troduced and calmly considered Dby the
Senate who have plenty of time to look
after them before the rush of business
from the other House, and it would be
well if it could be done, that the prineciple
which was carried out while I had the
honour of sitting on that side of the House

should be adopted to as great and possibly |

a greater extent. I am quite sure hon. gen-
tlemen will agree with me.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I quite approve of the
suggestion made by my hon. friend. He
will have noticed, however, in reading the
Speech from the Throne that no mention
was made of any important measure.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—There is none.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There will be very
few government measures this session.
There is one which I have myself in view,
a very important one, and if it can be got

. ready it will be introduced in this chamber,

and I have another one in view. I cannot
name them yet, because circumstances pre-
vent my doing so. However, I shall be
only too glad if my colleagues will give
me the opportunity to introduce those mea-
sures here.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—..s to the
adjournment, the hon. Secretary of State
proposes to reassemble two weeks from
next Tuesday. Considering the way they
are . going forward in the House of Com-
mons, I do not think it is at all likely that
there will be a great deal of business two
weeks hence. Many of us have large busi-
nesses to look after, and I think it is im-
portant we should have at least three weeks
adjournment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL—No.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—Several
hon. gentlemen live long distances from
Ottawa and would not care to go home if
we had only two weeks. If the adjourn-
ment were for three weeks, these members
would have time to go home and return,
and I am quite satisfied that at the end
of that time there would he business for
them to do and it would be discharged

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

promptly instead of sitting around here
with nothing to do.

Hon. Mr. O’'DONOHOLE—The adjourn-
ment was three weeks last year, and as
my hon. friend from Hamilton states, sev-
eral members are at such a distance from
home that two weeks would barely give
them time to go and come, and probably
when we did return there would be very
little to do and I think it would answer all
purposes if when we rise to-morrow we
stand adjourned till three weeks from Tues-
day.

THE SENATE DEBATES.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS—I would like to ask a
question with regard to the reporting of
the debates of the House. I do not intend
to refer to the reporters themselves in any
way, but on Monday last there was an im-
portant debate in the House. This is
Thursday and there is no report of it before
members, and I think it important that the
debates of the Senate, if possible at all,
should be got out early, because the press
makes very little reference to the proceed-
ings of this body and it is a greater reason,
therefore, why the debates of the Senate
should be printed promptly. I do not know
what the practice is, and I think we ought
to do better, particularly with the greater
facilities now in existence, and by reason
of the fact that we have all sorts of ma-
chinery now to spread intelligence rapidly,
and therefore the House should have its
debates before it early.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I have found
it somewhat extraordinary that no provl-
sion is made for the reporting of the
speeches which are made in French in this
chamber. We do not sit quite as long as
the House of Commons. I may say that
we do not sit more than five or six or seven
weeks in this chamber and it seems to me,
that without indulging in the luxury of a
high paid official, such as they have in the
other chamber, we might make provision
for the reporting of the French speeches as
they are made in that language.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, February 21, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON SELECTION
PRESENTED.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on
Selection, presented their first report. He
said : Is the House prepared to adopt the
report to-day, or to have it put on the min-
utes and considered at a future day ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Not to-
day. There has been such a radical change
in all the committees that I think it is but
fair to the House to have sufficient time to
look at this report and study the complexion
of the committees. I dare say a number of
the gentlemen who have been struck off
the committees would like to know the rea-
son why, and if it meets with the approval
of the House I would suggest that it stand
over till after the adjournment. Nothing
can be gained by adopting the report to-
day.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think it would be bet-
ter to take it up on the second day after
we meet again, because senators do not al-
ways arrive here on the first day. I move
that the report be taken into consideration
after the approaching recess—on the second
day after the meeting of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

ILEASING OT I.C.R. SIDING AT SYDNEY.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (Cape Breton) in-
quired of the government :

1. Has the Minister of Railways leased a
siding on the Intercolonial Railway at Sydney
to any person or corporation ?

2. If so, to whom, and at what price, and for
what length of time ?

3. What is the nameof the party ?

4. For what purpose is the siding used ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am advised by Mr.
Schreiber, the Deputy Minister, that there
is no siding on the Intercolonial Railway at
Sydney leased to any person or corporation.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I put a notice on the
paper yesterday that when the Senate ad-
journs to-day it do stand adjourned until
Tuesday, the 11th March next. Some hon.
gentlemen desired that the adjournment
should be extended for another week. It
was urged that gentlemen living at a re-
mote distance would not have the oppor-
tunity of going home and returning in time,
and as it is not likely that any business
will be pressing in the interim, the govern-
ment have no objection if that is the de-
sire of the House. 1 move that when the
House adjourns to-day it do stand ad-
journed till the 18th March, at 8 p.m.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I un-
derstand that that is an adjournment for
three weeks ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Does
not the hon. gentleman think he is asking
too much ? It may be that there are several
members who have business to transact, but
if they have, the business of the country
should not stand for their convenience. I
understand there are six or seven private
Bills ready to be introduced now, besides
a number of divorce Bills, which will
take a good deal of time, and un-
less it is expected that the House
will sit until the middle of summer, or to
furnish a reason to the people of the coun-
try for what has been reiterated thousands
of times, that we are a useless body except
to record what is sent to us from the.other
House, I think the hon. gentleman is asking
too much, that is, if he is consulting the in-
terests of the country and the interests of
legislation. We know that in the other
House the Bills are gone through very often
with a rapidity that characterizes the poli-
tical branch of parliament, and that the
calm and deliberate attention which all mea-
sures should receive at the hands of legis-
lators is not given to them in that chamber.
In the Senate that does not apply. We are
fewer in number and less actuated by the
feelings that characterize the other House,
for the reason they are subject to the will
of the people and we are not. Should we
give the country cause to complain of the
action of the Sepate Ly remaining away
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from our duties half the time parliament
is in session ? I have a very strong feeling
on this question. I do not desire to see
the Senate brought into further contempt
than certain politicians have attempted to
bring upon it in the past. We are really
adding to that feeling throughout the whole
country. I sympathise sincerely with those
gentlemen who live a long way from the
seat of government. There is only one pos-
sible reason that can be given for such a
long adjournment, and that is gentlemen
living in British Columbia and in the North-
west Territories and Manitoba would not
have time, in a short adjournment, to go to
their homes; but should the business of the
country be made subservient to the interests
of any half dozen members of the Senate ?
I think it should not. I speak warmly from
a conviction that I think the hon. gentleman
has been listening too much to a few mem-
bers who desire a long vacation. I heard
one gentleman, living in Ontario, state the
other day in the House that he had busi-
ness to attend to. No one objects to any
member attending to his own business, but
if his business conflicts with his duties in
the Senate, he should give up either one or
the other. The country looks to members
to attend to the public business. If we ab-
sent ourselves on every occasion by which
our indemnity is not interfered with half
the time of every session, we are lending
ourselves to a cry against this branch of
parliament which it does not deserve.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—It is not often I
disagree with my hon. friend who has
spoken, but I cannot say that I altogether
agree with him now. I am fully in accord
with the observation that the public busi-
ness ought to be paramount, and ought to
prevail over all private business whatever.
I have often heard such an argument as the
hon. gentleman has addressed to the House
before now. We have seen adjournments
shortened up so that those living in the
North-west Territories and the maritime
provinces could not go home, and we have
come back to find the slate almost clean,
and had to wait a week or two for business
to come up from the Lower House. If busi-
ness should be ready for us when we return,
and taken up regularly from that time for-
ward, it is something I have never seen. I
have seen, when adjournments were taken

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

for the length of time proposed, we have
come back and found no business ready for
us. I am prepared to sacrifice my private
business to be present here, but I do not
think on this occasion there need be any
sacrifice of the public interest.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—AS one of the
long-distance members, I must take excep-
tion to the remark of my hon. friend from
Hastings. The hon. gentleman has made
some similar remarks on other occasions. I
do not think it is out of consideration for
members living at a distance that these ad-
journments take place; certainly that should
not be the underlying consideration of an
adjournment. None of us would invoke the
sympathy of the government for a long ad-
journment for the simple reason that we
live at a distance and it is inconvenient for
us to be here. I quite agree with the ex-
pression of opinion that the public business
should not be prejudiced in the slightest de-
gree by those adjournments, but if hon. gen-
tlemen will look at the journals of this
House, they will observe that during the
first half of the session for years and years,
the Senate has practically never done any-
thing. If my hon. friend will look through
the journals he will find that the committees
have rarely done any substantial work until
the latter half of the session. It does not
comport with the dignity of this House that
we should meet day after day, and week
after week, and simply have prayers and
adjourn. That is not the way to impress
the public with the importance of the func-
tions of the Senate. If I thought for a
moment we were sacrificing the public in-
terest by the proposed adjournment, I should
not be influenced in the slightest degree by
my desire to go home and attend to my own
affairs.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Were it merely to
show that the hon. leader of the opposition
does not stand in splendid isolation, I
rise to stand by the remarks he has just
uttered. I also believe that three, or three
and a half weeks, is rather too much of i
holiday. We are likely, as in former ses-
sions, to h‘nve another holiday, unless the
session be very short. Under these condi-
tions, I think it is better for us to be moder-
ate. Two weeks and a half ought to Dbe
sufficient for the first holiday. Something
may happen which might require our pres-
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ence. At any rate, we should be on guard
here. If hon. gentlemen from a distance
wish to be absent for any length of time,
there is no stringent law that compels them
to remain here. They are free to stay at
home if they have a great deal of work.
We have ten days’ absence allowed us, which
is equal to two weeks more.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Fifteen
days ?

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—And I would sug-
gest to the hon. Secretary of State that in-
stead of Tuesday the 11th of March, he
should make it Wednesday the 12th, which
would allow those members residing a long
distance from Ottawa to be here for the
tirst day. Many of us, especially from
Nova Scotia and Cape Breton, cannot be
here for the opening on Tuesday, and by
making it Wednesday it would enable those
among us who wish to be here for the
opening, to be present, and I believe that
would be a sufficiently long recess to take
just now.

Hon. 8Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
think the hon. gentleman from Calgary mis-
understood what I said. I did not say the
adjournment was lengthened at the in-
stance of senators who reside at a distance
from the Capital. I said the only excuse
that could possibly be given would be to
allow those living at long distances to go
home. Whether I am in a position of splen-
did isolation or not, is of little consequence
on this question at least, but I have always
held the view since I have been in the
Senate—and I have not seen anything to
cause me to depart from it—that hon. gen-
tlemen living in Montreal and close to the
Capital are always the ones who want the
adjournment. It is not the members from
British Columbia and Prince Edward Island,
but those gentlemen who can go home every
evening and return the next morning, and
be in time for the session, who urge the
long recess.

Hon. Mr. WOOD—(Hamilton)—I think the
hon. leader of the opposition is not reason-
able.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Do not
say the hon. leader of the opposition. Say
the member for Hastings.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—He is 2 man
of business, and ought to see that it is
better to have one adjournment of three
weeks than two of two weeks each, as we
had last year.

" Hon. Mr. POIRIER—AnNd we will have it

again this year.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—Why should
we not hold evening sessions, and overtake
the business, and finish it in a very short
time? TUp to the present, my experience
in this place has ‘been that, as a general
rule, we come here and listen to prayers,
and then go around the town or do some-
thing else.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
is good occupation.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—I have come
here to work and not to loaf around the
town. If there is no work to be done, I
do not see why we should be brought back
here. The House of Commons, I under-
stand, are getting along fairly well with
their work, and by the time we return in
three weeks we may have work for the
rest of the session, but I prefer one ad-
journment of three weeks, instead of having
another adjournment in the middle of the
session on account of lack of work. I
think this would suit the members who have
to go almost to the ends of the Dominion.
Why should they not have an opportunity
of going home and remaining a week at
home ? It takes some of them a week to
go and a week to return.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—What
does the hon. leader of the House propose
to do with reference to the extension of
time for the presenting of petitions ? The
time will have expired when we return.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—On the recommendation
of the particular committees, the House al-
ways extends the time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
has to be done afterwards.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The sense of the House
seems to be in favour of the longer term. I
see a number of empty benches now. Some
hon. gentlemen seem to have gone away in
the belief that the adjournment would take
place anyway.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Is that
a good reason ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, I think it is a
pity.
The motion was agreed to on a division.

PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS FOR
PRIVATE BILLS.

The SPEAKER—Might I be allowed to
say a word with respect to the matter
brought up by the hon. leader of the oppo-
sition in reference to the presentation of
petitions 7 Rule 52 of the rules of this
House reads as follows :

‘No petition for any private bill, except a bill
of divorce is received by the Senate after the
first three weeks of each session; nor may any
private bill be presented to the Senate after the
first four weeks of each session ; nor may any
repert of any standing or sp:cial committee
upen a private bill be received after the first six
weeks of any session.’

It seems to me the most regular method
to proceed now, would be to let the House
pass an order extending the time, because
otherwise the hon. gentlemen who, when we
meet again, have a number of petitions to
present, will not be able to Dpresent them
until after the committees have met, and
then it seems to me it is an irregular thing
for a committee to recommend that a time
which has expired should be continued. I
think the more regular way would be to
pass a resolution to-day extending the
time.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Can we pass a re-
solution of that kind without the recom-
mendation of the committee ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The House can do any-
thing by unanimous consent. I move that
the time for receiving petitions for private
bills be extended for three weeks beyond
the time at which it would expire, and that
a corresponding extension be granted for
the presenting of private bills, I move that
both these periods be extended for twenty-
one days.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

THE SENATE.
Otiawa, Tuesday, March 18, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at eight
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (No. 10) An Act respecting the
Orford Mountain Railway Company.—(Hon.
Mr. Owens).

Bill (No. 12) An Act respecting the Ed-
monton and -Slave Lake Railway Com-
pany.—(Hon. Mr. Poirier).

Bill (No. 19) An Act relating to the Re-
gina Law Library.—(Hon. Mr. ‘Scott).

THE ELEVATOR AT ST. JOHN.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to inquire of the
government :

If there is any wheat in the government ele-
vators at the terminus of the Intercolonial
Railway in St. John, N.B., and if so, about how
much, and where did it come from ? And also,

how much wheat has been exported through
said elevator, and when ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is no wheat in
the elevator at St. John at the present
moment. In the year ended 31st of De-
cember, 1900, there was exported through
the said elevator 135,997 bushels of wheat,
and the year ended 31st of December, 1901,
146,087 bushels of wheat.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Where did the grain
come from ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—This is the reply to
the first question.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It is
all the one question. )

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I have no information
where it came from. I presume it came
from the North-west.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, March 19, 1902.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

LOANING OF LOCOMOTIVES TO THE
CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

EXPLANATION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Before
the orders of the day are called I desire to
draw attention to a remark that I made
during the debate upon the Address, and
also to the contradiction that was given by
the hon. gentleman from De Lanaudidre
(Hon. Mr. Casgrain). I told the hon. gentle-
man that I intended to bring this matter
before the House, so that I am not taking
him by surprise in the matter, and I ex-
pected he would be here. During my speech
I asked this question :

Is it correct in this connection, that they
(meaning the government) have loaazd to the
Canadian Pacific Railway over 20 locomotives
to assist in carryiag their freizht from the great
west to the seaboard. If so, how is it that there
have been so many new locomotives purchased
during the past few years.

In reply to that the hon. gentleman said :

The lealar of the npvyosition in this House, in
Fis speech on Moniay, had some fault to find
with the management of the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and one of his gri:vancas was that while
the Minister of Railways and Canals was buy-
ing locomotives for the Inter:iolonial Railway
he was at the same time loaning locomotives
te the Canadian Pacific Railway. I have not
scen the report of my hon. fri:nd’s speesh but

- I think that is the nemark he miale.

My answer to that was : ‘ The hon. gentle-
man is correct.’
He then went on to say =

1t is a rather awkward task for me to con-
tradict the hon. leader of the opposition, but
the information I have gathered—and I say this
with a great deal of difidence—was that the
Intercolonial Railway did not loan locomotives
to the Canadian Pacific Railway. I am sorry to
contradict the hon. gentleman, but that is the
information given me.

I then made these remarks :

The hon. gentleman may have received that
information. I said in my spec:h that I had
read the statement in onz of the newspapers,
and had asked a prominent official of the Can-
adian Pacific Railway if it was correct, and he
said they had borrowed both from the Grand
Trunk Railway and Intercolonial Railway.
‘Whether that is correct or not, the hon. gentle-
man has the authority on which I made the
statement.

6

The hon. gentleman then continued :

Then I suppose I am obliged to give my au-
thority also, I went this morning to the Depart-
ment of Railways and Canals, and asked the
secretary, Mr. Jones, about it. I may explain
wky I asked. I had tried myself for a railroad
whose bondholders I represeated, to obtain
the loanr of a locomotive, and they refused me,
saying they had work for all their locomotives,
and therefore I was surprised to hear the ledder
of the oprosition say that they had loaned loco-
motives to the Canadian Pacific Railway. That
is why I went myself to the department and
asked Mr. Jones. Mr. Jones told me he thought
they never—in fact was positive they never did
loan locomotives. I said I intended to repeat
his statement in the House this aftermoon, and
he went in and asked Mr. Schrieber, and Mr.
Schrieber said they never loaned a locomotive
to the Canadian Pacific Railway.

On the 13th March, in the reports of the
House of Commons, I find the following
question put to the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and his answer there to :—

Mr. CLARKE—by Mr. K2mp—asked :

1. How many locomotive engines have been
ordered for the Cainadian governinent railways
since the 1st July, 1896 ?

2. How many have baan delivered up to date?

3. Have any locomotive engines belonging to
the Canadian government railways been leased,
rented or loaned to any other railway corpor-
ation or company ? If so, how many have been
leased, loaned or rented ; to what company or
companies, and on what terms, and for what
length of time ?

4. At what dates were the engines loaned,
leased or rented ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND CAN-
ALS (Hon. A. G. Blair) replied :

1. One hundred and twenty-one locomotive
engines have been orderod for the Canadian
government railways <inze the 1st July, 1896.

2. Righty-four have been deliversd up to 1st
March, 1902.

3. Bight locomotive engiaes were hiral to
the Canadian Pacific Railway at $8 per day.
No stated length of time. 3

4. Four on February 16th, 1902; 2 on February
25th, 1902; 1 on February 26th, 1902 ; 1 on Feb-
ruary 28th, 1902.

What I desire to have placed on record in
the Senate is that when I made the state-
ment I made.it in good faith, on the author-
ity of a newspaper report in the Montreal
¢ Gazette,” confirmed by an official of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, and I must con-
fess that I was somewhat surprised at the
denial made by the hon. gentleman upon the
authority of two of the principal officers
of the Raflway Department. As I pride my-
self on being somewhat particular in the
statements that I make, I deem it but jus-
tice to myself that I should set the matter
right, to show that the authority upon which
I made the statement has been confirmed.
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and that to by the minister himself,
notwithstanding the denial by Mr. Schreiber
and Mr. Jones, the Superintendent of Rail-
ways, and the Secretary of the department.
That is my only apology, hon. gentlemen,
for bringing this matter before the House.
I wish it to be distinctly understood that I
do not attribute any intentional misrepre-
sentation on the part of the hon. gentleman
(Hon. Mr. Casgrain) who has just entered
- the chamber. He made the statement, I
have no doubt in good faith, on the author-
ity of two of the most important officials
of the Railway Department, but I think this
House has a right to complain when such
denials are given to those who should know
better, in order to mislead the country on
a subject of such importance.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
SENATE.

MOTIONS.

The Order of the Day being called,

Consideration of the Report of the Committee
of Selection appointed to nominate tthe semna-
tors to serve on the several Standing Com-
mittees.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT said: The duty of
the Striking Committee was to make as
few changes as possible in the majority of
the Standing Committees of the House.
When moving for the Striking Committee,
I was perfectly frank with the House, ex-
pressing the opinion that I thought, as the
government of the day were charged with
the responsibility of legislation, it was only
reasonable that on one or two of the princi-
pal committees, that is, the committee which
controlled the expenditure and the com-
mittee on railways, telegraphs and.harbours,
the government should have a majority. I
shall now take up the formation of
the committees and make such com-
ments on the action taken by the Strik-
ing Committee as may seem to be fair
and proper. The first committee is the
joint committee of the library of parlia-
ment. The only changes made in that com-
mittee as it stood last year were the substi-
tution of Senator Landerkin for the late
Senator Allen; the addition of Senator
Thibaudeau, of Rigaud, and the substitution
of Senator Beique for the late Senator Ross.
Those are the only changes on that com-
mittee. I therefore move that the joint

Hon. Sir MACK&NZIE BOWELL.

committee on the library of parliament be
composed as follows :—

The Honourable the Speaker, and the Honour-
able Messieurs :—Bak=2r, DBeique, Boucherville,
de, C.M.G., Casgrain (de Lanavdidre), Drum-
mond, Gowan, C.M.G., Hingston, 8ir Wm., Kt,
Landerkin, Masson, Miller, Pelletizr, Sir Al-
phonse, K.C.M.G., Poirizr, Scott, Thibaudeau
(Rigaud), Wood (Westmor:land), Youung.—17.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL~—I notice
that the hon. Secretary of Stafe proposes
to consider each committee by itself and ex-
plain to the House the changes which have
been made. However, he prefaced his
motion by explaining the principle which
guided the committee on selection in the
formation of the standing committees,
Since he has made those remarks I may
refer to the general principle laid down in
the formation of the committees of the
Senate. When the committees are taken up
seriatim we may refer to them in detalil.
Last year the Secretary of State laid down
the principle, when this subject was under
consideration, that the practice in the past
should be followed, and as vacancies oc-
curred in the Senate, the positions on the
committees should be filled up by new
members, and the political complexion of
the members not considered. These were
his own words. If we look at the formation
of the committees as they are presented to
us, we may well ask ourselves whether due
consideration has been given to the prin-
ciple laid down by the Secretary of State,
or whether it has not been departed from
or ignored. In a great many cases the
oldest and most experienced members of
the Senate have been dropped and replaced
by some of the newer members who have
just entered this chamber on the more
numerous and important committees. In
the past we all stood on an equality here.
I think an examination of the committees
will prove that statement to be correct, and
I propose to show that it is correct. If you
look at the formation of the committees you
will find that there are a number on only
one committee, some of them, no doubt, at
their own request. Mr. Aikins is on one,
Mr. Armand is on one, Mr. Baird, a gentle-
man who has had eighteen or nineteen
years’ experience in parliamentary life, who
has been a member, if I am correctly in-
formed, of the New Brunswick government,
and who has had a seat in this House for a
number of years, has been struck off
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the committees, em which he was a very
active and intelligent megnber, leaving him
only upon the Private Bills Committee.
Why was that done ? Of course the hon.
gentlemen who manipulated—I do not desire
to us the term offensively—these committees
may explain. The Hon. Mr. Baker is upon
three committees. Mr. Béique was intro-
duced into this House at the opening of the
session. I have no doubt of his ability, from
his remarks, and that he will make a very
intelligent and useful member of the Sen-
ate, but I find in his case a departure from
the principle laid down by the hon. Secre-
tary of State, that the new members were
to be put upon the least important com-
mittees. This gentleman has been put upon
four committees, while Mr. Baird, an old
member, is upon only one. Then Mr. Ber-
nder is on three committees, Mr. Bolduc on
three, Mr. Deboucherville on two, myself
upon two—I may say, however, that is at
my own request. Sir John Carling, who
has had about forty-five years’ experience,
more than half the time in official life, is
left on the Printing and Standing Orders
Committee only. Mr. Carmichael is left
on one. Mr. Casgrain of De Lanaudidre,
I find, must have been considered a very
important personage in this Senate, although
not a very old one. He has been placed
on four committees, three of them among
the most important committees in the
House, while my hon. friend of the same
name from Windsor, who has been in
the Senate some fifteen years, and has
been constant in his attendance on com-
mittees, is reduced to one. I have mno
doubt the younger branch of the family is
of much more importance if the older one will
excuse me for making the statement, but
why the principle as laid down by the Secre-
tary of State should be so grossly departed
from, I do not understand. Perhaps the
older branch of the family (I do not mean
to be disrespectful) has & much better idea
of the manner in which this country should
be governed than the younger one. As he is
more conservatively inclined he has been
reduced to one committee, while the younger
member of the family, the advanced liberal
of the day, has been given the honour of
being appointed to four.

- Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—It is all 'in the
family. - =
63

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It may
be all in the family, but it is not a family
compact. That is quite evident, because
while they may agree in good fellowship,
one thinks one way, and the other the other
way, and I would say to those gentlemen
who were so solicitous of the honour of the
older members, I think the hon. gentleman
from Windsor should not have been forgot-
ten, however, he may have differed from his
young relative politically, or degraded to
one committee while a younger member of
the family is placed on four. I find Hon.
Mr. Clemow is on three. I suppose that is
as much as he cares for. 1 have no doubt
that it was at his own solicitation that Sena-
tor Cox was left on only one committee.
I do not think he cares much for committee
work. He is on the Committee of Banking
in which he has no slight interest, and
is satisfied to be left there. Then, we have
Mr. Cochrane, a gentleman who has been
in the Senate and in public life between
twenty-eight and thirty years. He made a
special request that his name shduld be left
on the Committee on Railways and Canals,
and if T were permitted to repeat the
proceedings of the committee, I might say

‘that I tried to get him there, but could

not. He has been reduced from the position
he held ever since he has been in the Senate,
except for one year, to the Committee on
Printing. Senator Dandurand’s modesty
would not allow him to usurp many commit-
tees. He was one of the principal men—
I think I am correct—with the new memben
of the cabinet without portfolio (Hon. Mr.
Templeman)—who manipulated these com-
mittees, because, when the committee met
he said: ‘ You can have so many on the com-
mittees.” In order to free himself from the
responsibility of erasing any older names
from the committees, he has confined him-
self to one, s0o we cannot accuse him of
being a monopolist at any rate. Then, what
has Mr. Dechene done to bring down the
vengeance of his political friends ? He is
left off all the committees. From what lit-
tle I know of the hon. gentleman, I think
he would make a very good committee man,
In the House of Commons, where he occu-
pied a very prominent position, he was a
useful member, and I have no doubt he
would be equally useful here. It may be
possible, since the -hon. gentleman has
reached the Upper House, he is becoming a
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little more conservative in his character,
and if he is punished for that, I deeply re-
gret it, because I think he is taking a step
in the right direction. However, I leave
him to settle that with his friends, who

have left him off all the committees of the:

House. My hon. friend, Mr. Dever, is all
right—he has got his share. Hon. Mr.
Dickey’s health, I regret exceedingly to say,
does not permit him to take that active
and intelligent interest in the affairs of the
country that he formerly did. We all know
what he was in the past, a gentleman not
only of high character, but above many of
his fellows in intellect and ability, and as
a matter of courtesy and respect to an old
senator, I think he might have been left
on the committees, notwithstanding his frail
health, but he has been left off altogether.
There seems to be no consideration for age
or serviceés rendered. Mr. Dobson is taken
off a number of committees, but is left on
the Printing and the Private Bills Commit-
tees. Mr. Drummond is on three. Mr.
Ellis, who is not an old member, but a very
intelligent member of this House, has the
honour of being placed on four. Mr. Fer-
guson is on three. Mr. Forget has been
reduced also to one committee.
known that the hon. senator is much inter-
ested, if not more interested than any other
man occupying a seat in this House, in
navigation, and that which pertains to rail-
ways and canals. Notwithstanding that,
he has been deliberately put off that com-
mittee, and left upon only one. It is for
the House to. say whether the formation of
these committees has been based either on
right or on equity ? My hon. friend, Mr.
Fulford, is on three committees, a very good
proportion for him. The Hon. Mr. Gibson
is on three. Mr. Gillmor has occupied very
prominent positions in the legislatures of
this country, not only in the House of Com-
mons, where he had the honour of sitting
some fifteen or twenty. years, but also
in this House, and as a member of the cabi-
net in his own province, yet he is only
placed on two unimportant committees. If
experience and assiduity in attending to the
duties of parliament are any recommenda-
tion, that gentleman ought at least to have
had alittle more consideration. However,
I do not suppose it was politics that induced
the majority of the Selecting Committee to
place him in the position he occupies. Mr.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

It is well-

Godbout, a new member, is on two commit-
tees; Mr. Gowan on three, Sir William Hing-
ston on three; Mr. Jones on two. Mr. Jones,
like myself, was quite content if he could
remain on the Railways and on the Banking
Committees. He is confined to those two
committees. Mr. Kerr, a gentleman we all
know, who has taken a great interest in
legislation, and whom we all delight to hear
speaking—because his remarks are always
interlarded with little Shaksperian quota-
tions—is on four committees. Mr. King is
on three.. Mr. Kirchhoffer, who we all
know, has been a close attendant and hard
worker on committees, is reduced to two,
the Railways and the Divorce. The Hon.
Mr. Kirchhoffer was for five years chair-
man of the Contingent Committee, but he
was deliberately struck off for some rea-
son or other. It was done intentionally.
There was no mistake about it, and yet,
being chairman of that committee and hav-
ing had the responsibilities that devolve upon
the chairman of that committee for five
years, he was not considered worthy of
being continued upon it, and was struck
off. The Hon. Mr. Landerkin is on three
important committees, and no doubt will
do his duty upon those, as he has in the
past. Mr. Landry seems to have met with
the fate of some of the others. Why it is so,
I do not know. Perhaps it is because he is
a little pugnacious in his manner when he
is attacking his opponents. He has been
struck off the important committees and
left upon the Private Bills Committee. Mr.
Lougheed retains three committees and has
been left off two. Mr. Macdonald (Prince
Edward Island) is on three. I am sorry
that Mr. Macdonald (Victoria) is not here,
because I know he is somewhat sensitive
in matters of this kind. He has been struck
off the important committees in which he
took a great interest. He has been struck
off one of the important committees and is
reduced to two committees, although he has
been in parliament thirty-five years. Mr.
MacKay (Alma) is on three committees. Mr.
MacKeen is reduced to the Committee on
Printing. 1 suppose they thought that
would be quite enough for a Nova Scotian.
He has been struck off the other committees
and left on the Printing. Mr. Masson’s
health prevents him being here, and he is
left upon the Library Committee.. What-
ever our political views may be, we know
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him to be a man of the very highest char-
acter. Mr. McCallum is evidently a favour-
ite, or perhaps they had his Scotch pertin-
acity in view, and knew he was ready, like
all Highlandmen, to fight his battles against
all attacks. They have left him upon four.
He is highly honoured. Mr. McHugh is
left upon- two; Mr. McKay (Truaro)  upon
three, Mr. McLaren on two, Mr. McMillan
on three, Mr. McMullen on three, Railways,
Internal Economy and Divorce; Mr. Mc-
Sweeney upon three, Mr. Merner, two. Mr.
Miller seems to have been the greatest
favourite ‘of them all. He is on five com-
mittees. He might, with that generosity
which usually characterizes him, fairly di-
vest himself of a little of the responsibility
and throw it upon others who are not upon
any committee, if he thought proper to do
s80. I find no fault with his being on five.
He is one of the oldest members we have
here.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I acted upon the
principle laid down by my hon. friend that
neither himself nor any of his friends would
assume any responsibility with regard to
We would allow
the work to be done by the government and
allow the government to assume the respon-
sibility, and thzrefore I did not interfere.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Quite
rightt That was the principle we laid
down. When the hon. gentleman made the
proposition to us that they were entitled to
80 many upon the committees, I denied it
in the beginning. I said they were not en-
titled to it numerically or politically, but they
happened to have a majority at the time,
and having a majority they had the power,
and having the power they exercised it,
and they wanted the minority to take the
responsibility of striking off the names of
our friends from the committees, which
we declined to do, and we allowed them to
assume the responsibility. So that the
statement made by my hon. friend was
quite correct. Mr. O’Donohoe is left upon
three ; Mr. Owens upon two, and Sir Alph-
onse Pelletier, and my hon. friend Mr.
Miller are the favourite ones. These are
the only two gentlemen in the Senate upon
five committees, so that the Hon. Sir
Alphonse Pelletier can go hand in hand with
my hon. friend on my left.

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE—The hon. gentle-
man did not ask to be on any committee, so
he got more ; I did ask and got nothing.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWKLL—He
got more than he asked. I do not believe
he ever asked to be put on any of those
committees, but while my hon. friend to his
right did ask to be put on a committee that
request was refused. The Hon. Mr. Poirier
is on two committees ; Mr. Perley, two, and
the hon. the Speaker of the Senate—and
here there is a departure from the usual
practice that has prevailed since I have
been in the Senate—has been placed upon
the Internal Economy Committee; and also
upon the Library Committee. I believe that
is always the case, because the two Speakers
are upon that committee, and our Speaker
is also upon that important Committee, the
Restaurant. Mr. Primrose is upon three;
Mr. James Reid, two ; Mr. Robertson, two,
and the Secretary of State upon two. I must
give the Secretary of State credit for having
declined to be placed upon some of the com-
mittees that required some little attention,
some little work and some little study. He
thought he had sufficient to do in his de-
partment and could not spend time looking
after the committees. Mr. Shehyn is upon
three. My hon. friend behind me (Hon. Mr.
Sullivan) made a special request to be placed
upon the Railway Committee, and was re-
fused, although it was pointed out that it
was his special request to be on that com-
mittee. It is true that during his illness he
was not able to attend the meetings of the
committees, but it was pointed out that dur-
ing the last session of parliament, when he
had recovered his health sufficiently, he was
one of the most attentive members of the
committees to which he was appointed.
However, that did not prevail, and the con-
sequence was that he was reduced to the
Committee on Private Bills, although he has
had a seat in the House no less than 18 years,
while some gentlemen who have just been
introduced have been placed on three or
four committees. Mr. A. A. Thibaudeau is
upon one committee. The hon. gentleman
(Hon. Mr. Templeman), not a very old mem-
ber but a very important one, I admit, is the
gentleman who did more, or one .of the
gentlemen who did, I think, the most—I do
not think I am accusing him wrongfully—
in the arrangement of these committees.
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He and the hon. gentleman  behind him
(Hon. Mr. Dandurand) had the whole matter
in hand. I suppose he felt the importance
of his position, and it was absolutely neces-
sary, having just attained the position of a
member of the Privy Council—

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Not then.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Well,
it was in prospect. It was coming. I
think he was sworn in then.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—He was then a min-
ister in petto.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—He
is on four committees, and I think he
will do his duty. I am not finding fault. I
am pointing out the absurdity of laying
down a principle for the formation of com-
mittees, and grossly violating that principle.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I am
glad the hon. Secretary of State agrees with
me. I am sure his * hear, hear ’ was not iron-
ically said. Hon. J. R. Thibaudeau is on two
committees, Mr. Thompson two, Mr. Vidal
three, Mr. Wark one, Mr. Watson three,
Mr. Wood (Westmoreland) four, Mr. Wood
(Hamilton) two, Mr. Yeo two, Mr. Young
three. I have shown by this list exactly
how the members stand in relation to the
different committees, and whether they can
come to the conclusion that the principle
laid down by the hon. Secretary of State
last year, when he was defending the Select-
ing Committee, has been carried out either
equitably or with regard to the age and
experience of the members of this House
or not. The hon.'gentleman will give me
credit for saying that no matter what the
political complexion of an hon. gentleman
was, I have always deplored the principle,
where health may have prevented a Senator
giving the attention to committee meetings
which he otherwise would, that he should
be ignored and treated with contumely by
striking him off committees on which he
had served, as has been done by the Com-
mittee on Selection this year. If the Senate
is satisfied with the new mode of conduect-
ing affairs, of course, all we have to do is
submit.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I did not feel at all
called upon to maké any complaint in the
allusion my hon. friend has made to me,

Hop. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

but I think, after having submitted to the
ruling in regard to the striking of the com-
mittees, that he should not now blame me
for having done so, or appear to attribute
greediness in me in monopolizing more com-
mittees than I am entitled to. I think he
should not blame me for anything of the
kind. Further than that, I may state—and
I think my hon. friend will justify me in
the statement—that on the Selection Com-

‘| mittee, I asked to be relieved of two commit-

tees, and he said, ‘ No, do not. If they leave
you on, stay on.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—One would suppose,
from the speech we have had from the hon.
leader of the opposition, that this Striking
Committee was of a most revolutionary
character, that we had disturbed the pro-
portions that had prevailed in the represen-
tation on these several committees. As a
matter of fact, with the exception of two
or three points, I might have read the re-
marks the hon. gentleman made last session
or the previous session, because many of the
names he has referred to there were not
touched at all. For instance, Mr. Miller:
his name was not put on or taken off, and
so I might state of many other gentlemsen.
My hon. friend, when leader of the Senate,
was furnished with a list, no doubt, of how
the committees were arranged. They were
never even arranged equitably or fairly or
on any sound principle. That I undertake
to say, and my hon. friend’s arrangement is
really what he has made himself. It was
under his regime that Mr. Miller was put
on five committees. .

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I did
not complain of it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—And Sir Alphonse Pel-
letier’'s name was neither added nor taken
off, and so it is with a number of hon. gen-
tlemen whose names have been read and
the House has been led to believe—I do not
say wilfully—that the Striking Committee
has disturbed the proportions on the Stand-
ing Committees of this House. That is ab-
solutely contrary to the fact, as I will show
hon. gentlemen as I go on. I read to the
House the names on the Library Committee.
The House will have seen that there was
no disturbance in that committee ; not a sin-
gle name was taken off. Death had re-
moved two gentlemen, and two others had
been put on in their places. There is still
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room for another gentleman on the commit-
tee. There are only seventeen, and any
hon. gentleman who is not on a committee,
who desires to be on one, may be placed on
that committee. I will run over the names
to show how misleading, unintentionally of
course, the hon. gentleman’s remarks bave
been. Take the Committee on Printing : not
a single name was disturbed, except one of
our old friends, Mr. Wark.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—That committee
does not amount to anything.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Mr. Gibson was substi-
tuted for Mr. Wark. It was thought that
Mr. Wark could not attend the committee.
Take the Committee on Standing Orders : the
only change was to substitute Mr. Beique
for the late Mr. Prowse. Was there any re-
volution there ? Has there been any dis-
turbance in any of those committees I have
mentioned ? Take Banking and Commerce,
which is an important committee of this
House. The Hon. Mr. Fulford has been ap-
pointed on that committee to take the place
of the late lamented Senator Allan, who is
no longer with us. One of our old friends,
Mr. Carmichael, who, it was thought, would
not be able to attend very often, was struck
off and Mr. Thompson’s name was added.
Mr. Jones was anxious to go on the commit-
tee, and I, being a member of the committee,
withdrew. I did not strike off any of my
hon. friend’s followers, but took my own
. name off and put Mr. Jones’ in its place.
The only other change was to substitute for
another gentleman now deceased (Hon. Mr.
Villeneuve, the name of Mr. Thibaudeau (de
la Valliere). That is the whole change in the
Banking and Commerce Committee. I have
gone over the Library Committee, Printiag
Committee, Standing Orders Committee, and
the Committee on Banking and Commerce.
The changes there no hon. gentleman can
criticise. If there has been a disturbance
or difference in the members of the com-
tees that individual senators were on, it was
entirely due to the arrangements that had
been made. That is quite clear, so far as
those committees are concerned. I will
make some remarks later on as I come to
the next committee, where there were ma-
terial changes, in which I said changes
would have to be made at the time I strack
the committee.

‘the maritime provinces.

- Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The motion put a few
minutes ago has not been carried and I wish
to speak to it. The hon. Secretary of State
was under the impression that the motion
was carried. He thinks that all the changes
that have been made, have been made in
that innocent way of which he gives us an
illustration. But if we take the report made
by the Striking Committee, we find that
there are more changes, and more material
changes than those he mentions. Take, for
instance the next to the one committee where
prudence forced him to stop. In that commit-
tee there are forty members, and if I am not
mistaken, thirteen new members have re-
placed either deceased senators or the per-
sons that were struck out. The Hon. Mr.
Cochrane was a member of that committee.
Where is he now ? The Hon. Mr. Dickey
was on that committee. He was struck off.
Hon. Mr. Forget was on that committee ;
he was struck out. Your humble servant
was on that committee; struck out, un-
doubtedly. Mr. MacKeen was on that com-
mittee ; struck out.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I did not discuss that
committee. I was waiting until I came to it.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I thought the hon.
gentleman was discussing the general prin-
ciple laid down by the leader of the opposi-
tion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—On those committees
we see there are very marked changes
which destroy the whole argument set forth
by my hon. friend. But I will take it from
another point of view. When the Striking
Committee was proposed and adopted by
this House, I pointed out that the selection
of this committee was not doing justice to
the province of Quebec, and my argument
was this : the province of Quebec has 24
members in this chamber, the same as the
province of Ontario and the maritime prov-
inces. The other provinces of the Dominion
have nine, making up the eighty-one mem-
brs. I claimed that the province of Quebec
had the same right in the composition of
the Striking Committee as far as number
goes as the province of Ontario, or as
But what did we
see 7 We saw that the province of Quebec
was represented by my hon. friend from
DeLorimier alone. With all his talents, he
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counts but one in a committee when his vote
is taken. We see now the consequence of that
nomination. I will take it by committees,
and we will ascertain if the rights of our
province have received the attention of the
hon. gentleman and the other members of
the committee, and especially of those who
took the responsibility of naming those com-
* mittees. If we take the province of Quebec,
in the first Committee on the Library—a
very unimportant committee—you have these
figures : there are 17 members in that com-
mitteee altogether. Now, what is the pro-
portion. of representation ? Quebec should
have five members and a fraction. On that
committee Quebec is given nine, there are
three from Ontario, four from the maritime
provinces, and one from the west—that Is,
including British Columbia, Manitoba and
the North-west Territories. This large pro-
portion for the province of Quebec on an
unimportant committee works to her detri-
ment, because it acts as a compensation for
the low number given the province of Que-
bec in the important commitiees. Take the
second committee, the Joint Committee on
Printing. On that committee there are 21
members, the proportion given to Ontario
should be six, Quebec six, the maritime prov-
inces six, and the west three. What are the
numbers ? Quebec is given five.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—How many had
Quebec last year ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I do not know.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—The same num-
ber.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—That may be, but you
must not forget the cardinal principle that
if the hon. gentlemen obtained power they
were to do better. Ontario has five, the
maritime provinces seven, and the west
four. Then take the Standing Orders Com-
mittee. On that committee there are nine
members. Of these Ontario should have
three and Quebec three.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—No, our share
sbould be two.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Well, two to Quebec,
two to Ontario, and two to the maritime
provinces. That would leave three for the
west.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—Make it two and
a half. B B
Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—No, it is two and

eighteen-twenty-sevenths.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—You cannot di-
vide up a Quebecer that way.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—You give only one to
Quebec, two to Ontario, four to the mari-
time provinces, and two to the west. Then
take the Committee on Banking and Com-
merce. That committee has thirty mem-
bers. Each of the eastern divisions should
have nearly nine members.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—We have eight,
and there were eight last year.

"Hon. Mr. LANDRY—There are seven now.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Eight :—Dandu-
rand, Drummond, Forget, Hingston, Shehyn,
Thibaudeau, MacKay (Alma) and O’Brien.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—That makes eight
for Quebec, eleven for Ontario, eight for
the maritime provinces, and three from the
west. Then take the Committee on Rail-
ways and Canals. It has forty members.

‘Quebec should have twelve members.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Quebec has more now
than it had any time in ten years.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—That is not the ques-
tion. 'Quebec has ten, Ontario fifteen, the
maritime provinces nine, and the west six.
Are we of the province of Quebec on the
same footing as Ontario ? Are the mari-
time provinces on the same footing as Onta-
rio ? Now, take the Private Bills Committee.
On that committee we should have between
seven and eight. We have ten now. You
take the trouble of striking a new committee
to do good work. Where is the good work ?
Quebec ten, Ontario seven, maritime pro-
vinces seven, and the west one. Take the
Committee on Internal Economy and Con-
tingent Accounts ; it has 25 members. That
would give at least seven members to Que-
bec. We have that number. Debates and
Reporting: now, this is a committee not alto-
gether the same as the others, and I will
tell you why. In the Debates Committee the
principal matter brought up is the reports,
in which the French language is put on the
same footing as the English language, and
I suppose on a committee of that sort, due
consideration should be given to that fact,
and a few ‘members of the French nation-
ality should be added to the committee. But
what has been done?
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—It has the same
proportion as it had last year.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—A very poor argu-
ment. I was struck off because I happened
to speak a little French and understand
something of translation. In what position
do we stand now? Out of nine we should
have from the province of Quebec four
speaking the French language on that Com-
mittee. We have but one from the province
of Quebec, three from Ontario, four from
the maritime provinces, and one from the
west.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Did the hon.
gentleman think that last year?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I am not saying what
I thought last year. I am saying what I
think now. I will say nothing of the Div-
orce Committee. We have one member ;
we should have two at least, and I
suppose’ that number from Quebec prov-
ince could be found to serve on the
committee. On the Restaurant Commit-
tee the province of Quebec is well re-
presented. It is is a very unimportant com-
mittee, but I think we should have placed
men there who knew something of club
management and in the ranks of the gov-
ernment to-day the hon. gentleman who has
taken such an active part in preparing this
list of committees should have had a posi-
tion, and that would have given us five
instead of four. On the whole, the province
of Quebec has not the fair share that she
would have received if the Striking Commit-
tee, of which the hon. gentleman from De-
lorimier was so prominent a member, had
done justice to his province. I hope when
those different committees where our prov-
ince is not fairly represented comes up that
the sober second thought of my hon. friend
will induce him to move the proper amend-
ments and do us justice. I speak earnestly,
and I hope he will really do so, and take in
hand the interests of his province, especially
when he is the only member of that prov-
ince on the Striking Committee. I think his
weakness should be his strength in this
instance, and that he should appeal to the
fair-play of the other members of the com-
mittee to give the province which he repre-
sents fair representation in the committees
of this House, and especially on a commit-
tee in which the French-speaking members
are directly interested.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I wish
to make an explanation. I am sorry my
hon. friend on my left (Hon. Mr. Miller)
should have misunderstood what I desired
to express to the House. I found no fault
with him nor with the hon. gentleman op-
posite (Hon. Sir Alphonse Pelletier) when
I called attention to the fact they were on-
five committees. @My hon. friend to my
left stated the case exactly as it was. I
did say to him ‘ No, because we, when we
had a majority, laid down the principle
not to interfere with the committees as
they stood, except to fill up vacancies by
appointing new senators.’ Consequently,
when my hon. friend said ‘Relieve me of
two committees,” I may have said ° No,
you had better remain where you are.” I
understood the hon. gentleman (Hon. Sir
Alphonse Pelletier) to say he was on the
same committee as last year, when the
majority was with the Conservatives.

Hon. Sir ALPHONSE PELLETIER—Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It
only shows that that committee, when we
had the power, selected those men in the
Senate they thought best fitted for their
position, irrespective of their politics or
leanings in any way. If he (Sir Alphonse)
occupied a position on five committees, it
was by the wish of the Conservative ma-
jority. We affirmed the principle that there
should be no changes in the committees
except to fill vacancies. What I said was
this—if they intended to reorganize and.
form the committees on what they con-
sidered an equitable basis, they did not
do it.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—I would not rise
to speak but I wish to make an explanation,
as my name has been mentioned by Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, with reference to the
committees. As hon. gentlemen are aware,
there is a vast difference between the
committees, in the number of meetings, and
in the quantity and quality of work sub-
mitted to them. Therefore, the idea of
putting the Private Bills or the Printing
Committee in comparison with Railways
or Banking is perfectly absurd. I think my
hon. friend, Mr. Gibson, will bear me out,
as he was on the Committee of Printing
when in the House of Commons. The Chair-
man, I think, with the printer, did all that
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was required. Gentlemen were appointed
to that committee for the purpose of allow-
ing them to go home occasionally. I used
to go on Friday mornings, but that any one
could learn anything about legislation there
was ridiculous. I look upon the Private
Bills as the cockpit of the committee, be-
cause all the sick, all the defective in mind,
or part of their economy, are placed on that
committee. I presume it is this way—when
the other committees are formed, those who
are left are put on the Private Bills Com-
mittee, and a few others (to give it a colour
of life) are thrown in. I served a long time
on those committees, and because I went
home at times, I did not interfere. More-
over, gentlemen on the others were older
than I, and I was always taught to respect
my seniors. However, I did not look for
anything until I was able to give more at-
tention to the work of the important com-
mittees. When I had all my time at my
disposal here, I asked Sir Mackenzie Bowell
to place me on some committee which had a
good deal of work to do, in order to keep in
touch with the legislation. He did so, and
selecting the Railway Committee, I at-
tended every meeting, as I promised, and
solely to keep in touch with the legislation
of the country. I had no other object. It
certainly never entered my head to connect
it with politics or anything of that kind.
Therefore, when I was cut down to this
Private Bills Committee, which I look upon
as the very lowest position it is possible to
-appoint a man to—in fact you could not
put me on anything else but Divorce—I felt
that I was not fairly treated. I am very
glad that these gentlemen who come here
with all the vigour of youth are occupying
the highest positions. The Secretary of
State, who has the honour of leading the
House now—and whom I congratulate, is
richly deserving of it, and well fitted to fill
it—might have been disposed to have some
consideration for older members of the
Senate. But contrary to the chivalry of
those gentlemen who ought to have that
quality, the Secretary of State was forced,
to use a military term, to rush the position,
and he did.

I thought these gentlemen would meet and
negotiate for the improvement of the Senate.
A great deal was heard about Senate reform
some time ago. The Senate might have been

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN.

f
reformed from without, although the means

by which it could be is likely to be invoked,
no matter how bad it may be, but it might
be reformed from within. It might insti-
tute many reforms, viz., as to its duration—
as to the eligibility of different persons to
enter it for other reasons than for political
services or support of party, and various
other conditions that might be discussed.
However, that was ignored, and now there
can be no doubt about the political nature
of the Senate. I never before felt that
it was decidedly political, because there
was not the element of party in it. In the
first place that Boston born institution, the

‘caucus, never existed here to my know-

ledge. I never was at one. That other in-
stitution belonging to party government,
the whip, I never heard of in this House.
I never was asked, directly or indirectly,
to vote for any measure. I was an humble
member who might have to be looked after,
yet I never was asked to vote. There may
have been others who were; I was not.
Perhaps they regarded me as the Striking
Committee have done on this occasion, but
I never took any political side in this House
except on that affair of the Yukon, which I
did not think was right. I voted as I did
on 'that occasion for patriotic reasons,
and in the interest of the country, and not
for the purpose of interfering in any way
with, or embarrassing the government.
Therefore, I think that, taking it all into

consideration, I was not treated . fairly,

and that I had a right to be placed in some
better position than I was, not for any other
purpose than to obtain knowledge of
legislation. I should like to know from
the Secretary of State, or some member of
the committee, on 'what principle the com-
mittees are formed ? They do not seem to
be formed on the basis of provincial repre-
sentation, and certainly not on the principle
of seniority. I do not know that they are
based on the education or experience of the
members. I do not know of any basis on
which to put it but politics. If that is so,
and that is announced, it ends the matter.
People can then understand that the Senate
takes its rank on the same level as the
House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It was in the past.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—Not with me. I
never voted that way. It ought not to be,
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because this Senate should occupy a high
position in the country. The unfavourable
opinion that people outside entertain of this
Senate, is due to ignorance. They do not
look intelligently into it. They look upon
it that we are here as Conservatives or

Liberals, and that we vote with our party. |

That is an erroneous idea, and I do not
think the House is constituted on that prin-
ciple.

The Fathers of Confederation in establish-
ing the Senate thought there would be
enough men in this country of sufficiently
high tone and patriotic views to sink their
personal and political feelings, just as a
lawyer does when he ascends the bench—
that the gentlemen coming in here would
feel they were entering a temple of justice
to vote in the best interests of the country,
and that each would try to fit himself as
an impartial judge ready to devote his time
and attention to what would promote the
interests of the people in general, not to
elevate any particular party, which would
criticise legislation in such a way as
would commend itself to those who
were criticised as well as to the critics
themselves. I should 1like the Secre-
tary of State to say if there be any
other grounds than the one I have sug-
gested for the formation of these com-
mittees. I say it without any idea of
hampering him in any way. If there be
any other I should like to know it. "I was
under the impression it was different, and
therefore I feel a great deal more keenly
the position I have been placed in, knowing
as I do the constitution of those committees.

Hon. Mr. KERR—The gallant knight who
leads the opposition in this House, has this
afternoon, in his speech, given one further
proof of his untiring industry. He has
shown by his close analysis of the person-
nel of the proposed committee, that he has
expended a great deal of time and thought
upon this question, and he thought fit in the
course of his address, with which I find no
fault, to mention my name. It so happens
that I have been proposed for four
committees. I wish to say that I am
not responsible for that. Since I en-
tered this chamber I have never spoken
to any member of the government, or any
one out of the government, requesting to be
placed on any committee. I simply have

tried to do my duty, as I shall in the future
try to do my duty on any committee on which
I am placed, not inquiring why I am there.
But it does so happen that I am just on
the same four committees that I have been
on for the last two or three sessions—

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. KERR—And I would fain
hope that I shall not prove a useless member
of any of these committees. I should like
to remind the gallant knight, if he has for-
gotten—and I think it only due to myself, al-
though I do not like to imitate a bad exam-
ple and blow my own trumpet—that I served
on important committees for several years
in the other branch of the legislature. He
knows that for the last thirty years I have
served on important municipal committees,
on university committees, and on other im-
portant bodies, so that although an un-
worthy member, perhaps, of these several
committees, I hope I shall be of some use
to them ; but as I said before, on whatever
committee I serve, whether it be on one com-
mittee, on two committees, on three com-
mittees, or on four committees, I shall al-
ways have before me the polar star of duty,’
striving to do my duty to my King and to
my country. I should like to throw out
a suggestion which might be slightly com-
forting to any member of this august body
who has been chagrined or disappointed at
being left from some committee, and com-
mend to such that comforting text of Scrip-
ture, which says, ‘In whatsoever state you
are, learn therewith to be content.

The motion was agreed to.

THE PRINTING COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the follow-
ing be added to the Joint Committee on
Printing :

The Honourable Messisurs :(—B2rnier, Carliag,
Sir John, XK.C.M.G., Cochrane, Dever, Dobson,
Ellis, Ferguson, Fiset, Gibson, Kiag, Macdonald
(P.E.I.), MacKay (Alma), MacKeen, Mernier,
O’Dcnohoe, Pelletier, Sir Alphoase, K.C.M.G.,
Primrose, Reid, Shehy:y, Templ>man, Watson.—
21,

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I1 should
like to call the attention of the House to
the fact that the House of Commons have
24 members on this committee. - I have
always understood this: was a joint com-




92

SENATE

mittee of equal numbers. We have only
21. That is in accordance with our rule,
but the Commons have twenty-four, and 1
think that is also in accord with their rule,
or if not their rule, it is in accordance with
the motion made by them last year.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—They had twenty-
four last year.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—In the
journals of last year they have the names
of twenty-four members. Why .should we
not have an additional three in order to
have an equal number with the Commons ?
And if so, it will be necessary to change
our rule which restricts the number to
twenty-one. 1 call attention to this fact
in order that the Senate may have its true
proportion on the committee. It is simply
a matter of principle. I do not know that
it makes much difference, but I think that
it should not be allowed to continue as it
is. The hon. gentleman should place a not-
ice mpon the motion paper to change the
rule which governs this House, and make
the number.for the Senate twenty-four, the
same as the Commons.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I should like to call
attention to the Joint Committee on the
Library. It stands in the same position.
We have seventeen for this House, and they
have eighteen in the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I thought I would leave
it till later on, and if some hon. gentleman
should express a desire to be on the .com-
mittee, we could put him on.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—But the hon. gentle-
man does not accede to our wishes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I did not make any
change since last year.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BO\ suLL—That
is no reason why we should continue the
inequality. :

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No.

The motion was agreed to.

_STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. °

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the follow-
ing gentlemen be the committee on Standing
Orders :

The Honourable Messicurs :—Beique, Carling,
Sir J., K.C.M.G., Clemow, Gillmor, Macdonaild
(P.E.L), Macdonald (Victoria), McKay (Truro),

« Yeo, Young.—9.

The motion was agreed to.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

BANKING AND COMMERCE COMMIT-
TEE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the following
members constitute the committee on Bank-
ing and Commerce :

The Honourable Messieurs :—Aikins, Bowell,
Sir Mackenzie, K.C.M.G., Casgrain (Windsor),
Clemow, Cox, Danduranid, Drummond, Fergu-
scn, Forget, Fulford, Hingston, 3ir Wm., Jones,
Kerr, Lougheed, Mackay (Alma), McDonald
(C.B.), McCallum, M :Millan, McSwe-ney, Miller,
O’Brien, Perley, Primrose, Thibaudz2au (de la
Valliere), Thompson, Sheyhn, Wark, Wood,
(Westmoreland), Wood (Hamilton), Yeo0.—30.

The motion was agreed to.

COMMITTEE ON RAILWAYS, TELE-
GRAPHS AND HARBOURS.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the following
gentlemen be appointed a committee on Rail-
ways, Telegraphs and Harbours :

The Honourable Maessiurs :(—Bzijue, DBaker,
Bcldue, Bowell, Sir Mackeunzie, K.C.M.G,,
Clemow, Casgrain (de Lanauliére), Dever,
Drummond, Ellis, Ferguson, Fiset, Gibsoa, God-
bout, Jones, Kerr, King, Kirchhoffer, Landerkin,
Lougheed, Lovitt, Macdonald (Victoria), Mac-
kay (Alma), McCallum, McDonald (C.B.), Mac-
Kay (Truro), McLaren, McHugh, McMillan, Mc-
Mullen, Miller, . O’'Donohue, Owens, Pelletier,
Sir Alphomse, K.C.M.G., Poirier, Scott, Temple-
man, Vidal, Wood (Hamilton), Watsomn, Young,
—10.

He said : In moving the appointment of
this committee I shall endeavour to say a
word or two in answer to the hon. gentle-
man from Kingston, who called my atten-
tion to the absence of any principle—or
rather, in explanation of the principle that
guided the Striking Committee) TUnfortu-
nately, in the past, and I may say it has
prevailed in the House since I have been
a member of this chamber for the last
thirty-four years, the committees have never
been settled on any principle. No fixed
principle has prevailed. It has been practi-
cally a matter of caprice, qualified somewhat
by the desire of particular gentlemen to go
on committees. Each gentleman, no doubt,
has a preference, and if one could so arrange
it as to suit every one, it would be extremely
desirable. It would certainly be most ac-
ceptable to myself if the wishes of every
hon. gentleman were gratified in that par-
ticular. But with a pretty accurate know-
ledge of the formation of committees in the
past, I venture to say they have been formed
simply on the—perhaps caprice is too arbi-
trary a word—but on no principle whatever,
neither as regards provinces nor the politi-
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cal aspect, though the political aspect is one
that has naturally crept in from time to
time. I have under my hand here, com-
piled by the clerk, the formation of the
several committees. Take, for instance, the
Library Committee, the first one to which
I alluded. You will find there that Ontario
is represented by three hon. members, while
Quebec was represented by cight in the
past. It is quite evident that there was
no attention paid to the province from
which the geatleman came. One would
naturally say, to do what is fair we should
have regard both to the provinces from
which senators come, and also to the politi-
cal aspect of the senators, because I think
both those elements are of very great im-
portance on these committees, and that the
province and the political aspect of the pro-
vince ought to be fairly represented. It
- will be seen, however, by a reference to the
actual figures in past years that neither
of those principles has in any way furnish-
ed a guide in the creation of the commit-
tees. . Take the committee we have just
dealt with, the Committee on Banking and
Commerce: while in 1894 Ontario had eleven
members on the comnmittee,
only eight. In 1898 Ontario had eleven and
Quebec only seven. Quebec’s number went
down. In 1900 Ontario went up again to
twelve and Quebec still remained at seven.
So that hon. gentlemen will see that there
was a very great discrepancy between the
two larger provinces. In the present list
one has b22n taken off Ontario and the
number reduced to eleven, and one has been
added to Quebec, making the number eight.
So that, so far as that committee is con-
cerned, there has not been an adherence
strictly to the old principle which prevailed
giving Quebec a very much less number
than Ontario. I think, as far as practicable,
one ought to give to each province an
average representation on each committee ;
that principle should. guide the cemmit-
tee. In reference to the political com-
plexion of the committees, the plan adopt-
ed in the House of Commons might be
adopted here, notwithstanding what the
hon. gentleman from Kingston says. With
an experience of thirty-eight years in this
House, I am obliged to say that the House
has divided politically on very many oc-
casions. I have had charge of government
bills which have been defeated, and in one

Quebec had |

case mparticularly, when a change of gov-
ernment took place, the same Bill was
passed by the Senate. I refer to the Esqui-
malt and Nanaimo bill. I do not propose to
go over the ground to show the very many
cases in which the Senate have thrown out
certain bills, and where the lines of division
were practically political, and on no other
basis. It was quite natural when gentle-
men came up from the other chamber—

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—When
the Bsquimalt and Nanaimo bill was
thrown out it was done by the votes of a
number of Liberals.

Hon.” Mr. SCOTT—The number of Lib-
erals in the Senate was very small at the
time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
does not dlter the fact which I have stated.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I hnve an indistinct
idea of one or two Liberals voting that way,
but I would not be positive.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
have a positive idea.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—What are the names ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I have
the names somewhere. I think there were
more than one or two.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—It can be proved
by the Journals of the House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Then, again, coming
to the Committee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbours, in 1894 the province of On-
tario was represented by thirteen, and in
1896 it had thirteen, Quebec having in the
former year only seven, and in 1896 only
eight. In 1898 Ontario had fourteen on the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbours, and Quebec had eight. - In 1900
Ontario had fourteen and Quebec nine. On
the present list Quebec has ten, one more
than it had before, and Ontario has fifteen.
Then, taking the political view of it, in 1894
on the Banking and Commerce Committee,
there was not a single Liberal from On-
tario. In 1896 there was one, in 1898 there
were two, in 1900 there were four. In 1894
there was not a single Quebec Liberal on
the Banking and Commerce Committee. In
1896 there was one out of nine. In 1896
Quebec had seven members in the Banking
and Commerce Committee, but not a Lib-
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eral among the number. Then coming to
the Committee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbours, in 1896 there were thirteen
members from Ontario, ten Conservatives
and three Liberals. In 1898 out of four-
teen from Ontario, eleven were Conserva-
tives and three Liberals. In 1900 there
were four- Liberals to ten Conservatives.
I find that proportion runs through all the
years.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—How many Liberals
were there in the House at that time ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—A good many more
in proportion to the number represented
there.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—How many ? Let us
judge of the proportions ourselves.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-If
hon. gentlemen look at the Governor Gen-
eral’s reasons advanced for not appointing
Mr. Desjardins and one or two others after
the elections of 1896, it will be found that
he stated that there were only six. I wish
it to be distinctly understood that I do not
hold Lord Aberdeen responsible for that
statement. It must have been done at the
instance of the hon. gentleman’s colleagues,
because it was not strictly correct.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Then on an important
committee in this chamber, the Contingent
Accounts Committee, the Liberals were left
off year after year. To my certain knowledge
there were gentlemen acting in political
unison with myself who were anxious to
serve, and were not permitted to be on that
committee, and I maintain that they were
entitled to a fair representation on any just
principle that should have guided the selec-
tion.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Is the hon. gentle-
man answering the speech he made last
year ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hon. gentlemen know
that, as a rule, in this chamber, I have
endeavoured to throw oil on the troubled
waters, and to smooth over matters as
much as I could, and during the very long
years I have made an endeavour to get the
committees to work as smoothly as possi-
ble. If I could not’get all I wanted I was

content to take the best I could, and I

think it was good policy or I would not
have had as much as I got. On the Con-
Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

tingent Accounts Committee, out of seven
members from Ontario, in 1900 and in the
previous year, there was only one Liberal.
In Quebec in 1900 out of six members
there was only one Liberal. In New Bruns-
wick they had only two, and there was one
Liberal. So that hon. gentlemen will see
it was only reasonable, when the Liberals
came to any strength in this chamber,
that they should certainly—and they would
be wrong if they had not demanded it—
secured proper representation on the com-
mittees. They had not a representation be-
fore. The figures prove that fact, and I
maintain that that is one of the items. '

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I rise to a point of
order. The hon. gentleman is quoting from

‘a document. I should like to have it laid

on the Table.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Certainly, I will lay it on
the Table when I have finished. In refer-
ence to the formation of those committees
in the first place, my view—which has not
prevailed in the past—is that the fair and
proper way to form committees would be
to consider first, how are the provinces
represented as to their numbers, and the
next would be to give the political represen-
tation in the province a fair representation
in the committees. It is exceedingly dif-
ficult to do that in all cases, because there
are many gentlemen who desire to be on
particular committees. The Railways, Tel-
egraphs and Harbours Committee and the
Contingent Accounts Committee, are the
committees that attract senators more than
any other, and it is very difficult, indeed,
to make the proper arrangement and gratify
the wishes of those who desire to be on the
committee. Except in regard to those two
committees, I state—and I think the facts
bear me out as I have given the evidence
to the House—that as little disturbance as
possible was made with the existing com-
mittees. The facts are there to speak for
themselves. No changes were made prac-
tically except on two committees, the Con-
tingent Accounts and the Railways. I did
claim that the Liberals were entitled to a
larger representation on the Contingent Ac-
counts Committee. - I stated so from the
beginning. I stated that the government
ought to have a majority on that commit- )
tee. That is my conviction, on the prin-
ciple that as the government is responsible
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~ for the expenditure, they ought to have
control of that committee. I have time and
again commented on the extravagance of
that committee. I do not propose now to
go into the figures, but it is quite notorious
that in past years there has been an ab-
sence of responsibility, and there has been
a good deal of log rolling, I do not mean
to say that the Liberals have not been quite
as responsible for that as the Conserva-
tives, but the government could not be
charged with responsibility so long as they
had not a proper representation on the com-
mittee. |,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Could the Hon. Sec-
retary of State tell me why, in that case,
he, as a member of the government, con-
sented to be left off that committee ?

Hon,, Mr. SCOTT—Mr. Templeman was
put on the committee in my place.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—But he has not had
the hon. gentleman’s experience.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It was not necessary to
‘put two members of the government on the
committee.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Then the hon. gentle-
man might have remained on the committee
and let Mr. Templeman go elsewhere.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I found there were sev-
eral gentlemen who wanted to be on that
committee, and I have no particular love
for the committee. So long as the govern-
ment had a majority on the committee, I
thought it would be perfectly safe. The
majority would accept the instructions they
would receive, and the expenditure would
be kept down.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Does the hon. gentle-
man mean that it would be conducted on
party lines ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—They wanted control
over it, in order that the government could
check the expenditure, and for that reason,
the Hon. Secretary of State leaves his name
off the committee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—But I left a represent-
ative on the committee, Mr. Templeman,
who has plenty of time to look after it.

Hop. Mr. LANDRY—But at that time he
was not a member of the government.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
Hon. Secretary of ‘State  has discussed

the Contingent Accounts Committee as
well as the Railways Committee. Does
he propose to discuss the Contingent Ac-
counts Committee again, because other-
wise the remarks must have left a wrong
impression upon the minds of those who
have listened to them. When he spoke
of the extravagance and the necessity for
the government controlling it, we must infer
that in the future they are to have the con-
sciences of all the Liberal members in their
pockets, and are going to control them as
they please on the committee. I can tell him
that in the past the Conservative members
of that committee were no more responsible
than the Liberal members who support the
government for the extravagance to which
he refers. In fact, the leaders in what he
terms extravagance—I am not prepared to
say it was extravagance, but what he desig-
nated as extravagance—were members of his
own party. In fact, are we to understand
that whatever the government decree the
majority of that committee will do ? I have
a little better opinion of the members of this
House than to suppose that the government
are going to twist them in their hands in
any way they please. I believe the members
will think for themselves in the future, and
all I desire to say is, it was not the Conser-
vative members more than the others who
were responsible for the increases of sal-
ary to which he refers.

Hon. Mr. FORGET—I did not hear the
Hon. Secretary of State mention the changes
in that committee. In reference to the other
committees, the hon. gentleman mentioned
the names and the changes, and by whom
these gentleman were replaced, but he has
not done so in this case. I think the Bank-
ing and Commerce Committee should be
taken up first. The motion for the adoption
of the Banking and Commerce Committee
has not been carried yet.

The SPEAKER—Yes, it has been carried.

Hon. Mr. FORGET—I should like to know
why the hon. gentleman has not mentioned
the changes in the Railways and Canals,
before putting the motion to this House. I
see my name has been taken off, and 1
should like to know the reason why. It
is a very delicate question for me to speak
about. I am perhaps not well known here
by a great many hon. gentlemen, and es-
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pecially those who have been manipulating
the committee—that is, one of them. The
other (Hon. Mr. Dandurand) should have
known me. He has known me a great
many years, and he knows the interests 1
represent in Moptreal in railways and navi-
gation. Of course I do not like to say any-
thing .about it, but I do not know why the
hon. géntleman is trying to humiliate me
before the whole country by taking my
name off the committee, where I should be
before even the Committee on Banking. 1
am a banker and a broker, and I may be
of some service to the House on that com-
mittee, but if I am useful there, I would
be ten times more useful on the Committee
on Railways and Canals. I owe it to the
different companies I represent in the city
of Montreal. There are three companies
of which I am president, representing a
capital of five millions of dollars. I have
always made it a point to attend the meet-
ings of the Railway Committee. I have
sometimes been absent, but very seldom,
especially when there was important busi-
ness before them. I daresay I have not
attended in the House as steadily as 1
should have, but whenever there was any-
thing before the Senate that I thought re-
quired my presence, I made it my duty to
be here, and than a great many hon. mem-
bers of this House who come here to at-
tend for half an hour and go away. When
I was here I was here for the whole sit-
ting of the House.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I can answer
the hon. gentleman’s inquiry. As the Hon.
Secretary of State has sald, the Liberal
members of this chamber thought they
were entitled to a fair share of representa-
tion on some of the most important com-
mittees. They thought they were entitled
to a majority of one or two on the Railway
Committee.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—They have four.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—They came to
the meeting, and quite naturally—and 1
think the hon. gentlemen on the other side
will appreciate the motives which dictated
their conduct—they thought it did not per-
tain to them to declare who should repre-
sent the regularly constituted opposition in
this chamber upon the divers committee.

‘We offered to the hon. gentleman opposite to

Hon. Mr. FORGET.

allow them to choose nineteen representa-
tives on the Railway Committee, provided
we got twenty-one. As the hon. the leader
of the opposition declared in this chamber
a moment ago he and his friends declined to
make that selection, because it entailed the
sacrifice of a number of his own friends.
We were not prepared at that moment to
make ‘as careful a selection for my hon.
friend as I think we could have done, if we
had known that that would be the attitude
the minority in that committee would take.
We tried to do for the best, and why my

.hon. friend who has just preceded me has

been left out, and some others of his own
friends in the province of Quebec preferred,

- was simply because he was on the Banking

Committee, a committee where I think he has
more experience, where it appeared at all
events to_the majority, his own qualifica-
tions and his own calling gave him a greater
right to be, and when it came to examining
his own right to be on that committee, com-
pared with the right of some of his friends
to be there, I know that the principal motive
that dictated the conduct of the majority
was that those who remained of the
province of Quebec of his own party
were more faithful 'attendants of this

chamber than himself. I know that the

hon. gentleman is one of the busiest
Montrealers that we have and one whose
achievements we are the proudest, but when
we came to sacrificing some of his friends,
we thought he could not very well at-
tend a number of committees in the
morning, as he—with myself—usually came
on the morning train to attend the afternoon
sessions, and as some names had to be sac-
rificed, his was left off, but the principal
reason for his being left off was the fact
of his own friends declining to point out
who could most often attend, and who de-
sired most to be on the committee. My own
conviction was that the hon. gentleman was
fairly indifferent as to the committees on
which he would have served, because of
the numerous affairs which he has to look
after in Montreal, and which detain him
forcibly at his home. There was a general
desire to do for the best on that committee,
and the hon. gentleman will see that this
is the only committee where some of my

hon. friends opposite were sacrificed. The
Hon. Mr. Cox was also relieved from serving
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on the Railway Committee. It was for
the same reason that he, with the hon. gen-
tleman opposite, was struck off—his numer-
ous duties demanding his presence in Tor-
onto. He was left on the Banking Com-
mittee. As I say, we were taken by surprise
by the attitude of the leader of the opposi-
tion when he said : ‘ We will not select our
nineteen; you can do it yourself.’ We tried
to do the best for all. As a matter of fact,
we should have preferred to leave the hon.
gentleman from Montreal on that com-
mittee, and if his assertion is right—I am
not .a member of that committee, and can-
not speak of his past attendance—there are
members of that committee who would glad-
ly make way for him if he can give the
time he says he could give, because he ac-
tually did not attend often last year at the
meetings of the committees. But there was
absolutely no bias in the mind of any one
in the majority of that committee against
any particular colleague of ours in this
Chamber. We thought we were entitled to
a majority of one on that committee, and
some had to give way to the new blood we
were infusing into that committee.

Hon. Mr. FORGET—I have been accused
of not being here last year. I had to go
away for my health to pass the winter in
Europe. The hon. gentleman says I do not
attend the Railway Committee meetings be-
cause I take the morning train to come to
the capital. The hon. gentleman is wrong.
If he refers to the record of the Railway
Committee he will see that my attendance
there compares very well with the attend-
ance of half the members of that committee.
He also says that my business being so
large in Montreal, I cannot very well at-
tend to the committee. I think I am the
best judge of that. The Banking Committee
does not require my attendance very often.
I do not believe that committee meets more
than half a dozen times during a session.
The Railway Committee is a very important
committee, and meets twice a week. I have
attended to meetings twice a week often,
and I think I have done my duty, and I de-
fy the hon. gentleman to prove the con-
trary to this House. As far as my own
affairs are concerned, if 1 was not able. to
give the time that I should give to that com-
mittee, I am the best judge of it, and I

would not accept the positon if I could not [ on this committee.

7

discharge the duties, because if a man can-
not give time to the work of a committee,
it is only fair he should give way to others.

Hon. Mr. BAKER—Whatever may have
been the cause for the omission of the
name of the hon. gentleman from the Rail-
way Committee, I am sure that all agree
it was a mistake and a misfortune that it
should be omitted. To rectify that mistake
and to remove the effect of that misfortune,
I ask this House, with perfect sincerity and
all earnestness, to substitute the name of my
hon. friend for mine on that committee, and
I hope the House will not hesitate to do so.

Hon. Mr. FORGET—The thing has been
done. I have been slighted, and I am will-
ing to remain as I am. I shall not take the
seat of any of my friends on the com-
mittee. ‘

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE—It is very rarely I
address the. House, but I think the Senate
would like the explanation I am going. to
ask for. The Secretary of State, in two or
three of the first committees that he moved,
seemed to go into detail as to why some
members were left off. Now, he wants to
spring the most important committee .on
the House without a proper explanation.
I want to know, for instance, why I was
struck off altogether. I have been a mem-
ber of this House I think twenty-eight
years or more. For a great many years I
have been on the Railway Committee. I
probably, in a political sense, have never
interfered much with the House, but- if
I had any ordinary intelligence, I have al-
ways tried to use if for the betterment of
my country and people, as my past record
during the last thirty years will show, the
interest I have taken in the North-west and
British Columbia. The risk I ran, to begin
with, in trying to open up and show we
have a country there, history will prove,
and it is not necessary for me to explain,
that now. I felt that if there was any com-
mittee I wanted to be on—I have Leen on
only two for the last three years—it is the
Railway Committee. I could not very well
come up here at the opening of parliament.
As it has turned out, it would not have
amounted to anything if I had. I wrote to
my friend, the leader of the opposition, to
try and see that my  -name was continued
He has explained that
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he did try, but without avail. My name
was struck off and I was put on the
Printing Committee, which is practically
no committee at all. I feel very keenly
that I was left out altogether. There might
have been courtesy enough not to snub and
kick an old man out of a committee to make
room for those who have just come in. I
should like the Secretary of State, before
"he gets through with this Railway Com-
mittee, to make an explanation why such
and such names were left off and for what
reason my own, amongst others, was left
off.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman has based his claim on the
principle laid down Dby the Secretary of
State, that in the House of Commous the
~ committees are formed upon the basis of
the political complexion of the house, and
he claims that the same principle should
prevail in the Senate. The hon. gentleman
from Delorimier (Hon. Mr. Dandurand) said
that they were entitled to a majority on the
Railway Committee. That I deny. The
Conservative majority, if we are to discuss
the question of politics, is five in this Sen-
ate, but you had the opportunity, unfor-
tunately, of having a majority at the time
you formed the Committee on Selection.
The government took advantage of it, and
bave sacrificed such gentlemen as those
who have just spoken, the Hon. Mr. Sulli-
van, the Hon. Mr. Cochrane and the Hon.
Mr. Forget. I desire also to say that the
hon. gentleman’s langnage was not strictly
correct in reference to the position I took
. on the committee myself. We are all vio-
lating the rules in referring to what took
place in the committee, and I shall move
that the proceedings of that Committee on
Selection be laid before the House. Then
we will know better how these selections
were made, and who voted to put these gen-
tlemen off and who to keep them on. The
position I took was this, that as you pro-
pose having a majority by putting off a
number of old members of the committee,
which was not in accordance with the for-
mer practice, we declined to take the re-
sponsibility of putting any of our friends
off. Your said ‘select your friends.’ We
said no. The Secretary of State will re-
member to put this question to me:
‘You desire to have all yomr friends re-

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE.

main on the committee.’ I said ‘precisely,
and fill up the vacancies with your friends
as was done in the past. If you have six
new members, till the vacaneies with them.
We were not prepared to assume the respon-
sibility of saying to men who are more
interested than many of us in the busi-
ness pertaining to the different committees,
put them off. The hon. gentleman took that
responsibility, and when the proceedings
are laid before the House they will show
how it was manipulated. You have taken
advantage of a temporary accidental ma-
jority at the time, and I suppose we may
judge by this little act what we may ex-
pect when hon. gentlemen opposite have a
real majority. I have not had an oppor-
tunity of analysing the statement made by
the Secretary of State as to the past. It
may be strictly correct. I am not going to
dispute it; but he should remember that
many of the years to which he refers were
years in which the Liberal element in this
House was very small, and as I called the
attention of the House to the fact, they put
in the mouth of the Governor General of
this Dominion a statement that there were
only six or seven Liberals in the House at
the time, and he gave that as a reason for
his refusal tb reappoint to the Senate those
who had resigned to contest elections in
1896. How is it possible if that statement
were correct, that the Liberals could have
many on the committees. In the face of
the fact that Liberal members, when they
were numerically very weak in the Senate,
were put on four and five committees, and
some more, how can the charge be made
of political bias at the time ? One would
suppose, to hear the Secretary of State
make his statement, that the House was
tull of Liberals at the time, and conse-
quently they were not properly represented
on the committees. I have called the at-

.tention of the House over and over again

to the fact that the Liberals were on more
committees than Conservatives were—ne-
cessarily so, because they were less in num-
ber than the Conservatives, and for the rea-
son that I have given that they should
have representation. They were put on
four or five committees for two reasons,
First, that the Liberals were weak, and
were entitled to be on more committees
than Conservatives were, and second for
their ability and their adaptibility to the
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particular committees on which they were
appointed ; but when you say you have the
right to a majority on the committees you
have none except the right that a temporary
majority gives. ;

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The reasons given
by the Secretary of State for refusing to
leave the—

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I did not make any
explanation. ;

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I beg the hon. gen- '

tleman’s pardon. It was not the Minister
that answered, but the prospective minister.
The reason given by the hon. gentleman
from De Lorimier for removing the name of
my hon. friend, the member for Sorel, from
the Committee on Railways and Canals
does not apply to me. I am not interested
in Banking and Commerce. I am not living
in Montreal. I do not go down every day
to Montreal. I am always in Ottawa dur-
ing the sesison. I was not in Europe last
year, so all those reasons which my hon.
friend found to justify his actions in re-
gard to my hon. friend for Sorel do not
apply to me. I want to know, for my own
sake, what are the reasons for removing
my name from the Committee on Railways
and Canals. I want to know - from the
Secretary of State and from him alone what
are the reasons ? '

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There was no special
reason. A gentleman from the province,
a friend of the government (Hon. Mr. I'iset)
was liut on in place of the hon. gentleman,

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—There are no reasons
at all ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No reasons whatever.

The motion was agreed to.

COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the following
hon. gentlemen compose the Committee on
Private Bills :

The Honourable Messicurs :(—Armand, Baird,
Bcucherville, de, C.M.G., Carmicha2l, Casgrain
(de Lanaudiére), Church, Devsr, Dobson, Ful-
ford, Gillwor, Godbout, Gow12, C.M.G., Hingston,
Sir Wm., Kt.,, Landry, M:Hugh, McSweeney,
Merner, Montplaisir, O'Brien, J’Donohoe, Reid,
Robertson, Shehyn, Sullivan, Thibaudeau (Ri
gaud).—25.

The motion was agreed to.
T3

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the follow-
ing hon. gentlemen compose the Committee

on Contingent Accounts :

Tha Honouvable Messieurs :—Bernier, Bolduc,
Casgrain (d2 Lanaudi2re), Ellis, Fulfcrd, Fiset,
Gibson, King, Landerkin, Landry, Lovitt, Mc-
Callum, McDonald (C.B.), McLaren, McMullen,
Miller, Montplaisir, Owens, Pellgtier,
K.C.M.G., Perley, Power (Speaker), Templeman,
Vidal, Watson, Wood (W=a3tigoreland).—25.

The motion was agreed to.

DEBATES COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the following
hon. gentlemen as a committee on Debates
and Reporting :

The Honourable Messieurs :(—B?2ij1e, Bernier,
Ellis, Kerr, Macdonald (P.E.I.) McCallum,
Robertson, Thompion, Vidal.—9.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I would ask the hou.
gentleman if he could not revise that list.
1 do not care which side it is on, but I
should like the French element to be more
represented on that committee. It deals
with the reporting and translation in the
French language.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I should be glad to con-
sider the suggestion. What hon. gentleman
would like to serve on the committee ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I propose that Hon.
Mr. Poirier take the place of one of those.
Hon. Mr. Beique was named in my place,
was he not ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, he was.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Could not Hon. Mr.
Landry himself be placed on that commit-
tee 7 d

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I move that Hon. Mr.
Poirier’s name take the place of Hon. Mr.
Kerr’s on the committee.

The amendment was agreed to, and the
motion as amended was adopted.

DIVORCE COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the following hon.
gentlemen as the Committee on Divorce :

The Honourable Messieurs :—Baker, Gowan,.
C.M.G., Kerr, Kirchhoffer, Loughzed, McMullen,

Primrose, Templeman, Wood (Westmoreland).
—9. Gro b o ;

The motion was agreed to.

Sir A., -
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THE RESTAURANT COMMITTEE,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the commit-
tee on the Restaurant be composed of the
following hon. gentlemen :

The Honourable Messieur: :—The Honourable
the Speaker, Bolduc, McKay (Truro), McMillan,
McSweeney, Miller, Pelletier, Sir Alphonse, K.
C.M.G.—T7. . .

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, March 20, 1902.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock. )

Prayers and routine proceedings.

'BILL INTRODUCED.

* Bill (A) An Act respecting Applications
for Railway Charters.—(Hon. Mr. Casgrain,
De Lanaudigre.)

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Might
I ask the hon. gentleman if that is a copy
of the Bill as introduced last year, or has it
been amended in any way ?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—The Bill now in-
troduced is, I think, the same as the_ one pre-
sented to the Railway Committee last ses-
sion. '

REGINA. LAW LIBRARY BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (19) An Act relating to the
Regina Law Library. He said : This Bill
is embraced in four lines, authorizing the
“Governor in Council to transfer to the law
society of ‘the North-west Territories the
law library now at Regina. It was pur-
chased by the country some years ago, and
from time to time has been auued to, and
it ‘was thought better to transfer it to the
law society at Regina, on such terms as
may be arranged with the Department of
Justice.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Do I

understand that thisis transferring property
Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

| expense.

belonging to the Dominion to the law
society of the North-west Territories ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE. BOWELL—
Is that intended to relieve the country
in the future of any further expendi-
ture in adding to that Ilibrary, or is
that placed, in the same position as
the old libraries in the other provinces,
sustained and supported and added to by
the funds of the society, the fees paid in
by the lawyers ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I understand we free
ourselves of any further responsibility in
transferring this library to the law society,
that they are to take charge of it hereafter,
and that we are no longer expected to con-
tribute towards it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—They
are to maintain it at their own expense ?

Houn. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, at their own ex-
pense. We get rid of it.

Houn. Mr. FERGUSON—It would seem to
me that the proper way to do would be to
transfer that library to the Governor of the
North-west Territories, and let him make
any arrangement with the law society they
think proper. We are transferring a public
asset to a law society of which we know
nothing. - We do not know its status, or posi-
tion, or its ability to take care of these
books, or do the work of managing that
library. It seems to me the better way
would be to transfer the library to the gov-
ernment of the North-west Territories and
let them transfer it to the law society in
existence there, or in any way they choose.

Houn. Mr. SCOTT—The library was origi-
nally formed for the benefit of the profes-
sion there, and the judges thought the bet-
ter way, in order to relieve the government
of the entire responsibility in the future,
would be to transfer it to the law society,
which was an organized iustitution there, so
that hereafter, in the purchase of the books
that require to be bought from time to
time, the law society should defray that
.There are, I may say, through all
parts of Ontario, in the various counties,
law libraries which are maintained by the
profession, and I assume it is intended that




MARCH 21, 1902

101

the profession shall keep up this library
in the future. They probably would be bet-
ter custodians of it than the government.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—I suppose all the
judges agree with that ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Oh, yes.

Hou. Mr. FERGUSON—I should like to
ask my hon. friend if he can give us some
information about the law society ? How
many professional men reside in Regina ?
It may be there are no more than two or
three there altogether.

" Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am unable to give the
number, nor can I tell the number distri-
buted over the Territories. I will endeavour
to ,furnish that information at the next
-stage of the Bill when we go into com-
mittee.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Fridey, March 21, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (B) An Act relating to the Ottawa
Northern and Western Railway Company.—
(Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

Bill (No. 7) An Act respecting the Canada
Southern Railway Company —(Hon. Mr.
McCallum.)

Bill (No. 13) An Act respecting the Can-
ada and Michigan Bridge and Tunnel Com-
pany.—~(Hon. Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (No. 15) An Act respecting the River
St. Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel Com-
pany.—(Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell.)

Bill (No. 18) An Act to incorporate the
Velvet (Rossland) Mine Railway Com-

pany.—(Hon. Mr. Macdonald, B.C.

Bill (No. 20) An Act to incorporate the
Battleford and Lake Lenore Railway Com-
pany.—(Hon. Mr. Perley.)

Bill (C) An Act for- the relief of John
Hamilton Ewart.—(Hon. Mr. Primrose.)

Bill (D) An Act for the relief of James
Bijown.-—(Hon. Mr. Landerkin.)

Bill (E) An Act for the relief of Thomas
Henry Radford.—(Hon. Mr. Watson.)

PROVINCIAL AUTONOMY FOR NORTH-
WEST TERRITORIES.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to ask the govern-

ment :

If the government of the North-west Terri-
tories have made application to enter confed-
eration under full provincial autonomy, and
if so, what are the terms and conditions pro-
posed by them ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The government of the
North-west Territories have made an ap-
plication to the government of Canada for
recognition of portions of the territory as
provinces. No action has been taken upon
it, nor is likely to be in the near future,
and unless with the consent of the gov-
ernment of the North-west Territories, it
would not be proper to bring down the
papers, or give any information. At pre-
sent they are confidential and liable to be
changed at any moment.

. 'Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Do I understand

from the hon. Secretary of State that there
is no prospect of anything being done at an
early day with reference to this matter ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It would require par-
liamentary action, and I do not think any-
thing could be consummated during the
present session.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Might I ask the
hon. Secretary of State if the matter is
under the consideration of the government ¥

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, it is of course
under the consideration of the government.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Might I further
ask why the delay ? I understand the
executive of the North-west Territories have
been in Ottawa on two or three occasions
discussing the subject with ‘this govern-
ment, and I might say that public senti-
ment throughout the whole of the territor-
ies has asserted itself very strongly in
favour of immediate action being taken
with reference to this important matter,
and this government hitherto has express- .
ed its willingness to give provincial auto-
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romy to the Territories upon the same be-
ing asked. Therefore, in view of those
circumstances, it seems to me very strange
that ‘some action has not been taken during
the present session. Centainly, the public
of the North-west anticipated that this gov-
ernment would bring down some measure
along those lines.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think there are some
matters that will have to be further con-
sidered beftore final action can be taken.
The areas of the provinces, whether it shall
be one or several, the centres, the .capitals
of the provinces, and a variety of questious
of that kind have not really yet been dis-
‘cussed sufficiently to arrive at any fair con-
clusion.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I understand that
the great difficulty in the way—and I ima-
gine that to be the case from the fact that
the bon. gentleman says there is no action
to be taken in the very near future—is that
they do not wish to do anything until after
the next federal election on account of some
difficulty that may arise in connection with
the school question in that country. Is
that so ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, I have not:heard
that mentioned. .I bave not heard any
mention of it in that connection.

'

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 10) An Act respecting the Or-
ford Mountain Railway Company.—(Hoa.
Mr. Owens.)

REGINA LAW LIBRARY BILL.
THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (No. 19) An
Act relating to the Regina Law Library.

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. senator from
Queen’s desired some information which I
promised to give at this stage of the BIIL
He inquired as to the number of the pro-
fession in Regina. I find there are eight or
nine lawyers practising there, and that there
are between eighty and ninety practising
altogether in the North-west Territories.
This library is for the use of the profession
throughout the North-west, the court sitting
en banc in Regina. The law association

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

itself has already purchased a number of

books, outside of the contributions made
by the government.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I have been look-
ing into the matter, and find that there is
a law society in the North-west Territories
and that it is thoroughly equipped for
taking care of the law library. I am quite
satisfied on that point. Is it essentially a
law library or is it also a parliamentary
lbrary ? .

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It is altogether a
law library. -

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Where is
library housed at present ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—In the Regina
court-house. .

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Which belongsto
the territorial government ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No, to the federal
government.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—We are only
passing over the books ? The library
building in which they are housed at pre-
sent has not been disposed of, I suppose ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No, it belongs to

the Dominion government. The court en
banc sits in Regina twice a year.
. Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—It seems to me it
would have been as well to have conveyed
the books to the government of the Terri-
tories and let them make arrangements
with the law society. That would be the
proper course to pursue, because there may
be details in the transaction with which we
are not at all conversant.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—This is done at
the request of the law society and with the
concurrence of the government.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—We know that the
lawyers would take the earth if they could
get it, but if this library is transferred with
the consent of the government, I suppose
it is all right. '

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The government
have no use for the law library and the
lawyers have.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED, from the com-
mittee, reported the bill without amend-
ment, .

The bill was then read a third time and
passed.

The Senate adjourned.

that

A
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, March 24, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

MINUTES OF THE STRIKING COM-
MITTEB.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved :

That an Order of the Senate do issue order-
ing that the minutes of the meeting of the
Special Committee appointed to strike the
Standing Committees, held on the 21st February
last, be laid upon the Table of the Senate.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—This is very unusual.
I do not remember in many years a similar
motion having been placed on the Order
paper of the Senate. No good purpose can
possibly be served by it. The report of that
committee was accepted and adopted by the
Chamber. It was perfectly competent for
the Chamber to have thrown out the report,
or to have referred it back to make certain
changes—any changes that the House indi-
cated. The hon. gentleman is very well
aware of the changes that have been made,
and I have no doubt has examined the re-
port, and I cannot conceive that any good
purpose can be served by having recorded
in our journals how ihdividual members of
the committee voted in the selection of
committees. It was a very delicate duty
the committee had to perform. There were
introduced into the Chamber this session,
no less than six new members. A number
of new senators were introduced the
latter part of last session, and it became ne-
cessary to make provision for these senators.
In doing so changes had to be made in com-
mittees, many of them very much to be
regretted. 1 regret myself having had to
make certain changes, but the conditions
had altered, and the new state of affairs had
to be considered, and the House very pro-
perly recognized the situation and adopted
the report. Gentlemen on the committee
were anxious to meet the views of those
who desired their friends to be placed on
certain committees. My hon. friend, the
leader of the opposition. withdrew from one
or two committees in-order that some more
aspiring gentlemen should be permitted to
occupy seats on these particular committees.
The hon. gentleman from Calgary, also a

member of the Striking Committee, did the
same. I myself dropped out of two com-
mittees in order to givg place to gentlemen
who desired to be on special committees. It
was not possible to meet the views and
objects of all, and therefore there neces-
sarily was some disappointment. Possibly
at a later date those disappointments may
be corrected. My hon. friend surely does
not want to have placed on record that I
substituted Hon. Mr. Fiset’s name for his. He
is already aware of that fact. I think he was
told of it before. I ask the hon. gentleman,
therefore, to withdraw his motion, and if
he does not, I ask the House not to introduce
a precedent of that kind, because it some-
what disturbs the fair and candid action
of a committee, if their course has to be in-
dividually canvassed and criticised after the
report comes to be laid on the Table. I
should hope, therefore, if the hon. gentle-
man will not withdraw his motion, that the
House will see the propriety of not having
the report recorded in the journals of the
Chamber.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—You promise to do
better next time ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We will make some
chaqges.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—There
is a good deal of force in the remarks which
have been made by the hon. Secretary of
State, but while, as he says, this is a sing-
ular motion, unprecedented in the history of
the Senate, he should also have added that
the action of that special committee was
also unprecedented in the history of this
body. Were it not so; I am quite sure that
the hon. gentleman (Hon. Mr. Landry) would
not have put this motion upon the Notice
Paper. For myself, I very much regret
that the hon. Secretary of State, as leader
of the government, has adopted the policy
of the majority in another branch of this
legislature, of suppressing information when
it is asked for in parliament. No harm can
possibly arise from laying the proceedings of
that committee before the Senate, if the
statement of the hon. Secretary of State be
strictly accurate—that 1is, if everybody
knows who were left off the committees
and who were substituted therefor. I can

see no reason why the proceedings should
not be laid on the Table. It is quite true ’
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that my hon. friend for Prince Edward
Island, and also my hon. friend from Cal-
gary and myself asked to be relieved of one
or two committees for the purpose of allow-
ing gentlemen who have been in the
Senate a longer period than either of us to
remain on those committees. Had we ac-
cepted the proposition made by the man-
ipulators of that committee, then some
others who are just as much entitled—I
would say more entitled—to positions on
the committee, than either of the three
gentlemen I have mentioned, would have
been struck off, and the Secretary of S_tate
" would not, of course, have made the motion
because he was chairman, and with his
friends would have had the disagreeable
duty, as they consider it w be their duty,
to strike off certain other gentlemen, one
of whom ‘sits on my left, and who has been
in the Senate since confederation, and has
been one of our most attentive members. Not
being particularly anxious to serve on the
committee, he would have been relieved of
the grave responsibility of deciding who
should be appointed a charwoman at 80
cents a day. We relieved ourselves from
.. that responsibility, and for the reasons which
I have given. Irepeat, there can be no harm
in having this report laid before the Senate.
I desired individually to be relieved of the
responsibility of having voted for striking off
members of committees, who had been chair-
men for four or five years, and without any
rhyme or reason other than that some new
member who had never been in the Senate
before this year, and who had no expcrience
whatever on committees, should take their
place. I wish to be relieved of that re-
sponsibility for one, and I hope the Secre-
tary of State will not divide the House upon
‘this question : if he does, we will have to
record our votes, and the country will know
who it is that suppresses information from
the House and from the public when it is
asked.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS—I was a member of the
committee, and I can say for myself that,
as far as I gave votes, I voted without any
personal animus, and am indifferent as to
whether the facts become public or not, but
I view the matter this way : the Striking
Committee made a report to this House,
the matter was discussed on the report of
the committee, and this question, to come

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

up properly, should have come up before
the House adopted the report. The leader
of the opposition, in his very moderate ob-
servations, says he sees no harm in it; I
see no good in it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I was
repeating what was said by the Secretary
of State. He said that everybody knew what
was done, and if everybody knew, there
could be no harm in making it public.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS—The hon. gentleman did
not advise the House to vote for it, but
took the view there was mno harm in so
doing. Now, I say the matter has passed
over. No good whatever will result from
disclosing the proceedings of the committee
to the people, because I presume the mem-
bers of the Senate can inform themselves
if they want to. I am satisfied they should
be informed, as far as I am concerned, but
what is the use of going back on a matter
of this kind when it is passed ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELI—The
hon. gentleman referred to the debate and
what took place when the consideration of
the report was before the House. He may
remember that I stated then that in order
that the Senate and the people should know
how the proceedings of the committee were
conducted, if no one else would move that
the proceedings of the committee should be
laid before the Senate, I would do so.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS—I was not present when
the hon. gentleman made that announce-
ment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—If the
hon. gentleman looks at the reports, he will
see that I gave notice to that effect; but
the hon. gentleman from Stadacona has
taken it up, otherwise I should have done
it myself.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—AIll this shows
there should be some rule either written or
verbal, having some regard for territory,
seniority and, above all for regular attend-
ance, which I place above any other. In
that way many of those difficulties could be
avoided, and it would prevent those in-
justices, I call them, because it is a flagrant
injustice for an old member to be excluded
from any committee no matter what side
of the House he happens to be-on. I say

‘members who have been here for years,
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should have an opportunity, to keep in
touch with the legislation, by being on one
of the important committees. As I said
before, the Printing Committee and the
Private Bills Committee are of no account.
There are only two committees that any
senator would care to be on. The blue rib-
bon is the Railways and Canals, and next
is the Banking and Commerce. The element
of politics has been brought in, and must
be reckoned with for the future, and if the
party in power should have a majority on
the committee, the same men would remain
on indefinitely. If that is to be the rule,
how can I obtain a position ? Am I to can-
vass the members of the Striking Commit-
tee ? It is obnoxious to one’s sense of in-
dependence and the position he should as-
sume when he enters this House. I am not
particularly careful whether this motion is
carried or not I do not see what
masonry there is about it. I suppose
any one could obtain a copy of it if de-
sired. I am certain all irritation could
be avoided in future if some system were
adopted. I hold that regular attendance
should be the first qualification, because I
know there are men on committees who
come here only when an important subject
is discussed. It is not fair that the hard
working, careful man who.is always in at-
tendance should be passed over. There are
other things which are unfair. It is painful
to be mentioning grievances, after all when
you analyse it philosophically, it reminds
one what Cromwell said of the mace. 1
hope. the result of this debate will be some
system of fair-play—some system which will
give satisfaction to all the members of this
House, one they shall feel content with no
matter how humble they are, one under
which they will be treated with justice and
fair-play.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—It is rather refresh-
ing to hear some hon. gentlemen opposite
addressing the House in the language they
use at the present time. About a year
ago I took exception to the report of the
Striking Committee, and I ask hon. gentle-
men to look over the debates of last session
and see what their attitude was then. Talk
about fair-play in the present session—
there are some three or four committees on
which the Liberals have majority. I think
they have four of a majority on the Rail-

way Committee, and one on the Contingent
Accounts Committtee, and some Reform
chairmen have been elected. Mr. Drummond,
however, a very worthy gentleman, is chair-
man of the Committee on Banking and
Commerce, and the government have not
taken undue advantage of the opposition
as they might have done, and as the oppo-
sition did of the government at the com-
mencement of last session. ILast year out
of forty I think the Liberals were allowed
twelve members. It was very unfair and
unjust. On the Contingent Accounts Com-
mittee, they only had six out of twemty-five
members. That was the justice we got

 from them. I suggested at that time that

some rules might be laid down to give the
hon. gentlemen, who represented one party
or the other a fair representation on those
committees. I am satistied that rule is carried
out in the House of Commons, and the
gentlemen representing each side, ought to
select their own ‘men for the different com-
mittees. I think it is but right and fair.
Gentlemen have complained in the House
of being left off committees they wished to
beé on. They have to look to the leader
on their side of the House for their ap-
pointment. I think that is-the proper place
to look. It appears to me to be very un-
fair‘and, in fact, childish for members of
that Striking Committee, when they fail to
get .their own way, to say they won’t play
at all. That is what the hon. leader of the
opposition said in connection, with this
committee—because he could not have his
own way he would not nominate anybody,
and therefore he was not responsible for
the committees. The gentlemen on this
side of the House nominated those they
thought best fitted for the committee. If
we were to listen to the arguments of some
hon. gentlemen here, that in order to have
a new man appointed to a committee some
senator must die, we would have to wait
a long time for some appointments. I
agreec with the hon. gentleman from Kings-
ton (Hon. Mr. Sullivan) that the membrs who
are best fitted ought to be selected to serve
on those committees, and men who attend
the work of the session regularly, and
only by doing that can you secure the most
efficient work on the committees in the in-
terests of the country at large. I simply
wish to call attention to the fact that last
session, when I objected to the composition
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of those committees, very strong grounds
were taken in maintaining the position, and
adopting the report they adopted last year,

though it was manifestly unfair, only six
" members representing the popular side of
the House in the country, on the Contingent
Accounts Committee, and only twelve on
the Railway Committee. It was certainly
unfair. Hon. gentlemen were laying down
a precedent at that time which they thought
was right and just, and now they complain
because they happen to be in a minority. 1
am inclined to think that it would be in the
interests of the Senate generally not to lay
down a precedent that reports of select com-
‘mittees should be brought before the
House. Most of the members of the Sen-
ate know fairly well what the Minutes of
the Striking Committee were, because it is
a Select Committee, and being a Select
Committee, the proceedings are supposed to
be of a private character, as I should un-
derstand from its being a Select Committee
for that particular purpose. If this motion
is adopted, it will hamper men who are
selected for that purpose, if the Minutes
of the committee are to be brought before
‘the House when they exercise their best
Judgment. - I think it is a bad precedent
to adopt, and I do not know that it has ever
been done before. It seems to me it would
be well to carry out the suggestion of the
Secretary of State, that the hon. gentleman
should withdraw his motion.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—It is very
unfortunate that party politics should enter
into matters of this kind. I sat on that
committee for the first time it was or-
ganized until last year with the Secretary
of State, and I think he cannot say to the
contrary—that the question of politics never
arose in appointing members to those com-
mittees. There are certain men who have
been for years on committees, and the
trouble has been to find room for new
members without putting old members off.
Every request the hon. Secretary of State
made was granted. We pulled harmoni-
ously, and the question of politics never
entered into our heads. It may have
occurred to others, but it was never acted
upon, and the committees were formed in
the best way possible. I was put off the
Internal Economy committze this year. 1
think nothing of that. You cannot find

Hon. M. WATSON.

room for everybody. If a man is on two

committees, it is all he can expect. I
wished to get off that committee the second
year I was on, but the cox_nmittee would
not consent. I was not present at the
debate on this question the other day,
but if there was a complaint that in-
justice had been dome to any of the
Liberal members that they were not made
chairmen of the committees, it was a very
poor and very small thing. By the prac-
tice of the Senate old members were chair-
tnen of the committees, and there was a
feeling not to depose them. They were
elected by Liberals and Conservatives,
year after year, and there has been the
greatest harmony in the committees, no
very important political questions came be-
fore us in which one party claims prece-
dence or a majority over the other. I hope
that, as far as we can, we will drop those
feelings, because there is on our part only
a desire to do the right and proper thing.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The hon. gentle-
man from Marquette has no right to say
that a serious injustice was done last year
to the Liberal party in the appointment of
the committees of the Senate. A state-
ment was made on another occasion that
for a great many years the Liberal party
were not allowed a single chairman of a
committee of this House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—An important chair-

man.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The Striking Com-
mittee last year put the Liberal party in
this House in a position to elect chairmen
on two committees, Private Bills and Print-
ing. On both those committees a majority
of Liberals were placed last year. It is
quite true that there were a great many
changes made last year, and those changes
were in the direction of giving the govern-
ment side a larger voice in the committees.
They were not as great as some gentlemen
on the-other side would have liked, but they
were brought about in a natural way, on
account of the deaths or resignations of old
members of the House, and they were
brought about to such an extent as would
give gentlemen on the other side of the
House a very certain assurance, seeing the
way that death had passed through our
ranks during the last year, that if this gov-
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ernment should remain in power at all
events it would not be long until they
would get all the representation on the com-
mittees to which they were entitled accord-
ing to their numbers. The principle had
always been respected in the Striking Com-
mittees, as far as I know, of not making
changes except such as would come in a
natural way. What has happened this
year ? The bon. gentleman from Sher-
brooke, who has been on the Railway Com-
mittee for many years, disappeared from
that committee. His place is taken by a man
only appointed recently to this House. One
hon. gentleman from Montreal, a gentleman
more thoroughly identified with the trans-
portation question and the harbours in Can-
ada than perhaps any other representative
in this House, has disappear2d from the
Railway Committee. The hon. gentleman
from Kingston, an old member, and a good
attendant at the meeting of the committee,
has been removed from the Railway Com-
mittee., I might mention two or three
other gentlemen as well. There were many
vacancies, maay decaths -occurred in the
ranks of senators during the last year, there
were many natural vacancies to fill, and my
hon. friend the Secretary of State tells us
truly that there was a disposition shown on
the part of members of the Striking Com-
mittee on this side to make it easy by
dropping out ourselves and making way
for others. But I am not going to
discuss what took place in committee.
That will come up if this motion carries.
What I refer to happened, that old, ex-
perienced and valuable members of com-
mittees were ruthlessly removed and new
members put in their places. A good deal of
feeling has been the result. It is a pity it
should have occurred. I do not think it was
at all necessary. I exonerate my hon. friend.
the Secretary of State, from very serious
responsibility in connection with this mat-
ter, both in the House last year and other-
wise. I have watched my hon. friend and
I feel that whatever he did in the matter,
he did with the very greatest possible re-
luctance, and I believe if he had not been
pressed by others he would not have
displaced old friends, although political
opponents of his, on those committees
where there were no questions of political
importance coming up. I believe it is due

to the hon. gentleman to say that his was
not the moving hand that has brought about
the changes. I believe some comparatively
new members of the House have not been
satisfied to wait, as others of us have doue,
for vacancies coming in the natural way,
in order to be put on the more important
committees, that they have pressed my hon.
friend too severely in the matter, and the
consequence is that we have had these
changes made which I think are regrettable,
and regrettable more especially on account
of the feeling which they have occasioned in
the House. Seeing that, it is evident that
harm has been done, that a wrong has ‘been
done, it is quite right that the minutes of the
committee should come out in order that
it may be seen who is responsible for it.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I was not a member
of the Striking Committee, so I ignored en-
tirely what took place at its meetings. I
came here and heard the discussion going
on, and was told of certain facts which
occurred in the committee, in one way by
one side of the House, and in another way
by the other side. So that I do not know
really what took place. I want to know.
‘Who will deny my right to ascertain what
took place, if I proceed in the regular way ?
I have made a motion to have these minutes
brought before this House and who opposes
the motion ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The leader of the
House. In the name of liberty ! '

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In the name of the
good feeling and harmony in this House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Good feeling and har-
mony ! It is a pity that in the name of good
feeling and harmony he did not take an-
other course when he proposed the formation
of those committees. Who is the cause of
the bad feeling and the lack of harmony
that exists now ? There is no precedent,
says another member, for this motion. Why,
it is a select committee, and select com-
mittees’ reports and minutes are brought
before the House. We had a select com-
mittee last year on the Cook charges, and the
minutes of that select committee were
brought before the House. 'No one com-
plained. I am just doing in the case of this -
special committee what was done in connec-
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tion with other special committees at
the time, and yet, in the name of harmony,
in the name of I do not know what else,
the hon. member rises and opposes the
motion. We will see what the pulse of the
House is on the question. We. will see if
liberty has anything to do here, or ‘what he
calls harmony.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The political aspect will
come out, I suppose.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The hon. gentleman
is leaving it out in the name of harmony.
That is what he calls it. In accordance with
the precedents that I have cited, I will not
withdraw my motion. But I would not like
to take my hon. friend (Hon. Mr. Gillmour)
by surprise in having him second it. I thought
the motion would be carried unanimously,
and as I was not showing any' political
animus—

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I just asked my hon.
friend to second the motion. It appears now
there is a political aspect to the motion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I should not like to
put my hon. friend in a bad position
before this House, and if he will allow me
I ask permission to withdraw his name and
substitute that of Mr. Bernier. I suppose
that will be harmony. '

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I intended to vote
against the motion, but.I have changed my
mind and I will vote for it.

~ Hon. Mr. GILLMOR—I do not regret that
I have seconded the motion. I am not quite
satisfied with this arrangement. I have been
here three sessions and have been on two
very inconsequential committees, and had a
desire to be put on a committee of rather
more importance. I made a request in ref-
erence to that, but was refused. However,
I do not think it is worth while to leave
my friends on this vote.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG—Speaking as a new
member of this House, it strikes me that
hon. gentlemen will have some difficulty in
finding a precedent for this motion. The
precedent referred to does not apply, because
the Cook committee was a special commit-
tee, and specially instructed to report the
‘evidence and findings to this House. The
facts are, to my mind, that at the beginning

Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

of the session a Striking Committee was
formed by this hon. body to select members
to serve on the various committees during
the session. That committee met and report-
ed. That report was accepted by the House.
Therefore the whole trend of the discussion
to-day has been to re-debate the action that
has been taken by this House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—No, no.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG—The report of that
committee was accepted and acted upon.
Therefore it is business that has been passed
upon, and the decision of the House has
been given. The motion before the House
is to produce the minutes of that committee.
We have already before this House the
customary record of the committee, the
report, and on that report we judge of the
committee’s work. I am not going to say
that the action of the committee was en-
tirely satisfactory or was not satisfactory—
that is past and settled ; but let us look at
the proposition of my hon. friend from
Stadacona in the bearing it will have upon
our procedure in the House. While I may
be wrong, it strikes me that the usefulness
of our committees depends very largely
upon the fact that there is freedom of
Adiscussion and action in the committee,
and we know by practice that the rules
of the House properly debar reference
to what has taken place in the commit-
tee. . That practice gives to our com-
mittees a free hand which might not other-
wise prevail, and they act on measures
and the business submitted to them in a way
best calculated to promote the public inter-
ests. . My hon. friend suggests to-day that
these minutes should be produced before
the House. We have the report, which
should be enough, but he wants the details.
If we establish that precedent to-day, where
are we going to stop ? Any hon. member
who is dissatisfied with the work of any
committee, will feel that he has a right to
rise in this House and move that all the
details of what occurred in that committee
should be laid before the Senate. I do not
think that the Senate should place itself in
that position. Therefore it is not fair to the
committee or to the House, and I do not
think it is in accord with practice to pro-
duce such proceedings. I have not had time
to look this matter up. I thought the motion
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would very likely be withdrawn, but I ran
into the library for the moment, and from
what I could see in a cursory glance at the
authorities it.is a practice which has not
been approved of, at least in the English
House of Commons, and I fancy that a rule
that is good there would be good here. I do
not question the generosity of the leader of
the opposition on that committee. We know
he is a generous man, and we know he has
nothing to hide. I do not question the
generosity of the Secretary of State or of
any other member of the committee. I fancy
the Striking Committee has nothing to hide.
I am not asking the House to consider it in
that light at all, but to consider it in
the light of the future course of events. I
think we should take the report of the com-
mittee, and do with it as the wisdom of the
the House sees fit ; but when we ask for the
details of what took place before the com-
mittee, unless the committee has acted irre-
gularly, or exceeded its powers, or done
something which the House did not instruct
it to do—unless it had met without a quorum
—unless there was some charge made which
would at least awaken in us a desire to see
that the committee was properly constituted
and the work properly carried out—failing
these charges being made—and my hon.
friend has not suggested anything of the
kind—I do not see what good it can do to
bring before this House the details of the
deliberations of that committee, when the
House has already taken action on the re-
port. The precedent, in my opinion, is not a
good one, and I would ask the House to
" consider it. I ask my hon. friend to look at
it in that light and withdraw his motion.

After the discussion we have had, he will.

probably have accomplished all he had ia
view in bringing it before the House. Fail-
ing that, I ask, Mr. Speaker, if in your
opinion, it is a proper motion. But I would
prefer the hon. gentleman to withdraw the
motion and not place on record such a pre-
cedent.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—If my motion was
to be followed by another one affecting
the debates and proceedings of this House,
and the decision of this House on the re-
port of the Committee of Selection, it might
be objected to, but I have nothing of the

kind in view. Taking the motion as it is,

have I not a right to ask for these details ?

Every member of this House has a right
to ask for the correspondence between.any
department and a stranger ; yet we are told
that we have no right to know the details
of the proceedings of any of our committees.
I think the proposition is absurd.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—I wish to call
the attention of the House to the opinion of
Sir John Bourinot on a question of this kind,
page 516 :—

Thoush it is the practice, whenever neces-
sary, to report the minutes of proceedings of
the seiect comimittees of the House of Com-
mons, it seems that the same usage does not
obtain in the Senate. In the case of a bill re-
specting the G.T.R., reported in 1883 from the
Committee on Railways, Canals and Harbours,
some of the members of the committee request-
ed the chairman to submit the minutes of pro-
ceedings -to the House. No such course, how-
ever, was-taken, as there was no special mo-
tion made in the committee, and the chairman
on inquiry found that it had been the practice
of the sessional committees on private bills to
report not their minutes of proceedings in full,
but only the general results arrived at, though
it was admitted a different practice prevailed
with respect to divorce bills, and certain mat-
ters referred to select or special committees,
in which cases evidence was taken and the
facts brought out that it was advisable to lay
before the House.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Was not this a
specigl committee ?

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—This is a select
committee.

The difficulty in the case in question appears
to have been the absence of a motion regu-
larly proposed and put in the committee. As
clearly stated by one of the members at the
time of the discussion in the Senate, if it was
considered desirable on any occasion to de-
part from the general practice of the House,
it could be done in two ways : first, by instruc-
tion to the committee from the Senate ; and
secondly, by the action of the committee itself.

The committee has not taken that action,
so that, while it undoubtedly is in the power
of this House to order that these minutes
shall be produced, I think it is contrary to
practice and all precedents. It would be, in
my opinion, establishing a rather dangerous
precedent, but I am free to confess, as a
member of that select committee, I have
no personal objections to the production of
all the minutes of proceedings. The leader of
the opposition suggested the other day, when
this report was being adopted, that I took
an offensive, or rather an active, part in the
proceedings of that committee, an imputa-
tion that I disavow altogether.. It is un-
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necessary, perhaps, to discuss what takes
place in the committee. If the report {is
brought down it can be seen, and I am pre-
pared to defend any action I took with re-
spect to what I did in the naming of these
committees. I think my hon. friend who
has moved this motion would best serve
that harmony which he wishes to ‘preserve
at all times in this House, by letting this
matter drop after the discussion we have
had. I have no desire to continue debating
this question, because it is only adding fuel
to the flames, and continuing a little feeling
of dissension which, in my opinion, should
not exist in this chamber.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—What
the hon. gentleman has read from Bourinot
Jjustifies the course we have taken. It says
no report should be made unless by instrue-
tion from the House. In the Cook case, and
many others, when it was thought an in-
vestigation should take place, the committee
were instructed to report from time to time
to the House. Bourinot says: *First by
instruction to the committee from the Sen-
ate’'—that is precisely what was done in the
Cook case. )

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—But not in this
case.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—'First,
by instruction to the committee from the
Senate, and secondly, by the action of the
committee itself —that is, the committee can
instruct the proceedings to be reported to
the House. Then the rule of the House of
Lords provides for the reporting of the
minutes of proceedings—that is, of com-
mittees. It does not restrict it to one com-
mittee or to any committee, and in any case
what is not provided for in our rules we
are guided by the rules which govern the
House of Lords. Now, to adopt the sugges-
tion of the hon. gentleman would simply
mean this, that the Senate should divest
itself of the power of asking for informa-
tion which the members of the Senate think
should be given to the public, or to the
House itself.. No one, not even my hon.
friend, who has had a very long parliamen-
tary experience, having been Speaker of a

legislative assembly in Manitoba for a num-

ber of years has even indicated or insinuated
Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN.

that we had not the power to do it. He only
deprecates it because he thinks some bad re-
sult is to follow. If I put it in another way
I hope it will not be offensive. They object
to - the production of these proceedings
simply because they do not want the Senate
or the public to know what they did in the
committee, or who it was that committed
what my hon. friend very justly says was
a wrong to certain members. I cannot con-
ceive it possible that any one could take
what my hon. friend has read and draw
the deduction from it that he does. When
I said he took an active part on the com-
mittee I did not mean to say it offen-
sively. It would be the last thing I would
say, because we both belong to a profession
Whigh is never offensive to any one.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—How does the
hon. gentleman interpret that last sentence
of the quotation from Bourinot ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—* The
rules of the House of Lords provide for the
report of minutes of .proceedings,’ says
DBourinot.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—That has noth-
ing to do with this case.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I think
it has, otherwise I should not have quoted
it, and I do not think the hon. gentleman
should have read it if he did not think so
too.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS—AIl that has been read,
and, indeed, all that has been said, has re-
ference to the question whether the action
of the Senate would be influenced or could
be influenced by the production of the min-
utes, the object of getting the information
which is sought. In this case it is abso-
lutely impossible to alter the proceedings,
or do anything further in connection with
the matter. The hon. gentleman aumits
that, and-therefore what is the good of it ?
I add my request to have the motion
dropped. No good can be served by the
production of the minutes. It is better not
to proceed any further, and set a precedent
which at some future time may come up in
an awkward sway.

The Senate divided on the motion, which
was adopted on the following vote :—
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SUBSIDIES TO THE NORTH-WEST
- TERRITORIES.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired of the gov-
ernment :(—

If they have provided for or are going to
give the government of the North-west Terri-
tories a larger grant of money to carry on :he
government of the North-west Territories than
they did last year, and if so, about what
amount ? :

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The main estimates are
on the Table. I am not aware that there
is any largely increased amount. The sup-
plementary estimates, however, have not yet
been considered. The hon. gentleman will
get his information when they are brought
down and laid on the Table.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-—I anticipated that
that would be the reply. It is hardly fair
or reasonable to expect the government of
the North-west Territories to carry on the
government of the country in view of the
large increase of immigration—which is
the result of the government immigra-
tion policy—it is hard to expect them
to maintain schools and provide for such
a rapidly increasing population without
funds. Last year there was a large short-
age to meet the requirements of the govern-
ment. I think they were short about $150.-
000. This year the deficiency will be still
greater, and I am sure it would be very

‘| unfair to the people of the Territories if the

Dominion government, out of the large rev-
enues they have, do not provide a sum to
meet the requirements of the people there,
and not force them to resort to higher taxa-
tion than they have at present. Mr. Haul-
tain on one occasion said If there was not
a larger grant we would have to get pro-
vincial autonomy and look after ourselves.
I understood the hon. gentleman to say it
was not the intention of the government to
grant provincial autonomy. What are they
to do ? They can not raise the money them-
selves, and the government here will not
give them enough money to carry on the
government of the Territories, In no part of
this Dominion of Canada do the people con-
tribute, in proportion to their numbers, so
much to the revenue of the country as the
people of the North-west Territories. We
contribute on all the articles we have to
use. We have to buy the manufactured
goods of eastern Canada or imported goods,
and have to contribute largely to the rev-
enue, and if the government fold their
hands now and refuse to give us money
for the schools, roads and bridges of that
country, it is most unfair. I hope when
the government will see the matter in its
true, light and in the supplementary esti-
mates appropriate a sufficient amount to
enable the government of the Territories to
carry on the administration of affairs in the
way it should be done.

A FRENCH SENATOR IN THE CABINET.
: INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired of the gov-
ernment :
" Whether it is the intention of the govern-

ment to give the French element a representa-
tive in the Federal Executive in the Senate,

‘by appointing a French Canadian Senator to

this position ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is not intended at
present to make any change in the personnel
of the government, either in this chamber
or the other.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—What is the scope
of ‘at present’ ?
THE RAILWAY COMMITTEE ROOM.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Before
the Orders of the Day are called, I should
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like to ask the Secretary of State whether
any arrangements have been made for the
occupation of the old Railway Committee
room that was formerly occupied by the
Railway Committee of the House of ‘Com-
mons ?. That room really belongs to the
Senate part of the building. At confedera-
tion, I understood, on account of the greater
number of members in the other House,
the Senate consented that that room should
be occupied by the Commons for railway
purposes. Since last session the government
have constructed a very large addition to the
House of Commons accommodation purpose-
ly for the Railway Committee. Our Railway
Committee room is too small, as hon. gentle-
men all know, for the purpose for which it
has been used. On a hot day when it is
full, with forty members and all the people
who are interested in' railway legislation,
it becomes almost intolerable for any one
to remain there any length of time. The
Secretary of State will remember K we had
a conversation with reference to this matter
some time ago, and he undertook to bring
it to the notice of his colleague and ascer-
tain whether the Minister of Public Works,
without our taking any action or making a
demand, would surrender their use of it to
us for railway purposes. I do not think it
is a matter of any consequence for any
other committee. I have understood since
that, from the hon. Secretary of State, that
the Commons would willingly allow the
Senate to resume control of that room for
railway committee purposes. It has occur-
red to me, having received a motice for the

meeting of the Railway Committee, that I |

should call the attention of the Secreatry of
State to what has taken place, and ask if
any arrangements can be made by ‘which
the Senate can use that room for the Rall-
way Committee. I think all will recognize
the necessity for i, ‘particularly as the
warm weather is coming on and we should
not be jammed into a small room,. where
we have to raise the windows eand create
draughts, or suffocate,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Immediately after the
conversation to which the hon. leader of
the opposition has alluded, I saw Mr. Tarte
and suggested to him the propriety of plac-

ing the old Railway Committee room at the |

disposal of the Senate for the use of the
Railway Committee, and he acquiesced. 1
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

presume nothing more will be necessary.
I did intend to bring the matter to the notice
of the Speaker of the other House, although
he would have no control, but Mr. Tarte
readlly approved of the proposition, and I
would suggest to the committee, as they
are to meet to-morrow, they should meet
there.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWLKLL—The
meeting to-morrow, of course, will be a very
informal one. There is not much to be
done. There is only one Bill, and the chair-
man of that committee, no doubt, will take
steps to see that we have the use of the
committee room.

THE STRIKE AT VALLEYFIELD.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I should like to ascertain
from the Secretary of State if he intends
to give an answer to my second question
relating to the strike at Valleyfield ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—To-morrow.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Why does the delay
occur ? .

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is not easy to get
answers to questions immediately.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Am I to understand
that as a matter of principle, the govern-
ment is never prepared to answer a ques-
tion the first day ? I understand an election
is going on in Beauharnois. Is it for that
reason I am unable to obtain an answer ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I will get the answer
to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Per-
haps the Secretary of State has not been
Informed of the facts, yet I do not see how
the money could be paid without an order in
council, and the Secretary of State should
know all about that. It is simply a ques-
tion to be answered, yes or no. No, unless,
as my hon. friend from Stadacona insinu-
ates, the reply might affect the election
which is to take place on Wednesday.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not think it will

-affect the election one way or the other.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL;If the

;government have paid the money and not
;demanded a refund from the municipality,
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it is an unprecedented thing. The respon-
sibility rests upon the municipalities where
the difficulties take place and not upon the
government.

Hou. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—Had not the
hon. gentleman better wait until he gets
the answer ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I am
drawing an inference. I think the hon.
gentleman is right, we had better wait.

APPLICATIONS FOR RAILWAY
CHARTERS BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS moved (in the absence of
Hon. Mr. Casgrain, de Lanaudiere), the
second reading of Bill (A) An Act respect-
ing applications for Railway Charters.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—That Bill requires
a long explanation.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS—The Bill is similar to
. the one which was before the House last

~session, when it was referred to the Rail-
way Committee. The object of the Bill
is to prevent railway charters being issued
when there are not railways behind them.
This is a mere formal motion.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—What innovations
are made by this Bill ?

Hon. Mr. ELLIS—This is a project of a
new law.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
would call the attention of the House to the
fact that there has been no representation
from the Committee on Standing Orders
with reference to any of these Bills.

The SPEAKER—That rule does not apply
to this Bill.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—This is a very
important Bill, and the gentleman who has
it in charge, who has no doubt studied it
more closely than my hon. friend has had an
opportunity of doing, ought to make a full
explanation to the House before the Bill
goes to committee.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
Bill is not printed.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I would further
point out to my hon. friend that this
Bill is peculiarly applicable to the Rail-

8

way Act. In fact, it should be incorporated
into the General Railway Act, if passed at
all, and as the promoter of the Bill is not
present, and as the House will be regarded
as acceding to the principle of the Bill, if it
is allowed to pass the second reading with-
out discussion, it possibly might be to the
advantage of the Bill that it should stand
over for further consideration. It seems to
me the government of the day should ac-
cept the responsibility of departing from a
well-established procedure with reference
to applications for railway charters. The
principle of the Bill, if passed, involves a
very large expenditure with reference to
railways, and it seems to me that it would
handicap, to a very serious extent, applica-
tions which might otherwis2 be made in
good faith with reference to enterprises
which might be carried out. I might in-
stance the case of applicants for a railway
charter in the Yukon or North-west Terri-
tories, or in any part of Canadian territory
where very costly surveys would have to be
carried out ba2fore it became possible to
make an application for a railway charter.
Parliament has granted applicants at the
present time upon giving a general descrip-
tion of the character of work to be carried
out, pamely, by the production of plans be-
fore the Railway Committee, or something
of that nature, to proceed with their appli-
cation, but this Bill purposes that applicants
shall make costly surveys, that they shall
send engineers over the route, that they
shall prepare plans and profiles and assume
very heavy expenditure before taking the
initial step of making application to par-
liament for the granting of a charter. It
seems to be that it is entirely superfluous.
It calls upon applicants to expend a very
large amount of money without there being
any necessity for so doing. I know there
has been a considerable opposition to the
granting of railway charters in the manner
which obtains at the present time, but hon.
gentlemen who have been protesting
against the passage of railway legislation,
have not been able to point out any great
grievance which exists, or any abuse of
the charters granted by parliament, by
reason of the present procedure. If an
applicant comes before the Railway Com- .
mittee seeking a railway charter, he is com-
pelled, under the rules—of course the com-
mittee can dispense with it if necessary— to
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produce a plan showing in a very general
way the merits of the application which he
has in view. He is further called upon to
advertise in the public press, and in the
‘ Canada Gazette.’ It seems to me the public
interests are served by the regulations which
obtain with reference to railway charters,
and particularly as they obtain in their
application to a new country, district or
territory which it would be very costly
to traverse by engineers. Therefore, I
opposed this Bill when it was submitted
to the Railway Committee last session
or the session before. The principle of
the Bill seems to me to be unsound or
uncalled for. If it is a principle which is
sound, which the public demand, the gov-
ernment of the day who are charged with
such legislation, should bring down a BIill
and amend the Railway Act and take the
responsibility for it. I do not think it should
be introduced by a private member.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—I do think
the Bill introduced last year by the hon,
gentleman from de Lanaudiére was one
which the House should have accepted.
Those who have appeared before the Ralil-
way Committee in the House of Commons
have frequently made applications for
charters covering almost the whole coun-
try, and without any definite plan laid
down, except that it goes from one
point to another. As hon. gentlemen who
have attended that committee know,
these charters are very frequently ob-
tained, and put on the market for sale,
and all the interest the parties had in
them was what they could make in
selling them to parties who would build the
road some time afterwards. It is unfair
that a section of the country should be cov-
ered with a charter for a railway when
there is really no intention on the part of
the parties obtaining the charter to con-
struct the road, and the bona fides of the
parties applying for the charter would cer-
tainly be best manifested by their making a
survey of the country through which the
road was to pass, and then it would come
before the committee with some degree of
assurance they would be prepared to ex-
plain how they were going from point to
point, and what surveys they had made—it
would show they intended to build the rail-
way. But as it stands to-day, any man can

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

apply for a charter, particularly in the north-
western country, which the members of our
committee know very little about, and to
them it makes very little difference where
the line is to run. The Bill introduced by
the hon. gentleman is one that should be
carefully looked into by the Railway Com-
mittee, and if, as I believe, it is in the
interests of the community at large, it
should be passed. To continue the present
system of granting charters for railways
from point to point without any idea of giv-
ing to the Railway Committee the exact
location of the railway, I think is very un-
fair to the country, and I do hope this
Bill will be allowed to go to the Railway
Committee, where it can be thoroughly dis-
cussed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—AnR ob-
jection has been raised that it has not been
printed in both languages.

Some hon. MEMBERS—The Bill is printed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
notice paper does mnot indicate that it is
printed. I do not desire to discuss the mea-
sure. It is very drastic in its character, and
should be fully explained. I am not exactly
in accord with my two hon. friends beside
me who have spoken in regard to this Bill
For a wonder, I am inclined to join with the
hon. gentleman from Hamilton to a certain
extent, and I am of opinion that it is of such
an important character that the government
should assume the responsibility of -dealing
with it. When it comes up for discussion
properly, we can treat it on its merits. Some
may think, on looking at it, that it is a
measure to encourage the employment of
surveyors and engineers.

The SPEAKER—The objection having
been taken that it is not printed in both
languages, the Bill will have to stand over
till to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS—This Bill is printed in
English and in French, and I would ask
that it be made an Order of the Day for -
to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland)—I think
a day should be fixed for the consideration
of this Bill when the gentleman who intro-
duced it will be present.

The SPEAKER—It can be postponed if
he is not here to-morrow.
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Hon. Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland)—That is
quite true. It appears to me—and I mention
it now so that the gentleman who has
charge of it can comsider it—that it is not
a proper Bill to be sent to the Railway Com-
mittee, that it should be committed to a
_committee of the whole House. The Bill
itself embodies an important principle which
it 1s proposed to incorporate in regard to the
railway legislation of the country. This is
the proper place to discuss the principle of
the Bill and settle it. The object in sending
bills to the Railway Committee is to enable
the details of the Bill to be disscussed, and
allow the committee to bring before them
persons from outside who can give informa-
tion for or against the Bill. I do not know
that it is necessary to make provision for
that at this stage. I do not know what the
discussion will develop. The hon. gentle-
man in charge of the Bill should be prepared
to explain it.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS—I trust the House will
make due allowances for my youth and in-
experience, but I have an excellent pre-
cedent for the course I am proposing. 1
‘am doing this for my next-door neighbour
at his request. The hon. gentlemaun who !
moved the Bill is reported in last year's'
debates of this House as having stated in'
four lines what the Bill meant. I could |
not do it in that space. My hon. friend
opposite made a good speech against it,
but the House then decided to send it to com-
mittee. To-morrow the House can discuss
it again or postpone it, but I will make a
motion to keep it alive, if my hon. friend is
not here.

Thé order was allowed to stand.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (F) An Act to incorporate the
Bishop of Moosonee.—(Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

The Senate adjourned.

- THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, March 25, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
8%

THE VALLEYFIELD STRIKE.
INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY rose to inquire :

If the government has paid the forces called
to help the civil authorities in the late strike
at Valleyfield, or has it promised to pay the
amount, or part of the amount, to which they
were entitled ?

To whom and when was such payment made,
and what is the amount thereof ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The answer to the first
question is yes. The payments were made
on the 17th October, 1901. The amount

paid was $4,481.01.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Could
the hon. Secretary of State inform the
House upon what principle an exception
was made in the case of the riot in Valley-
field ? In all other cases where there have
been difficulties arising from strikes, the
municipalities have been compelled to pay
the expenses of calling out the militia or the
volunteers to suppress the riots. This is
setting a precedent that may lead to claims
by other municipalities and other corpora-
tions. I remember a very severe strike on
the Grand Trunk Railway upon one occa-
. sion which cost a good deal of money. The
i troops had to be brought from Toronto in
order to put a stop to it, but the parties in-
terested had to pay the whole expense. 1
know of no case where the government has
paid it. I know also of a case which arose
a year or two ago in the county just across
the river where the municipality refused to
pay, but they were obliged to. Could the
hon. Secretary of State tell us whether the
case at Valleyfield has been made an excep-
tion to the rule ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am not familiar with
the facts other than having a general know-
ledge of them. The Militia Act provides
that the Militia Department may pay the
troops and may afterwards force the muni-
cipalities to pay. There is a special provi-
sion made for that arrangement.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Is the
hon. gentleman sure of that ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Will the hon. gentle-
man tell us if the government paid the
amount subject to reimbursement by the
municipality ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am only furnished
with the information I have given—specific
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answers to the questions put. I have not
looked into it myself. I did not think it
was necessary.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—If my
recollection serves me, the government
denied all responsibility in the matter, de-
claring that they did not call out the mili-
tia, that they had nothing to do with send-
ing the volunteers to Valleyfield, and con-
sequently were not responsible. The hon.
gentleman says he has given all the infor-
mation he is possessed of. Perhaps it would
be as well if he would furnish the House
with a little further information, because
it is an important question. It is laying
down a precedent which may be applied to
all difficulties of that character in future,
and if the responsibility to put down strikes
in municipalities is to rest with the govern-
ment, it will be claimed that they should
all be treated alike in the different pro-
vinces.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am only speaking from
memory, because I have not looked into it
for a great many years, but my impression
is, the municipality is liable. If the troops
go unpaid through a dispute with the muni-
cipality, I think the Crown is authorized to
pay, and then seek payment from the muni-
cipality.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My impression is
altogether different—that the municipality
has to pay, that a claim may be made after-
wards to reimburse the municipality. That
was the case in the county of Ottawa ; the
municipality had to pay, but they had a
claim on the government of Canada to re-
imburse them. ;

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I have sent for the
Statutes of Canada, and I find in the Militia
and Defence Act, cap. 41, sec. 5, it is pro-
vided :

When the active militia, or any corps thereof,
is so called out in aid of the civil power, the
municipality in which their services are required
shall pay them, when so employed, the rates
authorized to be paid for actual service to offi-
cers and men, and one dollar per diem for each
borse actually and necessarily used by them,
together with an allowance of one dollar to each
officer, fifty cents to each man per diam, in lieu
of subsistence, and fifty cents per diem in lieu
of forage for each horse, and in addition shall
provide them with proper lodging, and with
stabling for their horses; and the said pay and
aliowances for subsistence and forage, as also
the value of lodging and stabling, unless fur-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

nished in kind by the municipality, may be re-
covered from it by the officer commanding the
corps, in his own name, and wh2n so recovered
shall be paid over to the persons entitled
thereto.

6. Such pay and allowances of the force called
out together, with the reasonable cost of trans-
port may, pending payment by the municipality,
be advanced in the first instance, out of the
ccnsclidatd revenue ‘und of Canada, by author-
ity of the Governor in Council; but such ad-
vance shall not interfere with the liability .of
the municipality, and the commanding officer
shall at once, in his own name, procced against
the municipality for the recovery of sucy pay,
allowances and cost of transport, and shall, cn
receipt thereof, pay over the amouat to Her
Majesty.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
confirms the hon. gentleman’s views, but

has that action been taken ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I only inquired as to
the facts called for in the notice.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—As I understand
the question, the government have paid the
men, and as the matter stands now, there
is an election going on in that constituency.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Is there ?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—It looks to me
that it depends altogether on who is elect-
ed, whether the government will collect the
money from the municipality. This will be
held as a club over the electors. (Cries of
Oh, Oh). It looks that way to me, from the
expression of the hon. gentleman—that they
may afterwards collect it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I read the law.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-If- they do not
pay, what then ? They may or they may
not. There comes the question, to my mind.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not know the
facts. They may have paid already.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Could the hon. min-

ister tell me if the government intends to
enforce the law ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I cannot answer any
more questions. I have given all the in-
formation I had in my possession.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Does the government
intend to enforce the law ? I give notice
of an inquiry ?

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (G) An Act respecting the Bell Tele-
phone Company of Canada.—(Eon. Mr.
Kirchhoffer.)
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Bill (H) An Act for the relief of Samuel
Nelson Chipman.—(Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer.)

Bill (I) An Act respecting the Montreal,
Ottawa, and Georgian Bay Canal Com-
pany.—(Hon. Mr. Clemow.)

AN ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that when the
Senate adjourns to-morrow, it do stand ad-
journed until Wednesday, the 2nd of April
next, at 3 o’clock in the aftermoon. He
said : To meet the convenience of hon. gen-
tlemen, I wish to substitute eight for three
o'clock.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I object to meeting
at eight o’clock. These adjournments until
eight o’clock are inconvenient to many of
the older senators, who do not care to come
out after night unless it is absolutely neces-
sary. When there is no reason why wg
should be called upon to meet at any other
than the regular hour, I object to it. I
hope my hon. friend will not press it, be-
cause if he does, I shall be obliged to take
the objection that there is no sufficient no-
tice of motion.

' Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Objection having been
taken, I cannot press it.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—The hon. gentle-
man takes exception to meeting at eight
o’clock on account of elderly gentlemen find-
ing it inconvenient to come out at that
hour ; but if that amendment is adopted,
there will be no difficulty about the elderly
gentlemen coming in. Living in the district
I do, it is very difficult to get here at three
o’clock. However, it does not affect me, be-
cause I intend to be here anyway. I men-
tion it to show that these gentlemen could
not be present at three without losing a day.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—There is no ne-
cessity for meeting at eight o’clock.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—I think, in
deference to people who have to travel the
whole day, that eight o’clock should be
fixed rather than three in the afternoon.
There is nothing really to be done, and no
necessity for very old gentlemen coming
out.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—Then adjourn until
the next day at three o’clock. On the for-

mer occasion there was a long adjournment
and several of the members had to remain
here. 1We were invited to Government
House on the night on which the Senate
met at eight o’clock. We went to Govern-
ment House and lost our day. Gentlemen
came in here who had been two or three
weeks away, sat five minutes and made
their day. I made up my mind that after-
wards I would never consent to an eight
o’clock adjournment. Had I been here on
the former occasion I would not have con-
sented, and I will not consent now. I press
the point of order.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I suggest that the
motion for adjournment be made until three
o’clock on Thursday.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Of course, exception
having been taken to eight o’clock, the ob-
jection must prevail, but if hon. gentlemen
prefer three o’clock on Thursday, I have
no objection.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.L.)—I object
to Thursday. A number of us have to re-
main here, and there is no necessity for a
long adjournment.

The motion as amended, to adjourn to
Thursday at 3 o’clock, was agreed to.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Before the House
adjourns I should like to call attention to
what I think is a very grave irregularity.
I see by a document that has been printed
and distributed to the members of this
House, entitled the ‘Senators of Canada '—
I think it is published by %his House, or by
some authority—a list of all the different
committees with the names of the persons
acting as members of those committees, and
in one of these lists I find—

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I noticed an error in
the Debates Committee.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—It is something more
serious than that. I see that the Hon. Mr.
Gibson has been made Chairman of the Joint
Committee on Printing. It will be found on
page 12 of the list of Senators and of the
committees formed this year. It is a docu-
ment which has been given to every member
of this House. I should like to know where
the report of that committee is.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
committee has never met.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I know nothing about
-it. The clerk informs me that he under-
stands that that has been printed by the
other House. Some gross irregularity has
taken place. I will have an inquiry made
into it. -

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Is it the other House
that elects our chairman ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, certainly not. It is
an error.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Was there a meeting
of the committee ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am not aware of it.
I am not a member of the committee.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—How does it happen?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I cannot tell the hon.
gentleman.

Hon. Mr. GIBSON—The committee has not
been called. No chairman from either House
has been elected, but I received the notice,
the same as the other members of the com-
mittee, from the clerk calling a meeting of
the Joint Committee of both Houses on the
Printing of Parliament at the tower room
at eleven in the forenoon. That is an error.
This is the first meeting.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I presume it was
the result of some caucus.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, nothing of the kind.
I never heard of 4t.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I am not quite satis-
fied with the explanations the hon. gentle-
man has given. That list has been distri-
buted. The manuscript must have been
given to the printer. Is it the printer who
did it ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not know anything
about it. I do not suppose any géntleman
in the chamber noticed it until the hon.
member called attention to it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—My
attention was called to it.

The Senate adjourned.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, March 26, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS.

Hon. Mr. McKAY (Truro)—I should like
to call the attention of members interested
in private bills to the fact that the com-
mittee on Standing Orders had before them
over thirty petitions in which the parties
interested have not complied with the rules
and unless an attempt is made to do so,
these petitions will not be returned to the
House, and consequently the bills will be
delayed or endangered. I make this state-
ment with the view of getting the people
interested in them to see that they are
attended to. The principal difficulty is under
rule forty-nine, where the promoters of
these bills are supposed to comply and
should comply with the order that compels
them to send newspapers to the Clerk of the
Senate. The committee at this moment are
unable to tell whether the advertisements
are complete or not, for the want of these
newspapers. Most of the people who attend
to these matters think if they send their
notices to the House of Commons that they
have done their duty. The Clerk of the
committee has on two occasions sent out
two different circulars to these people no-
tifying them that if they did not send in
the newspapers the matter would be delayed.
They paid no attention to them whatever
and, of course, as soon as the House meets
again, there will have to’ be some action
taken either to suspend them altogether, or
to report them to the House. I make this
statement with the view of giving the
parties interested a chance of making mat-
ters right, and avoiding delay.

THE TREADGOLD CONCESSION.

INQUIRY POSTPONED.
The Order of the Day having been called.

That an humble address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before this
House copies of all Orders in Council, applica-
tions, agr2ements and communications in writ-
ing relating to the grant or concession to A. &
C. Treadgold, or to the Hydraulic Mining Syn-
dicate, of any claims or privileges to water
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rights, mining lands, and timber limits in the
Yukon territory, or in any part of the North-
west Territories. Also, a description or plan
showing the_location and area of such claims,
privileges and concession to the aforesaid par-
ties or syndicate.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) said:
Since I placed this notice on the order
paper, delegates have come down from
Dawson to interview the government on
the Treadgold matter, I do not suppose
they have come to thank the government
for the concession. What they have come
for I do not know. I intend to ask the
House to postpone this motion. Several
members wish to speak on it at a future
day, and we may hear what the delegates
have to say to the government. The ques-
tion may assume a better aspect than it
does now. I ask that the motion be allowed
to stand until Friday, the 4th.

I wish now, to perform a pleasing duty.
It is to congratulate the hon. gentleman
‘from Victoria (Hon. Mr. Templeman) on his
elevation to a seat in the Dominion Council.
It is a very high and responsible position,
and to him the people of the country will
look for their rights and for justice. They
will look to him to endeavour to obtain what
they should have to open and develop the
country. I know my hon. friend has con-
victions as to what should be done and what
is required, and I only hope he will have the
full courage of those convictions and fight
the battle for us, and_give us not more or
less than we are justly entitled to. The
position occupied by the hon. gentleman re-
lieves - me of a duty which I considered
myself bound to perform periodically, and
that was, to place before parliament and
the country the financial position of British
Columbia and its large contribution to the
public revenue, and the disadvantages under
which we have been labouring for a number
of years. I now hope, however, with the
elevation of my hon. friend to a position in
the Cabinet that a new era will begin and
that we will hear no more complaints and
shall have ample justice in our province. I
congratulate my hon. friend.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND SUBSIDY.
: INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired :

1. Whether the subsidy due by the government
of Canada to Prince Edward Island at the begin-
ning of the present year was computed and paid
on the census returns of 1901 ?

2. If so, was a readjustment then made of the
preceding semi-annual paym :nt putting the sub-
sidy due on the first of July last on the same
basis of population ?

3. And, further, whether subsequent to the
payment of the subsidy to Prince Edward Island
for the current half year, a correction has been
made of the account by replacing the_said sub-
cidy on the basis of the population as shown by
the census of 1891 ?

4. If such correction was made, has the gov-
ernment of Prince Edward Island been notified
thereof ? >

5. Did the government of Prince Edward 1s-
land, at the falling due or payment of the sub-
sidy at the beginning of the present year object
to said subsidy being computed on the decreased
population as shown by the census of 1901 ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In answer to the first
and second questions of my hon. friend,
the subsidy to the province of Prince Edward
Island, which became due and payable by
the Dominion on the 1st July, 1901, and 1st
January, 1902, was paid on the basis of
population as ascertained by the census of
1891.

In answer to questions 3, 4 and 5. Sub-
sequently to the payment of the subsidy
payable on 1st January, 1902, the Auditor
General called the attention of the Depart-
ment of Finance to the fact that the census
of 1901 showed a decrease in the population
of the province, and held that consequently
there had been an over-payment for the cur-
rent fiscal year 0f$4,655.20, veing the equiv-
alent of 80 cents on the amount of the de-
crease, and he asked what steps were pro-
posed to be taken to have this sum refund-
ed. -The attention of the Provincial Sec-
retary of the province was accordingly
called to the Auditor General’s contention.
No written reply was received from the
Provincial Secretary, but Mr. D. A. Mac-
kinnon, M.P. for East Queen’s, on behalf
of the Prince Edward Island government,
called on the Minister of Finance and dis-
cussed the subject. Mr. Mackinnon claimed
that the terms of union made no provision
for any reduction of the subsidy to Prince
Edward Island. The question was referred
by the Minister of Finance to the Minister
of Justice, who advised that while provision
was made in the terms of union for the
augmenting of the subsidy when the popula-
tion increased, there was no provision for a
reduction. This conclusion has been ac-
cepted by the Finance Department and Mr.
Mackinnon has been authorized to so in-
form the Prince Edward Island government.
So it is all serene.
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BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (J) An Act to incorporate the In-
stitute of Chartered Accountants.—(Hon.
Mr. McHugh, in the absence of Hon. Mr.
Kerr).

Bill (K) An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents certain powers for
the relief of George M. Depew—(Hon. Mr.
Kirchhoffer).

Bill (26) An Act respecting the Quebec
and Lake Huron Railway Company.—(Hon.
Mr. Landry).

Bill (14) An Act to Incorporate the
Indian River Railway Company.—(Hon. Mr.
Godbout).

Bill (21) An Act respecting the Port
Dorver, Brantford and Berlin, and Goderich
Railway Company, and to change its name
to the Grand Valley Railway Cempany.—
(Hon. Mr. McCallum, in the absence of Hon.
Mr. Merner).

Bill (24) An Act respecting the Wind-
sor and Detroit Union Bridge Company.—
(Hon. Mr. McCallum, in the absence of Hon.
Sir Mackenzie Bowell).

Bill (31) An Act respeciing the Buffalo
Railway Company and the International
Railway Company.—(Hon. Mr. Gibson).

Bill (L) An Act to incorporate the Mol-
son’s Bank Pension Fund. —(Hon. Mr. Mac-
donald, Victoria.)

THIRD REAL/(NG.

An Act respecting the Orford
Mr.

Bill (10)
Mountain Railway Company.—(Hon.
Owens).

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (B) An Act to amend the Acts relating
to the Ottawa, Northern and Western Rail-
way Company.—(Hon. Mr. Lougheed).

Bill (12) An Act _respecting the Ed-
monton and Slave Lake Railway Company.
—(Hon. Mr. Poirier).

Bill (7) An Act respecting the Can-
ada Southern Railway Company.—(Hon.
Mr. McCallum).

Bill (13) An Act respecting the Can-
ada and Michigan Bridge and Tunnel Com-
pany.—(Hon. Mr. McCallum).

Bill (15) An Act respecting the River
St. Clair Railway, Bridge and Tunnel Com-
pany.—(Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell).

Hon. Mr. SCOTT. -

Bill (18) An Aect to incorporate the
Velvet (Rossland) Mine Railway Company.
—(Hon. Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

Bill (200 An Act to incorporate the
Battleford and Lake Lenore Railway Com-
pany.—(Hon. Mr. Perley).

Bill (F) An Act to incorporate the Bishop
of Moosonee.—(Hon. Mr. Lougheed).

APPLICATIONS FOR RAILWAY CHAR-
TERS BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called.

Second reading, Bill (A) An Act respecting
applications for railway charters (Hon. Mr. Cas-
grain, de Lanaudiere).

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Better let this stand.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudiere)—If
it is the desire of the House I have no ob-
Jection. )

Hon. Mr. MecCALLUM—Let it stand for-
ever.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—It is an important
Bill.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is rather an import-
ant Bill.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudiere—l1
am quite willing to let it stand. Last year
it was unanimously referred by this House
to the Railway Committee, and I thought
it might go there again this year, but if it
i3 the desire of the House that the Bill
should stand till we meet again, I am quite
willing, :

The order was allowed to stand. .

MONTREAL, OTTAWA AND GEORGLAN
BAY CANAL COMPANY BILIL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
second reading of Bill (I)—An Act respecting
the Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay
Canal Company. He said : This is a short
Bill, merely asking for an extension of time
for the comstruction of that great under-
taking, the Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian
Bay Canal. It is true this Bill has not been
circulated, but I presume there is no ob-
jection to it. I do not want to lose any time
In getting it before the Railway Committee.
This is an important Bill, as we all know,
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" in the interests of the country. The com-
pany have taken this matter in hand, and
spent a large amount of money in making
the necessary explorations and are prepared
now to show that this scheme is practicable
and feasible, and that it should be proceeded
with as early as possible. Hon. gentlemen
are all aware of the nature of the project.
It has been before the House on several
occasions, and I do not think it is neces-
sary now to make any extended remarks ;
but I will say, that it is important
in the interests of this country, both
as a national and a commercial under-
taking, that the work should be com-
pleted as early as possible. A company has
been in existence in England for some time
with a capital sufficient to meet all the re-
quisite expenditure, and is only awaiting
the decision of the government to assist
the work Dby sanctioning portions of
the bond issue and securing the bond issue
of the undertaking as it now stands. A
large amount has been expended in explora-
tions and hon. gentlemen will find, when this!
matter is referred to the committee, that
most elaborate plans and profiles will be
submitted which will show in all cases that
this route is the best available for carrying
the western produce of this country to tide
water. Seeing the very great increase in
the North-west during the last year—which
no doubt will be correspondingly great this
year—it is of vital importance that no
further time should be lost in the construc-
tion of this great work. I think no other
route, and no other means, will accommo-
date the transportation of the great amount
of produce raised in the North-west. It is
true we have canals in this country. It is
true we have railways, but they are totally
insufficient to meet the requirements of trans-
portation. Nature designed this Ottawa
canal to be the route above all others, for
the transportation of the wheat of that
western country. Therefore, I think it is of
the greatest importance that this under-
taking should be commenced as soon as
possible. I have been in this country for a
great many years, and have been engaged in
the transportation business, and have seen
the business of the country marvellously
increased by the canal system between the
west and Montreal. I believe that there
will be a very much greater increase from

the construction of this canal. Without this
canal we cannot meet the requirements of
that great trade. Therefore, on that ac-
count, it is also necessary. As a matter of
defence it is also important. It is now in-
tended to be a twenty foot canal, enabling
shippers to send their produce to the sea-
board at a very low rate, saving a large
amount of insurance and an immense
amount of time in transportation. The
United States people are doing everything
in their power to obstruct what they think
will be a great competitor to their trans-
portation system in the future. They may
spend money and may do a great many
things which ingenuity can suggest, but at
the same time they cannot by any means
reduce the mileage to the extent of 700
miles which is the difference between this
route and any other route known. That
cannot be overcome by anything the United
States people can do. Therefore, it is highly
important that we should undertake this
great work either by this company or
through some other means by which this
country will be benefited to an unlimited
extent. I believe this project is much greater
in importance than the building of the Can-
adian Pacific Railway. That railway was
a marvellous work for the benefit of
the country, but this canal will provide
transportation of produce at the lowest
price and with the least possible delay. Hon.
gentlemen will see, 'by the papers filed
before the Railway Committee, that it

‘is an uninterrupted mode of convey-

ance, and it is a wonderful thing to think
that every twenty or thirty miles, you have
the advantages of power that will also
benefit the country. In a. variety of ways
this canal will develop our mineral resources
to a greater extent than would be possible
otherwise. This route will not interfere
with the operations of any railway. It
has been established clearly in the past
that railways are benefited by having
a canal alongside of them. Canals carry
produce at a very much cheaper rate than
railways. Therefore, on that account it
is also necessary that this undertaking
should be gone into with as little delay as
possible. I do not know what the intertion
of -the government is at the present time,
but I have no doubt they will intimate be-
fore long the course that they intend to
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pursue—whether they intend to build it
themselves or allow this company to do the
work. The company have also spent $150,-
000 in explorations. These facts will be
laid before the committee, and hon. gentle-
men can see the position of matters. It has
been found impossible to complete the work
within the time, and this Bill merely asks
for additional time to carry out the project.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—There cannot be
any objection to allowing the second read-
ing to pass granting the company an exten-
sion of time, but when the hon. gentleman
talks about twenty feet of water for the
canal, I would like to know how he is going
to get it. Canals are a very good thing, but
they have seen their day. So far as wecan
lower the freights of the people living in
Western Canada, it is a benefit to them and
to this country, but we do not want a canal
to carry "the trade of the United States
through this country, because we do not
charge enough to pay the wages of the lock
tenders. I am only speaking of that be-
cause my hon. friend talked about a canail
of twenty feet depth. How .is the traffic
going to get into the French river. Then,
again, it has to come past Detroit. How
else is he going to get in ? I do not wish to
oppose the Bill. We can discuss it in com-
mittee, but there is a difficulty about it. We
cannot get twenty feet of water, as far as I
can see at the present time. Let us think
this matter out, and not jump into an ex-
penditure, and let us consider who will be
benefited by a'work of this kind.

Hon. Mr. OWEN S——Canada.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Supposing the
Canadian Pacific Railway was to have a
railway of six tracks in place of one, which
they have now ? They could do that easily.
There is no better paying railway in Amer-
ica to-day than the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way. They have done wonders.

Hon. Mr. OWENS—And we are going
to help them by this.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—They have done
wonders and will do more. I have been
in favour of canals all my life. I am in
favour of them now, if we can build them
at a reasonable expenditure and benefit the
people of this country. I do not rise with
a view of opposing the motion. I rise to

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW.

say that we should give them every chance
to prove to the people of this country that
this enterprise is practical and that it is
necessary. That is my only object in speak-
ing. Take the River St. Lawrence, for ex-
ample. Does it make any difference to
Canada whether the trade of the United
States passes down the St. Lawrence or
not ? We do not make anything out of it.
The United States bleed us on every pos-
sible occasion and I am not willing that we
should spend our money to accommodate
them. I am willing that we should make
any reasonable expenditure for the benefit
of the people of this country, but not for the
United States. <

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—When this matter
comes before the Railway Committee, plans
and profiles will be submitted and the hon.
gentleman for Monck will then see
how 20 feet of water can be obtained. I
cannot give him the information. These
plans will fully illustrate the matter, and I
think the hon. gentleman will see that the
project is perfectly feasible, because it is
supported by the most practical men in this
country. When the Bill comes before the
committee we will see whether these state-
ments are correct or not. If it is possible
. to obtain 20 feet of water, there will be an
end to my hon. friend’s argument.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—At any reason-
able expenditure.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I am told—I do not
know whether it is true or not—that the

| most eminent authorities, both in England

and in this country, have expressed the
opinion that this undertaking is perfectly
feasible and practical in every sense, and
that there is no difficulty in obtaining 20
feet of water, and more if necessary. I be-
lieve they intend to have a width of not
less than 300 feet of water. The company is
organized and is perfectly willing to build
the canal without any assistance from this
country until it is fully completed and in run-
ning order, when they will expect merely a
small advantage in their bond issue. They
estimate the expenditure at $80,000,000, and
at that figure they are perfectly willing to
undertake the work. It is very important
that the money should be expended in this
country, particularly when it comes from

England. The company is willing to go
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ahead. We will see when thé plans come

down whether they are right or not. I am
told on reliable authority that the route is
perfectly feasible. %

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland)—I do
not know that there is any objection on

the part of members of this House
to this Bill I merely rise to call
attention to the fact that the Bill

has only just been printed, and has not
been distributed. I have a copy in my hand
which the promoter of the measure kindly
sent to me a few minutes ago. I have not
had an opportunity of considering what the
effect of it is. So far as appears on the
face of it, the Bill merely, as the hon. gen-
tleman says, asks for a further extension
of time for the company. I have not exam-
ined the original Act, and I do not recollect
what the powers of the company are, and
consequently have given it no consideration.
However, though it appears an innocent
Bill, it affects a work of very great import-
ance, and I do not think should be pro-
ceeded with too hastily. I am free to say,
so far as I am personally concerned, I am
heartily in sympathy with those who wish
to see this work constructed. We must
recollect, however, that there is a Bill
now on the order paper, introduced by
the bhon. gentleman from de Lanau-
diére, requiring, before the construction
of any important work is proceeded
with, or even before any legislation is in-
troduced in this House regarding the con-
struction of any important work, or an ex-
tension of time, or any additions to the
work, that certain more stringent condi-
tions be complied with than have hitherto
existed. As I understand, this House gen-
erally favours the principle of that Bill
But it would appear to me if we hasten this
Bill through to-day, before it has been dis-
tributed, we are not going. in the direction
which the hon. gentleman from de Lanau-
diere desires that this House should take,
but are going in a directly opposite direc-
tion. We are hastening legislation of this
important character without giving it the
consideration which, in my opinion, it
merits. There is another point that I think
should be considered. This work is pro-
posed to be undertaken by a private com-
pany. I am not raising any objection to
that, but we know, from the discussions

which have taken place in the House of
Commons, and from what we have seen in
the press, that the government have had
this matter under consideration for some
time ; that the Minister of Public Works
has made some very important pro-
posals which affect this work mater-
ially, and it would appear to me that
before we went on with the considera-
tion of ‘this Bill, we should have, from the
government of the day, some declaration
of their policy in regard to this important
project. It appears to me that parliament
and the country have a right to demand
from the government some declaration as
to their policy in the future in regard to
this matter. As I have said, I am fully in
sympathy with those who wish to see this
work constructed, and I would not place
any obstacle in the way of the hon. gentle-
man, or the company which he represents.
Under all these circumstances, it is desir-
able, considering how few members are
present to-day, that the further considera-
tion of the Bill should stand over until after
the recess, and that we should then hear
from the government on the subject. If
the hon. gentleman reflects on the matter, .
he will find. that, in allowing it to stand
over he will not prejudice the passage of
the Bill or even delay it. The House will
meet a week from to-morrow. If the second
reading is taken on that day, the Bill will
be referred to the Railway Committee, and
there will be no meeting of that committee
until Tuesday or Wednesday of the fol-
lowing week, so that the measure would
come before the Railway Committee on its
first meeting after the recess. I do not see
that the interests of the Bill would be at all
prejudiced by allowing it to stand over.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I should hope the
House will accede to the request made by
the hon. gentleman from Rideau. His Bill
simply asks an extension of time of the
existing Act, which has been for some
years on our statute-books, and which deals
with one of the most important subjects
that parliament could give its attention to.
In reference to the observation made by my
hon. friend about requiring additional sur-
veys, I may inform the hon. gentleman that
effective surveys were made of this very
route more than half a century ago; that
the work was commenced, and that, had
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Canada at that time been in a better finan-
cial condition, it would have been proceeded
with. It is the most important national
work Canada could embark in. My hon.
friend from Monck has, I am afraid, not
gone over the route, because he is not fami-
liar with the topography or geography of
the line. It does not go near Detroit.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Where do you go
out ? Is it not at the mouth of French
river ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, and skirting the
Manitoulin Islands.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Where do you
get to the mouthr of French river ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—From Sault Ste. Marie.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—You have to go
to St. Mary’s river ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, from that parti-
cular point. In justice to the promoters who
have undertaken the examination of the
route, it is only fair to say they have, at
their own risk, spent a large sum of money,
making elaborate preparatory surveys. They
did apply two years ago to the government
of this country to endorse their bonds to
a limited extent. With the numerous pub-
lic works on hand, and the large fixed
charges now on the exchequer of this coun-
try, the government did not feel justified
at the time in supporting it, and the consid-
eration of the matter stands just as it did
before. It would be a work of very great
importance, not only to the North-west, but
to the whole trade of Canada, because it
would give the shipping of all the products
of the great west to the ports of Montreal
and Quebec, as no other route possibly can,
and it necessarily becomes a work of the
very first magnitude. The only drawback
to it is the very large cost. That, of course,
is a consideration of the highest importance
under the present conditions, and with the
responsibilities that Canada has already
entered upon. I trust the House will allow
the Bill to go to its second reading and be
referred to committee. It is only a matter
of form asking an extension of time.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—Are we to
understand by the speech of the hon. Sec-
retary of State that the government are
prepared to guarantee the bonds of this
company ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Oh, no, I said nothing
about the government being prepared.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—I under-
stand this is a company ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes.
Bill.

This is a private

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—And that
these people are prepared to build this canal
out of their own resources without any
guarantee from the government ?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—No.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—Then it be-
comes a question whether we are prepared
to guarantee, even at 2 per cent, the enor-
mous cost that this canal would involve to
build it. I have heard various estimates
of it; some go as high as $100,000,000 in
order to complete it, to make it an efficient
waterway. There is no question that it
would be, for two or three months of the
year, of very great advantage to the North-
west, but every one knows that, from its
location, it would close up so early in the
fall, and open so late in the spring, that it
would not be for the advantage of the coun-
try, to as great an extent as it would be if
located further south. I suppose if it were
located further south, the people who are
urging it now would not be pushing it as
they are pushing it to-day. My impression
is, if they were to build a railway for what
this would cost, they could run twelve
months of the year, and would do far
greater service to the North-west than by
building this canal. I think we should have
it thoroughly understood that this country
is not going to be called upon to guarantee,
even at 2 per cent, the bonds of this com-

pany.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The government has
never consented to pay 2 per cent. What
I said was the application had been made,
but it was not acquiesced in.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—I under-
stand that unless the goverament would
guarantee the bonds, no private company
would undertake to spz2ad that enormous
amount of money in the work. I think it
is out of all question to expect the country
to guarantee even 2 per cent on the enor-
mous cost of that canal.
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Hon. Mr. BERNIER—Some hon. gentle-
men speak of this canal as if it was only
to help the North-west. That is a mistake
altogether. This canal would be in the
best interests of the whole country. It
would develop the industrial resources of
a large tract of country. Besides, it has
been declared by the highest military ex-
perts that it would be a military route of
very great value, so we must look at this
undertaking as one of the best before the
country, and I hope the Bill will go through.

Hon. Mr. OWENS—I am sure any hon.
gentleman who has given this matter fair
consideration will realize that it is ome of
the most important questions that could be
brought before this House and country. The
opening up of the Ottawa route has been
too long delayed. If the matter had been
properly considered in the past, no doubt
this route would have been opened up long
ago. Surveys were made years ago—as the
hon. Secretary of State has mentioned, half
a century ago. The most eminent engineer
of that day, Mr. Walter Shanley, made sur-
veys and estimates of the route. His esti-
mate of the cost was twenty-five millions
of dollars. No doubt the canal he proposed
building at that time was not of the magni-
tude of the canal proposed to be built to-
day. At the same time, works can be car-
ried on so much more cheaply now than at
that time that a canal of much greater
capacity could be built for the money. Sub-
marine blasting and dredging can be done
much more cheaply now. The -system of
locks would be altogether different, and my
hon. friend from Monck need not be at all
alarmed that the amount of water required
cannot be obtained. There is no difficulty
in obtaining a twenty-foot channel, or more
if necessary. Many of the senators who
a few sessions ago listened to one of the
most eminent engineers in the United States
giving his evidence before the Railway
Committee of the Senate in reference to
this subject, will remember that he stated
on that occasion, and showed most clearly,
after having studied the surveys of the
route, that there was no difficulty whatever
in obtaining a supply of water—that with
the locks proposed to be built to-day, in-
stead of drawing water from the head
waters, as under the old system, there
would be more water going up than down,

from the fact that vessels coming from the
west would be heavily laden and would
displace more water than vessels going up
light. So far as the question of water is
concerned, therefore, there will be no difi-
culty in obtaining sufficient for the canal,
and my hon. friends, who take a lively in-
terest in the Canadian Pacific Railway,
need not be alarmed, because the fact has
been demonstrated that canals alongside of
railways are actually feeders for them.
This canal would be so especially. Offer-
ing facilities for carrying bulky freights,
many mines would be developed that are
not touched to-day, owing to the high rates
of freight. Those mines would be worked
in winter as well as summer, and would fur-
nish freight to the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way or other railways that might be built
through that country. As to the utility of
the canal there is no question, and as to
the advantage to be derived from it, as my
hon. friend from St. Boniface has stated, it
is not only to serve the North-west of Can-
ada, but it will serve the provinces of
Ontario and Quebec also. It will be of the
greatest advantage to Canada throughout,
and I trust when hon. gentlemen give to
this subject the consideration it is entitled
to, they, will see the advisability of it and
not be alarmed by any question as to en-
gineering difficulties. As to the cost, it is
a matter for the consideration of the gov-
ernment as to whether it shall be carried
on as a government work or by private
capital. If they decide it shdll be built by *
private capital, the money will be brought
into the country and expended here.

Hon. Mr. WOOD—Have the government
the power to acquire it ?

Hon. Mr. OWENS—Yes, under the char-
ter they have that power. If the govern-
ment decide to carry it on as a public work
they can do so. If, on the other hand, the
government consider it would not be ad-
visable to expend that amount of public
money, why not allow foreign capital to
come in, and if the canal should cost one
hundred millions of dollars, it will be all
the better for this country. All the com-
pany ask for is that the government guar-
antee 2 per cent on the cost of the wark,
not a cent to be paid until the work is
completed and in operation, and they went
further before the Railway Committee, and
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stated if you have any hesitation as to
whether the canal will be operated after
it is completed, you need not pay a cent
until the canal is operated five years. No
doubt this subject will be thoroughly
threshed out when the Bill goes before
committee, and I trust the House will ac-
cept the suggestion made by the hon. Secre-
tary of State and allow the Bill to take its
stage to-day.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I have not seen
the Bill. As my hon. friend from West-
moreland says, it has not been distributed.
However, I learn from the remarks of the
hon. gentleman who has the Bill in charge
that it is merely to extend the time for
proceeding with the work. I am sure there
is no disposition on the part of this House
to refuse a second reading to this Bill, but
the very argument and powerful reasons
put before the Senate by the introducer of
the Bill, and my hon. friend from Argenteuil
(Hon. Mr. Owens), furnish the best possible
reason that even this small measure for ex-
tending the time of constructing the work
should not go lightly through the House
without provoking discussion. T think the
time is opportune for eliciting explicitly from
the government their policy with regard
to this great public work. We know, as’
has been remarked already, the Minister
of Public Works, who is regarded as an in-
fluential member of the administration, has
been committing himself very emphatically
in favour of the construction, as I have
understood by the government, of the
French river section of this canal—that
he has taken many opportunities to give
his views before the public, and therefore
we might expect that my hon. friend the
Secretary of State would give us some clear
expression of what the policy of the gov-
ernment is with regard to this important
project. Though residing in a part of the
Dominion that would not have any lozal
interest in it, a glance at the map shows
the wonderful possibilities that it presents
for solving in a great measure the internal
transportation question in Canada. That
being the case, this Bill should not be sent
lightly to the Railway Committee, until we
have further discussion of it in this House,
and until the government have more ex-
plicitly stated what their attitude is with

Hon. Mr. OWENS.

respect to it. This is more particularly
called for in view of the utterances of the
Minister of Public Works on the question
in different parts of the country. I am
prepared to vote for the Bill, but I put in
a plea for a fuller and more ample dis-
cussion of this great and important ques-
tion while the Bill is proceeding through
the House.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—If it is a question of
passing on the principle-of the Bill at its
second reading, I am under the impression
that the question of principle was decided
when the original Bill was before this
House. At that time it was discussed at
length, and the principle was affirmed as
a good one, so far as it extended. That
question is not before us to-day. The Bill
before us does not deal with the proposition
at large, but simply with the propriety of
extending the time for the beginning of
the building of the canal. If we have a
principle to discuss to-day it is that, and
not the other one, which has already been
pronounced upon. This Bill deals with a
work of enormous magnitude affecting the
welfare not only of the North-west Terri-
tories, but of the whole Dominion, and the
company should be granted the extension
of time asked for. Therefore, I see no
occasion to discuss the principle of the Bill
now. The question is whether we are pre-
pared to give the company; such an exten-
sion of time as is given to almost all, and
perhaps to too many Bills that come before
this House. I "therefore, for one, agree
with the promoter of the Bill and the leader
of the government, that it should get its
second reading now, and the details of the
Bill should be further discussed, as they
will certainly be very exhaustively, before
the Railway Committee, where it can be
considered more thoroughly than it can at
this stage.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned.
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Ottawa, Thursday, April 3, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PRIMITIVE METHODIST TLAND
GRANT IN N.W.T.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired :

What quantity of land first comprised the
grant to the Primitive Methodist colony in the
North-west Territories; also, in what townships
and ranges was waid land located ; also, .has
there been a change in the grant, and if so,
what lands were exchanged, and what lands
given by the government in the exchange ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The quantity of land
first granted to the Primitive Methodist
Colonization Company was 63,389 acres.
This area consisted of townships 22 and 23,
in ranges 8 and 9, fractional township 22 in
range 10, and those parts of townships 21,
in ranges 8, 9 and 10 lying north of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, all west of the
2nd meridian. In the final settlement, made
under the general Order in Council of 30th
June, 1886, with the colonization companies
which desired to have their agreements can-
celled, and their accounts with the govern-
ment closed, the Primitive Methodist Colo-
nization Company received patents for 37,-
854:02 acres of land, and $26 in scrip. The
following are the lands which were sur-
rendered to the Crown by the company, un-
der duplicate certificate of title No. 144G,
dated 13th December, 1898 :

Sec. Tp. Rge. Mer.
All 7 21 8 W. 2nd.
All 9 21 S W. 2nd.
All 17 21 8 ‘W. 2nd.
All 27 21 8 W. 2nd.
E# 19 21 8 W. 2nd.
S.Wi 19 21 8 W. 2nd.
w3 23 21 8 W. 2nd.
N.Wi 25 21 8 W. 2nd.
LS. 5 & 6 33 21 8 W. 2nd.

The following lands have been selected
by the comptiny in exchange for those sur-
rendered to the Crown, but have not yet
been patented to them pending the receipt
of reports from the agents of Dominion
lands at Yorkton gnd Regina, as to how
the several parcels stand in the records of
the agencies :
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Sec. Tp: Rge. Mer.
N.Wi 6 22 8 W. 2nd. M.
N.E3 18 22 8 W. 2nd. M.
N.Wi 14 22 9 W. 2nd. M.
N.W3 16 22 9 W. 2nd. M.
N.E% 18 22 9 W. 2ad. M.
N.E} 32 22 9 W. 2nd. M.
N.Wi 34 22 9 W. 2nd. M.
S3 34 22 9 W. 2nd. M.
Si 36 22 9 ‘W. 2nd.
L.S12 & 13 20 22 9 ‘W. 2nd.
Al 2 23 9 W. 2nd
All 4 23 9 W. 2nd
S% 19 21 8 W. 2nd
N.E1 19 21 8 W. 2nd

THE FISHING LAKE POST OFFICE.
- INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired :

If the government have changed the location
of the Fishing Lake post office in the North-
west Territorizs, and if so, how far listant have
tl'ey located it, what was the object of the
change, and who petitioned for the change, and
who advised it ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The postmaster at
Fishing Lake was removed at the request
of a numerously signed petition of the pat-
rons of the office, representing that he was
obnoxious to the entire surrouniiing settle-
ment, and that the proposed site would be
more central. The department does not
know the precise distance between the new
and the old site, but understands it is a
few niiles.

BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY’'S BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER moved the
second reading of Bill (G) An Act respect-
ing the Bell Telephone Company of Canada.
He said : I should like to point out that this
Rill varies in a very important detail from
the Bill which was introduced last year, and
which was practically defeated in the Senate.
That Bill contained, besides the initial
clause, several other clauses, and the main
opposition which arose was upon one of
those subsequent clauses, and it was upon
an adverse vote upon that clause that the
bill was withdrawn. Now, the first and the
main clause in the Bill last year was to au-
thorize an increase of capital. That clause
passed, as I recollect it, without any opposi-
tion, and therefore I suppose that the House,
to a certain extent, would be committed,

i having allowed that clause to pass, and would

not be prepared to refuse it this year. The
present Bill contains but that one clause for
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an increase of capital, and in consequence
of that I think a good deal of the opposition
which took place last year will not be in-
voked against it this session. We ask for
an increase of capital, a request which has
been made almost every session since I have
been here by companies, mercantile and fin-
ancial institutions, and I do not recollect
one single instance in which the request
was denied. It is a necessary thing, in ad-
vancing the business of the country, that
companies should be allowed to increase
their capital. One of the outcries which
has always been made in Canada since I
remember it, has been to bring capital into
the country to push forward important

works, and it is our duty, and has always

been recognized as such, to assist financial
transactions when the increase is asked for
in this way. But besides that, there is an-
other reason why I think a good deal of the
opposition which took place last year to
this Bill has been withdrawn or will not be
invoked. The government this year intro-
duced a Bill whereby they were taking into

their hands the power to arrange and deal'

with all matters in connection with tele-
- phones and telegraphs, and to regulate rates,
and in other ways exercise a control, in the
interest of the couixtry at large, over these
companies. Another Bill was introduced by
Mr. Maclean, which, to a certain extent,
covered the same ground, although it con-
tained clauses to which the government did
Dot agree and which were opposed by the
municipalities. Any gentlemen who were pre-
sent at the Railway Committee yesterday
when the Minister of Justice announcea his
policy with regard to the Bill, will back me
up in what I state, that the Minister of
Justice announced that in consequence of
conflicting opinions which had been ex-
pressed with regard to the necessity of fur-
ther considering some of the clauses in his
Bill, he has decided to postpone the consider-
ation of it until next session, and during the
recess would take the advice of experts and
hear what the different municipalities, who
considered themselves interested in this
legislation, had to say, so that by the time
the House met again a well considered and
well digested Bill would be iﬂtroduced,
whereby the government would meet the
needs, the requirements and the wishes, not
only of individuals and municipalities, but
Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER.

of the country at large. This suggestion of
the Minister of Justice was opposed by Mr.
Maclean, who was extremely anxious that
his Bill should be at once pushed on. He
thought that this being a sort of by-session
ds he termed it, and that the parties who
were down here were all anxious to earn
their sessional allowance, they should take
up his Bill and if there was anything in it
which needed emendation, it could be
amended and pushed through, but opposi-
tion was made to that by the municipal or-
ganizations through the mayor of Toronto,
who spoke on behalf of the municipal councils
throughout the country and asked very defi-
nitely that the Bill of the Minister of Justice
should be postponed until next session. They
wanted to have an opportunity themselves
of seeing, not only whether the judgment
which Justice Street had given in the To-
ronto case, was going to be sustained, or if in
the appeal it was to become a law that
would be incontrovertible, and they also
wished to consult the municipalities and
ascertain more largely from them what were
the points in which they were principally
interested, and he, on behalf of that organiza-
tion, backed up the request that the Bill
should stand over until next session. There-
fore, after considerable discussion, a motion
to that effect was agreed to by the com-
mittee, but although the Bill has been with-
drawn for the present session, the govern-
ment is pledged, as much and as faithfully
as they can be pledged, to introduce that
Bill next session, and to make it, as far as
possible, a Bill which will be satisfactory to
the parties interested and to the country at
large. Therefore, we ask now for an in-
crease of capital, and that is the only object
of the present Bill, and the Bell Telephone
Company is perfectly prepared to meet the
provisions which are made in any govern-
ment Bill to be introduced next year. It
has even been said, against the introduction
of this Bill for an increase of capital, that
there is no necessity for the company to have
such a large amount of money at their con-
trol. What first made me have anything to
do in connection with this Bill last year,
was the fact that the Bell Telephone Com-
pany had promised to extend throughout
the North-west their system of long distance-
telephones which to us is of the very
greatest importance. We are situated in a
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country which is sparsely settled, in which
the settlements are largely scattered, and to
such an extent that it is quite impossible
to get telegraphic communication. It Is
too expensive to use the telegraphs and to
keep operators who would be necessary at
small points, and our people find them-
selves denied the benefits and advantages
which those in a large settled community
have, of free communication with telephone
stations, and this system of long distance
telephones would be of incalculable use to
us. Farmers in the country, ranchers situ-
ated long distances from their base of sup-
plies, and small towns distant from rail-
ways, but still important centres, all have
an interest in being connected with the
places with which they deal. The result
of the defeat of the Bill last year was that
capital could not be raised for the purpose
of extending this service, and we have been
denied that great boon. This year we are
In the same position. The North-west is
crying out for this, which is such an ad-
vantage to them, and we are entirely within
our rights, and ought to have the sympathy
of this House, when we ask them not to
deny us any longer such a very great boon.
The fact is that there has to be also a very
large amount of capital laid out even in the
older provinces in extensions and repairs.
Take, for instance, the city of Toronto, which
has opposed this Bill so very strenuously
from the beginning. The president gives
me a statement that there will be a sum of
$305,000 expended this year in Toronto-—on
main building in Toronto, $50,000 on new
switches and new switchboards $170,000, and
on outside work $85,000, making altogether a
total of $305,000 to be expended in the city
of Toronto alone out of capital in order to
give the service which a city like Toronto is
entitled to have. They cry out for a better
service, they say the present service does
not satisfy them, and yet they deny the
company the capital necessary to make it
more up to date than it is now. FIor outside
work at other points, in the cities of Hamil-
ton and Quebec, the expenditure is estimated
this year at $115,000. There is to be ex-
pended in miscellaneous works in Montreal
and in smaller places, $110,000, and there is
estimated for long distance telephone lines
$250,000, amounting altogether to $930,000,
ta be expended this year, and for which a
9

portion of this capital is required. Last
year the company expended on capital ac-
count in extensions, repairs and improve-
ments on their lines, $457,000, and the presi-
dent assures me not less than balf a million
dollars a year will have to be expended'in
the next five years, in that way alone. So
if our work is to go on at all, and the
country is to possess the advantages which
such a company as this can afford, we
must have this increased capital. It is not
necessary for me to say on behalf of this
corporation that instead of meeting with
hostility, this company should be looked
upon as one of the great institutions of this
country. It is all very well for people to
talk about monopolies, and about large for-
tunes that are being ‘made out of mono-
polies, or of large rates of interest that are
being paid upon capital, but we must always
recollect the danger that threatens these
monopolies by possible discoveries of new
inventions whereby almost the whole of
their capital might be wiped out by a single
blow, whereby all their intricate, difficult
and expensive machinery and plant may be
rendered almost useless for anything else but
to be thrown into the scrap heap. We have
seen instances of this kind occurring fre-
quently, and it is not too much to say that a
great deal of difficulty has been and still is,
experienced in getting capital interested in
enterprises—large amounts locked up which
might by a slight invention different from
the one they have prove almost useless.
Capital is proverbially timid. It is only
necessary to have a suggestion that such a
thing may occur to have people withdraw
the subscription of funds for a purpose of
the kind. But if people do succeed in making
a satisfactory investment and get a proper
return for their money, they take great risks
when they go into it, and it is not fair to
cut them down when they ask for power to
increase their business by having more
money to lay out in improvements and ex-
tensions. This House, after the explanation
I have given as to the necessity for the
money and the distribution of it, and know-
ing that it is all necessary to extend the
company’s works, will, I am sure, be pre-
pared to allow this Bill to go through without
any alteration.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I do not rise so much
to oppose the second reading of this Bill as
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to ask my hon. friend from Brandon who
has charge of it, to allow the measure to
stand over till next session. It is well
known to hon. gentlemen, as has been stated
by my hon. friend himself, that the govern-
ment during the present session introduced
a general measure respecting telegraphy
and telephony. Although that Bill has been
dropped this session, the government is
pledged to introduce a measure aiming at
giving full satisfaction to all parties in-
terested in this legislation. I do not agree
with my bon. friend’s assertion that the Bill
which has just been introduced occupies a
different position from the Bill of last ses-
sion. The main object of that Bill was to
increase the capital of the company and the
Bill of this session has only one clause, and
its sole object is also to increase the capital,
60 that the Bill of last session and the mea-
sure now before us, so far as the promoters
are concerned, are similar Bills. The con-
troversial subjects which were brought for-
ward in the Bill of last session, were intro-
duced for reasons which my hon. friend has
not referred to. His speech has been a
very skilful effort to avoid bringing before
the House this session the actual points in
controversy between the promoters and the
opponents of the Bill of last year. I sald
just now that my object in rising to speak
at this stage of the Bill was chiefly to ask
my hon. friend if he would not consent to
postpone the consideration of this measure
until next session. In view of the fact
that we are going to have general legisla-
tion by the government then, is it wise to
evoke a repetition of bad feeling and bitter-
ness that the discussion of this measure
excited last session from one end of the
country to the other, and perhaps interfere
with the calm and judicial settlement of
the question a year hence ? I think my
hon. friend would be acting in the interests
of the promoters of this Bill if he allowed
the question to stand over without any fur-
ther agitation, either in parliament or in
the country with regard to it, because I be-
lieve that if this Bill is pressed it will create
an agitation which will result injuriously
and disadvantageously to the Bell Telephone
Company. My hon. friend has stated that
the sole object of this Bill is to obtain capi-
tal for the extension of the company’s
works. We know last session when the
Hon. Mr. MILLER.

Bill was Dbefore the committee and before
this House, the company positively refused
to give us any information as to what they
intended to do with the increased capital.
We could not get them to give the slightest
scintilla of information on that important
subject. The information furnished to-day
I have no doubt, is in my hon. friend’s esti-
mation, very important and reliable, but we
should like to hear it supported by official
statements and documents that would carry
greater conviction to the minds of those
who hear it. The Bill, if pressed this ses-
sion will meet with the same opposition that
was given to the Bill of last session; the
same amendments will be moved. If the
Bill were dropped for this session and the
general Bill to be submitted by the govern-
ment next year met the objections of the
opponents of this measure, then it would
be a walkover for this Bill in parliament.
I presume there would be no objection to
give the company the increased capital re-
quired, but we cannot tell until we have
the government measure before us whether
the special case of the Bell Telephone Com-
pany .in relation to the municipalities will
be met by that Bill or not. If not met by that
Bill, certainly all the opposition will be given

‘to the Bell Telephone Company, legislation

either this session or next session with a
view to securing the honourable carrying
out of the compact iwhich that company
entered into with some of the municipalities
of Ontario, the city of Toronto, especially,
and which they have, I think, dishonourably
broken, repudiated and evaded. Now, what
is the real position of this question ? This
company was incorporated in 1880 with a
capital of $500,000. Subsequently its capi-
tal was increased to $2,000,000. When in
1892, the company applied to parliament to
have its capital increased to five million
dollars there was a very strong opposition
to that increase in this House, and, strange
to say, the gentleman who was the strongest
opponent of it was from the same part of
the Dominion as my hon. friend from Bran-
don, the late Hon. Mr. Boulton. In the
discussion on the report of the committee,
after a long debate, the Bill was referred
back to be amended, and while there, the
amount of capital asked by the company
was conceded by the committee, but a
clause preventing an increase of rates be-
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yond those stipulated in the prior agreement
between the city of* Toronto and the com-
pany in 1891 was inserted—that the rates
should not be increased except by the con-
sent of the Governor in Council. 'That
legislation, occupied a good deal of time in
this House. It was debated by the leading
men in the Senate and attracted a good
deal of attention throughout the country.
Afterwards when the Bill was referred aud
came back amended, it was also a matter
of public discussion in this House and was
well understood by everybody. I was sur-
prised to hear last year, when the amend-
ments was under discussion, the circum-
. stances under which the amendment in the
Bill of the hon. gentleman had passed the
committee and the House—I was surprised
to hear my hon. friend the Secretary of
State, take the ground that the amendment
in the Act of 1892 was got through the
House and the committee surreptitiously
and unknown to every one interested in it,
and therefore it had not the force it other-
wise would have and that the company had
good ground for repudiating the obligation
under which it placed them in regard to the
increase of their rates.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I beg my hon. friend's
pardon; I never made use-of the word ‘re-
pudiated,” I never justified the company in
repudiating anything. The amendment
went through after the Bill had been read
the third time. It was referred back to the
committee, and it was an afterthought.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—My hon. friend had
charge of the Bill in 1892.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I bad charge of it in
the absence of Mr. Gowan.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—It was referred back
to the committee for further consideration
and amended on two different points. With
regard to the one I am now discussing, the
Chairman, the Hon. Mr. Dickey, made these
remarks :

With regard to the other amendment referring
to the rates, it is not a clause which places the
rates entirely under the control of the Governor
in Council, but it is a clause:, which after the
rates were explained (o us, was introduced
to limit the powo2r »nf the company to change
those rates in the direction of an increase with-
out the consent of the Governor in Council, so
as to afford a protection, as far as we could to
the public, that no exorbitant rates would be
the result of this increased capital, and the
wording of the clause shows that the rates

03

charged are not hereafter to be increased with-
out the consent of the Governor in Council.
These are the two points, and thay received very
general assent in the committee. -

Then the hon. Secretary of State in moving
the adoption of the report said :

The chairman of the committee has explained
fully the purport of the amendments, and the
House thoroughly understands and will probably
approve of them. I then:fore move that the re-
port of the committee be concurred in.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW. To-morrow.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT. There is no necessity to
postpone the third reading, the ’douse under-
stands the subject now.

Therefore I was very much surprised when
my hon. friend last session took the ground
that really there was no notice of the
amendment, that it was got in surrepti-
tiously, that the promoters did not under-
stand what the effect of it was going to be,
&c. Now, with regard to the promoters
being hoodwinked in connection with the
amendment of 1892, that portion is an-
swered fully by the fact that in 1897, the
Bell Telephone Company invoked the aid
of the Act of 1892, and of this amending
clause to have an increase of their rates.
In 1897, they applied by petition to the
Governor in Council for an increase of their
rates, although at that time they were pay-

-ing a dividend of 8 per cent, and had nearly

a million dollars rest. So it cannot be
argued for a moment that this amendment
was got into the Bill in any unfair way to
the company, but on the contrary they
had full knowledge of it, and were them-
selves the first to invoke its use.’ The matter
stood, up to 1897, in this way, both parties
looked upon the law of 1892 as perfectly
binding, but subsequently the Minister of
Justice gave an opinion ‘that the clause
did not cover new subscribers, that ¢ existing
rates’ in the amended clause, only-referred
to parties who had contracts with the com-
pany before the passing of the Act of 1892,
and that therefore they were at liberty to
charge what they pleased to all mew sub-
scribers, not only in Toronto, but in other
municipalities of the Dominion where their
lines extend. Here is what the Minister of
Justice said in a letter to the Minister of
Railways with regard to the legal effect of
the amended clause :

In reply to your letter I may state that I am
strongly of opinion that the clause in the Act of
1692, providing that the existing rates shall not
be increased without the consent of the Gover-
por in Council, is legally ineffective so far as
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subscribers are concerned, and that proceedings
to restrain the company from increasing the
rent charged to subscribers, would be unsuc-
cessful.

As soon as the company was in posses-
sion of this legal opinion, from so high an
authority, they at once began to raise the
rates, not only to new subscribers, but to
old subscribers, and to do just as they
pleased.
they had accepted in good faith, which
parlinment and the public had accepted in
good faith, as guaranteeing that there would
be no increase in the rates of this company
without the comnsent of the Governor in
Council, contained a flaw, they took imme-
diate advantage of that flaw and raised the
rates all round. The contention last year,
when the Bell Telephone Company’s Bill
was before the House, was not against the
substance of the Bill—that is the clause for
the increase of the capital—but its oppo-
nents were desirous of amending the Bill to
remove the ambiguity of the Act of 1892
and make it what parliament thought it
was and ought to be—we were all prepared
to give the company what they wanted if
they would consent to act fairly with the
public and with their subscribers and allow
the amendment to the Act of 1892 to be
couched in language free from any ambi-
guity or vagueness. That they would not
do, and on that has arisen any objection
which has been made to granting an in-
crease of capital to this company. Because
the municipalities feel that if they lose this
opportunity created by the needs of the com-
pany of additional capital, of getting
Justice in accordance with their contract
of 1891 with the Bell Telephone Com-
pany, which was that rates should not
be charged on domestic telephones over $25,
and on business telephones over $45—a con-
tract which was intended to be ratified by
the Act of 1892, they may never have so
good an opportunity of doing so. All they
ask is that the contract which the company
had made with them should be carried out
in good faith. This the company has re-
fused to do so far, and of course, while they
take that stand, the municipalities will con-
tinue to oppose any further concessions by
parliament to this company. We have had
our Table loaded this year with petitions
from over eighty municipalities including
every part of the Dominien. I daresay not

Hon. Mr. MILLER.

Learning that the law which

within the recollection of any of us have
petitions been so largely presented to
this House in connection with any sub-
ject as in connection with this Bell
Telephone Bill. What do these petitions
ask ? They prayed for the °‘passing of
such legislation as will prevent the Bell
Telephone Company of Canada from in-
creasing its rates as they existed in 1892,
and requiring them to supply telephones
to persons willing to pay for the same
whose premises are upon or adjacent to,
a main line or branch of their system.’
That is all that these petitioners seek of
us. They ask parliament to remove the
ambiguity of the law of 1892, and to declare .
that the rates shall not be either increased
or diminished except with the consent of
the Governor in Council. It is not very
often that a company asking favours
appears before parliament under such very
great disadvantage as this company does
in "having repudiated a solemn compact
made with the city of Toronto, and
then, worse still, in not having kept
faith with parliament or the public or
its subscribers with regard to the legis-
lation of 1892. I think the best course
my hon. friend could pursue with regard
to this Bill is to withdraw it and not to
arouse any further agitation, until the
ggneral measure of the governement is
submitted to parliament. I think it is
probable the measure of the government,
from the assurances which have been
given us by the Minister of Justice,
will be one which will satisfy the mu-
nicipalities and .all others interested.
There is, I repeat, a danger that, owing
to the special circumstances of Toronto
in connection with this company, that
a general Bill may not meet the grievances
under which the people of that city labour
In regard to the increase of rates and other
incidental matters. A very great hardship,
and a very practical grievance, is now in-
flicted especially on the municipality of
Toronto by the Bell Telephone Company,
whom at the outset it encouraged in every
legitimate way by a liberal contract for
telephone services, notwithstanding all this,
they find themselves now at the mercy
of this company simply on account of
a legal technicality or vagueness in the
phraseology of the amended clause of the
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Act of 1892. I think that it would be in
the interests of this company to wait and
see whether the wishes of the petitioners
will be met by the government Bill, but
otherwise I will feel it my duty to ask the
House to pass the amendments which the
Senate would, had the Bill not been with-
drawn, have adopted last year with the
strong approval of public opinion, as ex-
pressed by the press on both sides of
‘politics. I know of no great public
question ever before this country where
the wunanimity of the press was greater
than in the approval of the conduct
of the Senate and disapproval of the con-
duct of the committee that refused the
amendments which the opponents of the
Bill were seeking in the interest of the pub-
licc I can omly say to my hon. friend,
if he does not accept my suggestion it will
not be in the interests of the company; it
will not allay the hostility of the public to
the action of the Bell Telephone Company,
but will increase it even to a greater extent
than was experienced last session.

. Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (British Colum-
‘bia)—I should like to ask the hon. gentle-
man from Brandon if this company intend
to issue preferential stock to raise this
capital ?

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—I have not
the slightest idea what the company intend
to do.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (British Colum-
bia)—If they do, the other shareholders may
probably be cut out of everything. This
company ought to be restricted, whether it
is done this year or next year, in the in-
terest of the country and of those who use
telephones. I do not think on all occasions
this company acts fairly or in a straight-
forward manner. I know in Victoria the
agents of the company have been charging
some of their customers four dollars a
month and others only three, and that is
done in an underhand way. It only came
to the ears of those who pay four dollars
in an indirect manner. When charged with
it, the company admitted they had done
s0. That is a dishonest thing, to charge
different rates for the same service. It is
unworthy of a company paying large divi-
dends. Whether the hon. gentleman goes
‘on with this Bill or not, I should like to see

something done to arrange the rates of this
company.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER moved that
the Bill be referred to the Committee on
Banking and Commerce.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—No, the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours. 1
never knew a Bill of this kind to be referred
to any other committee, except when this
Bill was referred last year.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is purely a financial
matter.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—If it is the
wish of the House to refer this Bill to the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbours, I am quite willing that it should
go to that committee.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—It was before the
Banking and Commerce Committee last
year.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Certainly; but it
was improperly referred to that committee.
It was through a mistake or oversight. This
comes under the heading of telegraphs and
should go to the Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbours.

The motion was amended and adopted.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (J) An Act to incorporate the Insti-
tute of Chartered Accountants.—(Hon. Mr.
Kerr.)

Bill (K) An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents certain powers for the
relief of George M. Depew.—(Hon. Mr.
Kirchhoffer.) :

Bill (26) An Act respecting the Quebec
and Lake Huron Railway Company.—(Hon.
Mr. Landry.)

Bill (14) An Act to incorporate the Indian
River Railway Company.—(Hon. Mr. God-
bout.)

Bill (21) An Act respecting the Port Dover,
Brantford, Berlia and Goderich Railway
Company, and to change its name to ‘The
Grand YValley. Railway Compary.’—(iIon.
Mr. McCallum, in the absence of Hon. Mr.
Merner.) &



134

SENATE

Bill (24) An Act respecting the Windsor
and Detroit Union Bridge Company.—(Hon.
Mr. MecCallum.)

INTERNATIONAL RAILWAY COM-
PANY’'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. GIBSON moved the second read-
ing of Bill (No. 31) An Act respecting the
Buffalo Railway Company and the Inter-
national Railway Company.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

Hon. Mr. GIBSON moved that the Bill
be referred to the Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbours.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—I do not rise to
oppose the reference of this Bill to the com-
mittee, but I wish to call attention to the
fact that this is a foreign company, and
when the Bill comes before the Standing
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbours, the hon. gentleman ought te be
in a position to show who are the stock-
holders. We do not know who they are;
we never knew who they were when we
were Incorporating them a few years ago.
They have got control of a good deal of
Canadian property.

Hon. Mr. GIBSON—As far as I am aware,
this Bill received a good deal of opposition,
and very properly so, some time ago, when
it was before 'this House, and that was
with respect to the securing of railways on
the Canadian side of the frontier. They
did so, however, by bargain and sale,
mutually agreed upon by both parties, and
I would say, living as I do in the neighbour-
hood of these railways, that they are ad-
mirably managed. As far as the owners
are concerned, I will endeavour to meet the
requirements of the hon. gentleman and
bring down the list of shareholders. So
far as the railway company dtself is con-
cerned, it is simply asking for something
which should receive the support of hon.
gentlemen in this House, because it - is
merely changing the name from ‘the Buffalo
Railway Company’ to ‘the International
Railway Company.’ The Buffalo Railway
Company owned the George road on the
United States side of the river. They,
however, bought out the Niagara Falls and

Niagara River road, and ran them: both in
common under one company, and in con-

‘sequence of the amalgamation of the various

companies, it has been thought expedient,
and I believe desirable, so far as legislation
in the United States is concerned, that the
words ‘International Railway’® should take
the place of ‘ Buffalo Railway,” and I am
sure from a national standpoint on the
Canadian side of the river, we ought to feel
pleased at the change of name. I am per-
fectly satisfied that the gentlemen who have
the management of the railway, and who
are its owners, are Canadian as well as
United States capitalists. However, I will
communicate with the gentlemen who are
promoting the Bill and get the desired in-
formation, so that it may be before the Rail-
way Committee when the Bill comes up for
consideration.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I do not wish to
oppose the hon. gentleman. I have made
the suggestion to enable the committee to
arrive at a correct conclusion. I have
always objected to handing over the bridges
across the Niagara river to a foreign cor-
poration. We do not know who they are.
They may be all enemies of this country.
That is why I notify the hon. gentleman to

.Submit the names of the shareholders, and

not because I wish to oppose the Bill. I
want him to be prepared to show the com-
mittee, who the owners of this property
are, because in case of trouble the owner-
ship on the other side of the river might
prove injurious to this country.

Hon. Mr. GIBSON—I have no objection
to furnish all the information I can get,
but my hon. friend must recollect that the
rallway was originally chartered by the
Dominion of Canada, and is run to-day
under the regulations laid down by the De-
partment of Railways and Canails, so that,
8o far as the supervision and the running
of the railway is concerned, it is being done
subject to all the conditions. of railway
legislation in the Dominion of Canada, the
same as any other railway in this country.

The motion was agreed to.
THE RAILWAY COMMITTEE ROOM.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
should like to call the attention of the Secre-
tary of State again. to this Railway Com-
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mittee accommodation. I hold in my hand
a notice calling @ meeting of the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours in
the same room that we have occupied for
years. I should like to ask him what steps
have. been taken or instructions given to
place the old Railway Committee room used
by the House of Commons at the disposal
of the Senate? We are likely to have a
large number attending the meetings of our
committee, and we will be holding our meet-
ings in a stuffy, disagreeable room full of
impure air. I supposed instructions would
have been given so that the clerk could have
4 issued notices to meet in that room which
legitimately belongs to this branch of par-
liament.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think I mentioned on
a former occasion, when my hon. friend drew
my attention to the subject, that I had
spoken to the Minister of Public Works,
and he at once acquiesced in our using that
room, and on a former occasion my hon.
friend said he did not think it was neces-
sary until later in the session.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—We have to deal with
the Bell Telephone Company’s Bill.

Hon.  Mr. SCOTT—That will draw a large
number. i

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I said
I thought it would make no difference be-
fore the holidays, as the first meeting of
the committee was for organization and the
appointment of a chairman. I did not say
there was not likely to be any business of
importance calling together a large number
of people.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—I should lke to
know if the returns I asked for on the 20th
of February, on the subject of school lands,
will be brought down some time this week.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I will make inquiry.

THE GROUNDING OF THE SS8. ‘LAKE
SUPERIOR.’ :

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I want to call the
attention of my hon. friend, the Secretary
of State, to a paragraph in a papen which
has just come through the mail, with refer-
ence to the unfortunate grounding of the
¢ Lake Superior’ in the harbour of St. John.
I find it stated in this paper that very ur-

gent action had been taken to endéavour
to save the ship. She is on a reef and
making water, and no pumping apparabus
could be found in the lower provinces suit-
able for pumping her, and it is stated here
that application was made to the govern-
ment 'with a view to allowing a pumping
apparatus to be brought into the country
free of duty, in order to 'meet this very
great emergency, and that the government
had refused. I may just say that the
grounding of this ship in one of our prin-
cipal harbours—this magnificent ship that
has done so much good service in connec-
tion with our winter line—is a very unfor-
tunate thing, and I wish to call my hon.
friend’s attention to this complaint, and to
ask him if it could not be possible to have
the matter looked more carefully into and
afford this relief which appears to be so de-
sirable under the circumstances.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am not aware that
any application has been made. I have not
heard it referred to by any of my colleagues.
It would come, in the first instance, before
the Minister of Marine.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE ' BOWELL—No.
The Minister of Customs; it is a question of
duty.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The application for re-
lief would probably come to him first. I
have heard pothing of an application to
bring in machinery from the United States
in connection with an accident of that kind.
I will make inquiry and inform my hon.
friend to-morrow.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—This
being a matter of customs duty, the applica-
tion would be made to the Department of
Customs, and it would be for the Minister of
Customs to say what should be donme. I
know that wherever parties desire to obtain
any apparatus or machinery in cases of dis-
tress of that kind, they make the applica-
tion where they arg most individually and
pecuniary interested, independent of the
fact that such wrecking apparatus and
pumping machines do exist in the country.
That I know has been my experience in the
past, and I have no doubt—I say this in de-
fence of the Customs Department, in which
I still feel an interest—too often we have
yielded in the past when we found out after-
wards it was to the disadvantage of parties
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who had large investments in wrecking ap-
paratus which might have been obtained in
Canada, only the parties thought the com-
peting people living across the line could,
under an appeal such as this, get their ma-
chinery into the country. Unless it is a case
of absolute necessity, and where no pump-
ing apparatus could be obtained in our own
country, I should justify the government in
refusing the application.

- Hon. Mr. ELLIS—As the question has
been brought up, I should like to make this
observation in regard to it. While it is
possible that there is such apparatus in
some parts of Canada, at present it would
be almost impossible to get it from the
Gulf of St. Lawrence, and quite impossible
to get it from the Great Lakes, and if it
does not exist in the lower provinces, it
would have.to be brought from the United
States.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—There
should be some in the maritime provinces.
They might have sent to Halifax.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, April 4, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (M) An Act respecting the Atlantic
and YLake Superior Railway Company.—
(Hon. Mr. Owens.)

Bill (N) An Act respecting the Great East-
ern Raijlway Company.—(Hon. Mr. Owens.)

A PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE
RULES.

The notice of motion being called.

By the Honourable Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
K.C.M.G.:— 5

That he will move that paragraphs 1 and 2
of rule 80 of the Rules, Orders and Proceedings
of the Senate of Canada be amended: by striking
out the word ‘sevantsen’ in raragraph 1, and
substituting the word ‘eighteen’ therefor ; and
that paragraph 2 be amended by striking ° out
the words ‘twenty-one,” and substituting the
words ‘twanty-four’ therefor.

-Hon. Mr. SCOTT said: I would ask the
hon. gentleman to let that motion stand
until Monday.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Yes,
but I would call attention to the fact that if
objection be made, it will be necessary to
make a preliminary motion. I notice, in
looking at the rules, that we should have,
to carry out the rules properly, either to
suspend by unanimous vote rule 16 for the
time being, or give notice for & call of the
House, in order to change the motion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—On that account I ask
to have it stand until Monday.

The motion was allowed to stand.

THE TREADGOLD CONCESSION.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (Victoria, B.C.)
moved :

That an humble addr:ss be presantzd to His
Excellency the Governor General; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before this
House, copies of all orders in council, applica-
tions, agreemonts and communications in writ-
ing relating to the grant or conz2ssion to A. & C.
Treadgold, or to the Hydraulic Mining Syndi-
cate, of any claims or privileg:s to water rights,
mining lands, and timber limits in the Yukon
Territory, or in any part of the North-west Ter-
ritories. Also, a description or plan showing
the location and area of such claims, privileges
#nd concession to the aforesaid partiss or syn-
dicate.

He said: Knowing the delays attached to
bringing down returns asked for, taking
sometimes weeks, months and even a year, I
have endeavoured to gather up all the infor-
mation I could relating to the so-called I'read-
gold Company’s contract or concessions.
I will refer in order to the salient points in
the contract, and should I be wrong or
misinformed, I should ask the members of
the government to correct me. No doubt
they know the text of the contract as it
must have been agreed to in Council. I
take it that every hon. member of 'this
House will agree that the Yukon mining re-
gion should be kept for the benefit of the
whole country, for the miners who toil there,
and for the commercial men who trade
there. I think the House agreeing to this
proposition will also agree that the first care
should be to conserve the rights of miners,
give easy communication, and the lowest
taxation commensurate with the manage-
ment of a well organized system of govern-
ment, free from favouritism, monopoly and
partiality. If this be the proper mode of
governing the Yukon how comes it that re-

~




APRIL 4, 1902

137

cently a company of three, Treadgold, Bar-
wick and another, have obtained a mono-
poly of mining lands, timber limits and
water rights in that country for thirty
years—yes, a monopoly for thirty years—
in the face of the strong aversion of the
people of this country to combines and
monopolies ? Our largest companies had
no special rights, such as the Canadian
Pacific Railway and the Grand Trunk who
spent millions in the country, whereas this
Yukon company does nothing for its mono-
poly. The parties most interested did not ask
this or any company to come in toi help them
to water. So far as I have been able to
gather information apart from the actual
contract, I find that this company possesses
the sole right to take water from the Klon-
dike river at any point between its entry into
the Yukon river and the Flat creek for gene-
rating power to work and pump water in
the district, comprising the beds, banks,
valleys, slopes and hills of the Klondike
river, Bonanza, Bear and Hunker creeks, and
their tributaries for thirty years. The tri-
butaries of rivers mentioned are an unde-
fined quantity, and many extend for
hundreds of miles, and cover the richest
part of that gold-producing country. No
miner, however enterprising, may for his
own purposes, after this agreement goes into
operation, take any water from the Klon-
dike river in the vicinity of the best mining
creeks ; he must buy from the Treadgold
Company. I believe the company is also
given the right of entry upon, and a way
through any lands and any mining ground
for the purpose of constructing its works,
the only recompense to the mine owner
being, the gravel removed by the company
would be placed in a separate dump. I
hear, however, that this clause has been
modified to provide for compensation in case
of damage. The company also has the right
to purchase Crown lands at a stipulated
price of $10 per acre, also the right to enter
upon, make entry for, and work all mining
locations now or hereafter abandoned on
Bonanza, Bear and Hunker creeks, and their
tributaries, free from payment except such
royalty as may be prescribed. The com-
pany for all these concessions has to ex-
pend $250,000 on its works before the end
of December, 1902, and to deliver, by July,
1805, 1,500 cubic feet of water per minute ;

otherwise their grants and powers shall
cease. The company to be free from reants,
taxes and assessments, except customs
duty and royalty. It is allowed to charge
for water $1 per miner’s inch per hour.
Such a rate would in ordinary cases cost
a mine $125 per day. This, however,
has been wisely modified to twenty-five
cents per hour. The objectionable features
of the contract are the thirty years mono-
poly, the right over tributaries of the Xlon-
dike and Yukon rivers, as being undefined
and may mean thousands of acres, also
shutting out miners from the free use of
the rivers mentioned which should be free
to all.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is no objection
in this case to all the papers coming down,
and the fullest information possible being
given on the subject referred to. I do not
know that any good purpose can be served
by our discussing it while it is very well
known that the terms, or a modification of
them, are now being discussed between re-
presentatives from Dawson and the Minister
of the Interior, and therefore a good many
of the observations of my hon. friend per-
haps are not strictly correct even at the pre-
sent moment. I do not propose to follow
him through the various statements he has
made, ‘but I can say this, that for the last
two or three years representations have been
made that there were many claims on the
Klondike and on other streams which had
been abandoned in consequence of their be-
ing on too high a plane to obtain water.
They could not be utilized simply because
there was an absence of water, and it would
not pay any one, or two, or three individuals-
to bring water to any particular claims,
and whatever was done had to be done
on a very large scale in order that water
might be obtained for all the claims that
were on high level, which otherwise could
not be utilized, and which had been thrown
up and were in the hands of the govern-
ment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Why
on high levels ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—They were taken up
on ground where it was too high to work
them unless water was artificially brought
to that higher level. This matter has been
under discussion for the last three years
and applications have been made from time
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to time, and I understood that it was a
matter of notoriety in Dawson that persons
Wwere proposing to spend a very large amount
of capital—from half a million to a million
dollars and perhaps more—in pumping up
water to a high level in order that the claims
which were not then within reach of water,
on account of being too high, could be uti-
lized. Various propositions were made in
the last three years and the matter was dis-
cussed backward and forward between
parties at Dawson and the Department of
the Interior. It was not rushed through in
any way, as the hon. gentleman would indi-
cate by the observations he has made. In
making the regulations, I am advised that
the interests of the miners were well pro-
tected, that any miners holding claims there
are in no worse position now than they
were before the concession was granted.
They are entitled to all the water they re-
quire for the purpose of washing the earth
in their claims. Therefore, the prejudice
that the hon. gentleman has sought to create,
by saying that the miners have been sacri-
ficed, has no substantial foundation. But
under any circumstances, while modifica-
tions of the agreement are under considera-
tion, it seems rather premature to discuss it.
No possible good can come of it. The
original papers will be brought down in due
time. As for the plan for which my hon.
friend asks, I do not know whether there is
such a plan in existence. If there is, it will
be brought down. All I can do is to assure
the House that it was thought to be in the
interest of the miners that this arrangement
should be made, because it was going to
enable a very large number of unused
‘claims to be worked, and if the parties
who had originally taken them up did not
propose to work them, the new company
that was being organized would have the
right to take up those claims.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE - BOWELL—A few

. of the remarks made by the hon. Secretary
of State are somewhat pertinent to the ques-
tions, and perhaps we shall be better able
to discuss the contents and provisions of
this document, which is called a concession,
better, when it is laid before the House than
at the present moment. But it is quite evi-
dent that the Secretary of State—and I say
it with all due respect—has very little knowl-

edge of the effect which this concession,
Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

if carried out in its entirety as first pro-
vided, would have upon that country and
the mining interests. The hon. gentleman
says that this will not place the miners in
any worse position than they were before,
except, he might have added, to this ex-
tent, that if they should cease working
their claims for a short period and the
claims should be declared abandoned for
the time being, this syndicate or these con-
cessionaires can walk in and take pos-
session of what are designated abandoned
claims. When the hon. gentleman talks
of the high levels, he should know that
the earth containing gold is brought to the
lower level to the bottom of the creek,
or near the bottom of the creek in order
that it may be there washed, except in
hydraulic operations. Of hydraulic plant
there is only one in existence at the pres-
ent time, as far as my knowledge ex-
tends in the Yukon territory, where the
water is carried up into a reservoir or
tank, and then through a pipe, forced into
the crevices between the rocks and the
earth with the gold is washed out. There
can be no doubt that what are termed in
many cases abandoned claims, are really
not totally abandoned, but, probably for the
reasons suggested by the hon. Secretary of
State, that they cannot obtain a sufficient
quantity of water, temporarily abandoned,
more on account of the expense attending
the working of what is termed lean pay
dirt, but which, after the rise of water,
are utilized often by the original miners.
Many of the dumps that have been washed
are still rich in precious metal. I saw mjy-
self, last summer, an old man about eighty
years of age washing from a dump that had
already gone through the operation of
separating the gold from the earth, wash-
ing with a pan and cradle by hand, secure
ten or twelve dollars between ten in the
morning and three in the afternoon.
‘What does that prove ? It proves that
the present method and mode of extract-
ing the whole of the precious metal from
the earth has not yet been discovered,
and that hereafter when the water supply,
either in the spring or by any other means
they can obtain it, that there is a rich reward
to follow those who will re-work this earth.
But the concession made to this syndicate
deprives—and here is the great objection to
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it—mew miners, except at the will of per-
sons who hold these concessions, going into
that country, and what will the effect be ?
That instead of having hundreds of people
going there and exploring the country up
these different creeks, in order to locate
claims, miners will be kept out of the country
for the reason that this syndicate will have
possession and control of the whole of it.
If the hon. gentleman would consider for a
moment the point raised by the hon. mem-
ber for Victoria in that indefinite expression
‘the Bonanza or the Hunker creek and its
tributaries,” he will see at once that they
are giving nearly the whole of the gold pro-
ducing sections of the country to this syn-
dicate. The richest discoveries that have
been made in that whole country are on a
tributary of the Hunker creek, and many
* other ricP* depo$its which have been dis-
covered are on tributaries of the Bonanza
and the Hunker. In making that con-
cession originally, it is quite evident that
there was something behind it, some reason
for doing it, or an utter want of knowledge
of the country and its requirements. If
not, why should permission be given to one
or two individuals to charge a dollar an
hour for an output of a miner’s inch
of water ? They afterwards reduced that
to 25 cents. My impression is that if that
concession is ever carried out in its entirety,
there will have to be a greater reduction,
unless the concessionaires are to receive
the whole of the proceeds of the miner who
does the work. There can be no question
that if that country is to be fully and thor-
oughly developed, it is to be by hardy men
who are willing to go into what would be
considered, under many circumstances, an in-
hospitable country, particularly in the win-
ter, and who have to undergo great priva-
tions, and they are hampered by the rules
and regulations that have been adopted by
the government to an extent that is unknown
in any other part of the world. Compare
the rules that govern the miners in that
country with those that govern the miners
in Alaska, which lies right alongside it,
within a few miles, where there are large
gold deposits, and you would marvel. The
government charges so much stumpage for
the lumber that is taken from the woods
if a man wants to build a hut in which to
live. I saw one case in which a man had

.at present

to pay $275 stumpage dues for the timber
which he had taken for the construction of
an hotel, in order to give the miner a place
in which to live, and the charge for grazing
a cow in a country of that kind, of five cents
per week, which goes into the pockets of the
government. These charges restrict the
operations of the people to an extent you
would scarcely realize. Cross the border
into Alaska and all you have to do is to
locate your claim, and cut all the timber
you want for mining operations, and no
charge is made. Discover a coal mine,
in the same manner, on the banks of the
river, as you will see it on the banks of
the Saskatchewan, in the .North-west, and
you can take possession and work it, and
there is no charge made beyond the loca-
tion fee, and the annual license you
have to pay, and no royalty. I point out
these things to show you the advantages
which the United States miner going into
United States territory has over the Cana-
dian miner going into Canadian territory.
All these restrictions tend to hamper the
development of that country. Experience
has taught those who have given the sub-
ject any consideration at all, that the most
liberal construction should be rprut upon
all the regulations which have been issued,
and, -in addition to that, that these regu-
lations should be as liberal as possible.
I freely admit that I think the regulations
in existence are much more
liberal than they were formerly, but there
are regulations which should be amended
in order to encourage the miners, instead of
hampering them. I should like if the hon.
gentleman’s motion had gone a little far-
ther. There are other concessions besides
this Treadgold concession. There are con-
cessions of three or four miles which people
have been holding for some time, perhaps
for two or three years, by paying a small
fee, and that prevents industrious and ven-
turesome men going into the country and
assisting the development. No one can con-
ceive what the effect is, or what hardship
these miners have to endure, and one cannot
understand or comprehend, without looking
into the question very closely, how far the
country is held back from being properly
developed and the proper return given for
the labour of those who have gone there,
by the regulations which are in existence.
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I have no desire to say or do anything that
will injure the further development of the
Yukon territory, and I congratulate the gov-
ernment on the wise selection they have
made in the present governor, if such he
can be termed, of that territory.

Hon. Mr. YOUNG—Hear, hear !

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—He has
made many improvements, and removed
many of the ditficulties, so far as his power
would permit, that existed under the former
government, and I attribute that to this
fact: he is a gentleman who has lived a
long time in a new country. He knows
what the difficulties are in the settling of a
new country. He has had a good deal of
experience in governing a new country, and
has carried his practical knowledge into
the Yukon territory. I doubt not, if le
had full power to act and to do what he
believes would be in the best interest of
that country, that many of these complaints
would be removed and many of the difficul-
ties would cease to exist.

Hon. Mr. GIBSON—Hear, hear !

. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—In
discussing this matter I try to divest my-
self altogether of political prejudices in
the matter. :

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (British Colum-
bia)—Hear, hear !

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—AnRd 1
speak thus of Mr. Ross, because I speak of
him as I find him, and when I idvestigated,
80 far as my limited time would permit,
the difficulties which had existed in that
territory and the manner in which he had
been governing it while he had been there,
I deemed it due to him and Jjustice to my-
self, to say that he is doing as much as he
can possibly do to remove these troubles
and difficulties, and say further that I be
lieve that if the government will act upon
the suggestions and advice which, I have
no doubt, that gentleman will give them,
many of the troubles and difficulties will

. be removed.

Hon. Mr. GIBSON—Hear, hear !

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
particular subject before the House, is one
of immense importance to this country. It
cannot be overestimated. The carrying out

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

of the rules, such as they are, and the condi-
tions of that bargain to which my hon.
friend from Victcria has referred, would
end in a semi-rebellion. The people there
will not tolerate the giving up of a whole
country, as this concession is giving it up,
to Treadgold. You will be having all the
difficulties, and more than the difficulties
which arose whan the mass of people
rushed into that country immediately after
the discovery of gold to any extent, and I
would urge very strongly upon the govern-
ment, if they would take any advice from
me in this matter, to see that no such mon-
opoly is given to any class of people or to
any corporation.. We must all admit—at
least those who know anything of it—that
the great drawback to successful mining
is the want of water, and any means that
can be adopted by which the country is not
to be given up entirely tc one syndicate
for the furmishing of that water to the
miners at a rate which s not ruinous, should
be adopted. But the idea of giving up for
thirty years the whole country to one syn-
dicate, is a monstrous proposition, and I
cannot help thinking that if the proper re-
presentations had been made to the govern-
ment, if they have the slightest regard for
the future of that country, and the develop-
ment of the great wealth that is in it, in .
coal and in gold and other precious metals,
they must retrace the steps which they
have taken, and I am very glad that the
hon. gentleman has brought this question
under the notice of the Secretary of State,
in order that he can convey the impressions
which must be left upon the mind of every
hon. senator after hearing the terms and
the manner in which he has laid it before
them, in order to make those amendments.
I repeat that the fact of the original terms
having been so materially altered, and in
one charge alone coming down from a dol-
lar an inch to 25 cents an inch, is the best
evidence this House or the country can
have that they were conceding to a small
syndicate, who expected and no doubt would
become very wealthy, conceding to them
concessions, the result of .which they had
not the slightest conception of. I would
suggest that those who are most interested
in this—I mean the government which is
governing the country at the present mo-
ment—that those who have a practical turn
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of mind should go into that country and see
for themselves, and if they have any re-
gard for the prosperity of the country and
their own reputation as legislators, they
will materially change the conditions and
provisions of any concession they make to
any class of people. I hope this return
will come down at a time that will give
us an opportunity of studying it carefully,
and I am inclined to think, from what I
have learned, that the hon. senator from
Victoria has not exaggerated in the slight-
est degree the terms of it. On the contrary,
I think hon. gentlemen will find that they
are more obnoxious in their character than
he has indicated to the House. I express
the hope again that the Secretary of State
will see that we bhave this report at an
early period, and that it will not be left
over too long. And I should like to have,
whether the motion will cover it or not,
a copy of the original agreement into which
they entered, the amendments which have
lhheen made up to the present moment,
and the amendments which they propose to
make, after hearing from the governor of
that territory and those who are here to-
day pressing upon the government the
necessity of making changes. We shall
then be able to judge how far the govern-
ment has gone in handing over to a few
of their friends immense concessions in
that territory.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No friends of ours.
They are English capitalists.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I will
not be led away from the subject now under
discussion, but I should like to say some-
thing—perhaps it would not be judicious
just now—in reference to their friends and
capitalists. Those who pay any attention
to current events understand what is meant
by the word ‘ capitalist,” and we understand
as a rule who those capitalists are, and we
understand a little further what those capi-
talists do when it is necessary that they
should be asked to be drawn into the fold,
to do certain things for the benefit of the gen-
tlemen who rule and control, unfortunately,
this country, at the present time. However,
we will leave that for some other occasion.
I desire to confine my remarks as exclu-
sively to the matter before the House as
possible. I can only express the plea-
sure with which I listened to the hon. gen-

tleman from ‘Victoria, and I hope this House
and the country will be put in possession
of all the facts, in order to .enable them to
judge of the manner in which the Yukon
territory and the North-west have been gov-
erned in the past.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—It is not my in-
tention to follow the hon. leader of the op-
position or to discuss the question which
has been brought before the House by my
hon. friend from Viectoria, but I do wish to
express my surprise, probably because I
have not full knowledge of the rules of
order that prevail in this House, that on a
question on the order paper a debate of
this kind can be precipitated. It may be
the rule, but I was of the opinion that when
these papers would be brought down, I
along with other hon. gentlemen might take
some part in the discussion of this ques-
tion, but I find that the hon. leader of the
opposition and my hon. friend from Viec-
toria have proceeded to debate the details
of a question of which this House is not
apprised. They have proceeded to debate
it and to censure the government for en-
tering into a contract which is not before
the House, a contract which I have not
read, and which I know nothing of.

I frankly confess my inability to reply to
the homn. leader of the opposition. and con-
sequently I will not proceed to do so ; but
when these papers are brought down, in all
probability we will have something to say
in respect to them. I have not read the con-
tracts, but I have read in the press what
purported to be a synopsis of the provisions
of this contract with the Treadgold syndi-
cate. On the merits of the proposition to give
to a company of capitalists the right to
bring water into the gold districts of the
Yukon, I think it a good one—that is, the
general question of giving to a company the
right to bring water in whereby the placer
and hydraulic claims on the mountain sides
could be worked at a profit. No small mine
owner, and no number of small miners.
could bring water in in that country. It will
take the expenditure of a large amount of
money, so I simply say the general proposi-
tion to give a company of capitalists the
right to bring water in there to sell it to
the miners is one that I approve of. I do
not know the details of this contract. I am
free to admit that if it is in the power of
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any syndicate to charge 25 cents per miner's
inch per hour for the water necessary for
the ‘working of placer claims in that coun-
try, it might possibly be found too high.
If it is correct that under the provisions of
this contract the small mine owner could be
frozen out, so to speak—I have heard that
charge made on the streets and in the news-
papers—then possibly there would be some
way to change the contract on what I be-
lieve to be better lines. I am only discussing
these matters in a general way; I do not
kn.w the provision of the contract. It may
he the rule of this House, still, I think
it is unfair to introduce a discussion on a
question when the papers have yet to be
brought down. It seems to me the proper
time to do so would be when the papers are
Lefore us.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The prac-
tice of the House is, when a member malkes
a motion he gives his reason for doing so.
I gave my reasons and indicated as far as
I could what I wanted.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I am quite sur-
prised to hear my hon. friend from Victoria,
a member of the government, complaining
of my hon. friend his colleague from Viec-
toria for precipitating, as he says, a discus-
sion on this question. My hon. friend has
very pointedly cleared up that objection, and
I think even my hon. friend, the member of
the government without portfolio, is now
satisfied that the mover of this resolution
is perfectly in order in bringing it up as he
has done. In fact, there is no other way
that I am aware of by which a discussion
of this very important question could be
raised at present, except in the way it has
been brought up ; and as for the necessity
of a discussion upon the question, I think
there can be no doubt whatever upon that
point.- A concession of very great impor-
tance was made to Treadgold and his as-
sociates, and that concession has created a
very great amount of excitement and alarm
in the Yukon country. I have been in re-
ceipt of letters and newspaper clippings
which have been sent within the last few
weeks, all clippings from papers published
in the Yukon, and all condemning in the
strongest terms this concession to Tread-
gold.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWLEL..—Even

the government organ condemns it.
Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The papers are
unanimous in condemning the concession.
It seems to be understood in the Yukon coun-
try what that concession means, I do not
know my hon. friend’'s source of information..
Probably he has obtained it in the same
way as the Yukon papers got it, but it ap-
pears the information is correct. My hon.
friend has been able to tell this House that
the first contract with Treadgold and his
associates contained provisions which have
already been receded from, one of them in
regard to the price to be charged per miner's
inch for water. It was originally one dollar
per inch per hour and it has been reduced,
as my hon. friend from Victoria says, to 25
cents. and even that reduced rate my hon.
friend opposite (Mr. Templeman) admits is
altogether too high. Taking this fact alone,
that the concession made by the government
to Treadgold in the first instance authorized
a charge of one dollar per miner’s inch per
hour and has since been reducgd on account
of public clamour to 25 cents, which
it appears is still entirely too high—taking
this one fact into consideration, is it any
wonder that a great deal of excitement and
alarm has been occasioned among the miners
of the Yukon country in consequence of this
eoncession ? When we learn now, that such
important modifications have already been
made in the contract, and when I hear the
Secretary of State tell the mover of the
motion that he thinks it is not useful to go
on with a discussion at this moment because
what he has described as the contract may
not be now the teéerms of it, that modifica-
tions are going on, all that is calculated to
convince this House that a most improvi-
dent bargain was made in the first instance,
granting a rich mining country away in that
improvident, careless manner that this con-
cession was made to Treadgold and his
associates. Possibly all the members of
the government might not have been
aware of the nature of the concession
in the first instance, but now they are
seriously seized of its importance and
are dealing with it, and I hope that when
all the papers come down it will be found
that not only the modifications indicated by
my hon. friend the mover of this motion,
but other important modifications will be
found to have been made in this contract,
so that it will not prove so detrimental to
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the interests of the Yukon country as it
threatened to be in the form in which it
first became known to the public. There is
just one point which has not been pro-
minently brought before the House, and
which I am credibly informed is a fea-
ture of the contract, and that is that
this syndicate would obtain control and
possession of all abandoned claims in the
territory described in the contract, which I
am told is about the whole of the Klondike
country that is rich in gold. I am informed
that it would be the easiest thing in the
world for them to cover the country to an
enormous extent by that concession—quite
an easy matter for their friends and emis-
saries to make entries and claims and aban-
don them in order that these claims might
drop into the hands of the Treadgold Com-
pany,—not only the claims which are natur-
ally abandoned by men who become discour-
aged or broken down in health, but purp2sely
claims taken up by their emissaries and
abandoned so that they would fall into the
possession of the company. From what I
have heard of this concession and learned
from the discussion upon it, not only from
the remarks of the hon. gentlemen along-
side me, but from the observations of the
hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
House, I am now most thoroughly convinced
that a most extraordinary contract was made
in the first instance, one rivalling in its
dangerous character the notorious agree-
ment which was at one time proposed to be
made with Mackenzie and Mann by which
they would absorb almost the whole of the
mining lands in that Yukon country.

The motion was agreed to.

THE STRIKE AT VALLEYFIELD.
INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired :

Upon what authorily the government founded
itself in paying the troops called out in aid of
the civil power in the repression of the last
strike at Valleyfield ?

Whether the government has taken the neces-
sary measures to cause itsclf to be reimbursed
the amount paid ?

If not, whether the government proposes to
take these measures, and when ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The answer to the first
is, section 34 of the Militia Act. I think I
read the Act when the inquiry was made
before. The reply to the second question

is yes, all necesary measures have been
taken to recover the amount from the mu-
nicipality. g

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE ‘BOWELL—Might
I ask the hon. gentleman when these in-
structions were given ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I answered that ques-
tion when it came up before, the time I
read the section of the Militia Act.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
provision of the Militia Act is that the gov-
ernment have the right to pay, and to in-
struct the commanding officer to take pro-
ceedings against the municipality to re-
cover the amount which they have paid.
What my hon. friend asked was whether
that action had been taken by the govern-
ment, and the hon. Secretary of State said
yes. What I ask is, could he inform the
House when it was taken—has it been since
this question was brought up in the Senate ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It was long before par-
linment mef.

THE HARBOUR OF GLACE BAY.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.), rose to

Call ‘the attention of the Senate to the neces-
sity ‘of improvements to the harbour of Glace
Bay, Cape Breton, N.S., and ask for all corres-
pondence between the government or any mem-
Ler therzof, and any person or persons or cor-
peration in reference to said harbour.

He said : I promised some of ‘my constitu-
ents at Glace Bay to call the attention of
the government to this matter, and if the
Secretary of State will give me his atten-
tion for a few minutes, so that he may be
able to bring the matter to the notice of
the Minister of Public Works and the Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries I should be
very much obliged to him. The rising town
of Glace Bay is well known. It has to-day
a population of about 8,000, and perhaps
within a radius of four miles of the harbour
there is a population of 20,000. All that
population get what they consume from
abroad, and the only way of importing goods
to-the place is either by railway or by
water. The harbour of Glace Bay is an
old harbour, artificially made thirty-five or
thirty-six years ago. Since the Dominion
Coal Company has ceased shipping coal, the
harbour has gone to decay. It is pretty
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well dilapidated to-day, and the facilities
for discharging cargoes are very poor and
unless the Dominion Coal Company put the
wharfs into ré’pair, in a few years it will
be completely impossible for that popula-
tion to get imports by sea. Therefore there
is a necessity that the government should do
something for that important town by
building a public wharf for its inhabitants.
The government of Canada has already,
from 1879 to 1884, expended thousands of
dollars in improving and dredging out that
harbour in the public interest. Pre-
vious to that time, only the smallest
vessels were able to load coal at that
port. After the Federal government had
dredged out the harbour to a depth of
twenty-two or twenty-three feet, large
steamers or ships were able to take cargoes
of coal from that place. Not only the town
of Glace Bay, but a large portion of the
maritime provinces need this improvement.
There is Prince Edward Island that finds a
large, ready, and profitable market for all
its produce in the town of Glace Bay and in
the neighbouring towns, and the harbour is
most useful to the people of Prince Edward
Island in that respect. The people of. the
north shore of New Brunswick and the peo-
ple of the southern shore of Nova Scotia
find a market there for their lumber. The
fishermen from all parts of the maritime
provinces sometimes would be able to take
shelter in that harbour if the government
would only build a public wharf. I think
it would be easy to do so. The Dominion
Coal Company practically own the harbour.
Their charter, which was obtained formerly
by the Glace Bay Coal Company from the
Nova Scotia government, gave them the
right to dredge that harbour. They did so
by connecting a lake with the sea by cut-
ting through the beach which separated
them, and in doing so cut through the
King’s road. The company own the land
on both sides of the harbour, but unless the
government make arrangements with the
Dominion Coal Company and secure the
right to build a public wharf there, I think
they could do it by expropriating a portion
of the company’s land; but outside of that, I
claim that we have a place where the gov-
ernment could build a wharf independent
of the Dominion Coal Company. At one
time the Queen’s highway, now the King’'s
Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.)

highway, crossed the beach through which
this entry to the harbour has been cut. That
road is still the King’s highway, except that
it has been cut in two parts by the entrance
to the harbour, and therefore is owned by
the people, and could be utilized for public
purposes. I remember at the time the en-
trance was made that the Glace Bay Min-
ing Co. objected to the people in the vicinity
using this King’s highway to the point
where the Glace Bay Mining Co. built their
wharfs, and they extended a chain across
the road. One of the magistrates of the
place at that time got two men and chop-
ping axes and cut down the posts and
warned the company that if the chain was
put up again some one would be arrested on
a criminal charge for doing so, and it has
never been interfered with since. That be-
ing the case, I think the government ought
to be able very soon to help this large popu-
lation by building a wharf for them. I will
read you a clause of the Act which granted
this charter to the Glace Bay Mining Com-
pany in 1864. It is chapter 72 of the Acts
of that year. The clause is as follows :

The public shall at all times, after the com-
pletion of sald work, have the right to use the
same, paying such tolls as shall be fixed by the
legislature.

They have done that, but the wharfs on
which these tolls were collected are getting
useless, and the Dominion Coal Company
may not be interested enough to keep them
in repair for the sake of the small wharfage
they would receive, and unless they are, the
place will go to ruin and the large population
in that district will thus be compelled to
get their importations by rail, and the freight
charges by rail are simply enormous now.
The railway companies raise the rates in
winter time and lower them in summer time
for that port. I will read an extract from
an article published in a Nova Scotia paper
on the subject :

The wholesale grocery trade of Halifax are
justly indignant with the freight departments of
the Ictercolonial Railway and the Dominion
Ccal Company’s steamship service between Hali-
fax and Cape Breton. Th3y say the present
transportation charges on staple groceries are
exorbitant and thit they are seriously affecting
the volume of Halifax trade with the Sydney and
other districts thereabout. To illustrate the
advance, a wholesale house submitted the ‘Her-
ald’ a copy of the Intercolonial Railway rates
in force Jast summer, also those in force to-day.
The differ=nce is as follows :
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Class I was 24c., is now 36c. per 100 lbs.
Class II “ 21c. .8 32c. "

Class III ““ 18c. iEvete; LB
Class IV “ 15c. S 23c¢. §*

Thus a barrel of sugar which in the summer
was 25c. (special flat rate) is now 69c., or 23c. per
cne hundred pounds.

For shipments from Halifax via Dominion
Coal Company’s boats to Louisbourg the present
rate is 40c. per barrel and from Halifax to points
on the company’s railway, the rate is 70c. a bar-
rel. A puncheon of molasses from Halifax to
Louisbourg now costs $1.40 and for any other
point on the line there js an additional charge
of $1.30. Halifax merchants say that if the rail-
way can afford to carry sugar at 25 cents a bar-

- rel in summer, there is no reason why it should
demand such an enormous increase in the win-
ter months. Just as soon as the St. Lawrence
opens and Montreal begins to compete for the
prrovincial trade, freight rates from Halifax to
Sydney points will of course be reduced, but,
in the meartime, consumers throughout the
affected districts must pay just a little more for
their supplies than the condition of the Halifax
market would otherwise warrant. We are quite
willing to acknowledge the justice and advisa-
bility of increased freights during the winter
months when expenses are higher and there is
a smaller aggra2zate of goods, but there should
certainly be a maximum fixed by the minister
of the department, beyond which no official
should be allowed to exceed. The people of
Sydney are quite able and willing to pay a rea-
sonable freight charge on anything they import
whether it be from Halifax or elsewhere, but we
think that every fair-minded man who compares
the scale of charges of last summer with those
of the present iime must reach the conclusion
that if the Intercolonial Railway could afford to
kandle sugar for 25 cents a barral in July, they
can surely afford to do it for considzrably less
than 69 cents, its present charge—in mid-winter.

You will see from this the necessity of

doing something for that large population.

I am sure if the matter is brought properly

to the notice of the Minister of Public
‘Works, he will see that this is done.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Are

" those charges on the Intercolonial Railway?

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (Cape . Breton)—
The Intercolonial Railway and the Domin-
ion Coal Company’s Railway combined.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
railway from Halifax to Glace Bay is the
Intercolonial Railway, is it not ?

-Hon. Mr. McDONALD (Cape Breton)—
No, the Intercolonial Railway runs to Syd-
ney and the Dominion Coal Company’s Rail-
way from Sydney to Glace Bay. I trust
the government will bring down the cor-
respondence that I ask for.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am sorry to say the
correspondence does not exist now, that all
the papers were burnt at the time of the
fire in the western block.

10

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—There were no
ballots among them ?. 5

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I shall draw the atten-
tion of the Minister of Public Works to the
remarks of my hon. friend.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (Cape Breton)—
Some correspondence took place last winter.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—If so it can be brought
down. I will call attention to the matter.

Hon. Mr. MacKEEN—I have been listen-
ing to the remarks of the hon. gentleman
from Glace Bay in support of the construc-
tion of a wharf at that place, and while I do
not wish to be understood as making any
observations inimical or hostile to the com-
munity in which I have spent all the best
years of my life, I must say it appears to
me it would be a little unwise for this
House to attempt to legislate in a matter
that is probably beyond the control of par-
liament. That harbour has been in pos-

session of a pri'va.te company for the last

40 years. It may be described as a long
narrow channel, extending inland some 500
or 600 feet, speaking from memory, from the
sea, with an average breadth of from 130
to perhaps 150 feet. The water in this har-
bour, when I was there, some 6 or 7 years
ago in charge of it, had a depth of 20 to
23 feet, all of which had been dredged from
low water mark down to that depth by the
company who had charge of the property.
The shores of that channel were lined by
piers, or rather I would say wharfs that
were used for the company’s purposes in
shipping coal and landing merchandise for
their own purposes, and those of the peo-
ple around. As the hon. gentleman has
said, they work under a tariff of harbour
rates, regulated by the Governor in Coun-
cil. I must go a little further and say that
these rates were reduced one-half by the
company’s own motion. The outward end
of this harbour is protected by cribs 50 to
75 feet square, to protect the harbour from
the Atlantic sea. As far as I remember,
all this work, the dredging inside of the
harbour, the piers which surround it and
the cribs which protect it, was at the ex-
pense of the Little Glace Bay Coal Company.
There may have been some slight dredging
done by the government of Canada, but I
think my hon. friend will agree with me
that it was of very limited extent and con-
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sequence. The bulk of the dredging was
done outside. It has.been done at stated
times, I am free to admit. Here is a pro-
perty that has been owned for the last 40
years and been in complete and uncontrolled
possession of this company and their suc-
cessors, and for us to deliberately and ar-
bitrarily say we will assume possession of
that property, is, I think, more than is
within our rights and it seems to me that
we would be acting in a way that would be
unwarranted. I have no brief from the com-
pany, and I have heard nothing in regard to
this. I am not disputing the matter.
not know what action the company may
take, but it would seem to me to be rather
prejudicial to the interests of these people
if this House were to pass any legislation
against the interests of the company or to
arouse their prejudices. That is, if there
has been no correspondence.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (Cape Breton)
I am not asking for legislation. That is
not required or necessary.

Hon. Mr. MacKEEN—Then I misunder-
stood the purport of the hon. gentleman’s
remarks. I understood him to say that they
wanted a public wharf.

McDONALD (Cape Breton)—

Hon. Mr.
Hear, hear.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—He

wants the government to build a public
wharf for them.

Hon. Mr. McKEEN—I understood that |

Ido:

l
|

1 ter.

1 pose upon the Dominion

some. I have never heard of any myself,
but although I am not, as I said before,
hostile to any movement or object that is
for the benefit of that community, I think
we are perhaps a little previous in taking
this matter up at present.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (Cape Breton)
—I fear my lhon. friend has misappre-
hended me; I did not ask this House or
the government for any legislation with re-
spect to this matter or to arbitrarily im-
Coal Company.
All T wanted was that the government
should consider this matter, and if possible
build a public wharf for the population
living in that district. As I said, the popu-
lation within a radius of four miles of
Glace Bay is about 20,000, and is steadily
increasing. The importance of giving a
seaport or a public landing place for
such a large population as that to land
the large quantities of goods which they
use aud consume, is a very important mat-
The government of Canada is build-
ing throughout the length and breadth
of this Dominion public wharfs for a
much less population than we have in
Glace Bay. As my hon. friend has spoken
so strongly on the matter, I venture
to say that perhaps the Dominion Coal
Company is not interested in keeping the
harbour of Glace Bay in repair. What they
Iese in one way they make in another, and
without any hesitation whatever I should
say it is their interest that the harbour

was it. I am not saying the company are | should go to ruin, and not allow any ex-

going to object to this application, but if A Ports to.be landed there at all

we were to pass a vote granting money for | 2
the building of that wharf—which of course | in freights ontheir railway from Louisbourg

we cannot do—where are we going to build
it ? We must go and tear out the old wharfs
-of the company to put in this wharf, and
that would be a very high handed action
to take, but going further, I should think
that the expenditure of a few hundred dol-
lars ought to support those old wharfs
sufficiently to conform ‘to all the purposes
of the public. It would take very little
money if the company did it. What I con-
tend, and what I want to maintain, is that
it would be beyond our province to take
any action in this matter until we know
the mind of the company in that regard.
Perhaps my hon. friend has some corres-
pondence with the company -or knows of
Hon. Mr. MacKEEN.

What they
losé in wharfage they more than make up

and Sydney and the intervening towns. I
have quoted an extract from the Halifax
‘ Herald,” on this very matter, on the ques-
tion of railway rates and water rates to
that town. For instance, a car of flour by
rail from Halifax to Glace Bay costs $45;
the same by water costs $15. It shows
the difference in freights in the winter
time and in the summer time, and that the
rates have been raised very largely since
the navigation to that port has ceased; and
if the harbour continues to deteriorate
navigation to that port, or the exports of
goods to that port, will cease entirely. This
is the conclusion of the article to which I
refer in the ‘ Herald’: A
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Wrkat understanding, if any exists between
the Intercolonial Railway and the Dominion Coal
Company, we do not know. One can draw his
cwn conclusions from the fact that the latter
concern now refuse to accept freight for Sydney.

That is, the Dominion Coal Company re-
fused to accept freight at Halifax for Syd-
ney intended for ports intervening between
Sydney and Louisbourg. The article pro-
ceeds :

The only point where they would come in con-
tact with the Intercolonial Railway. This time
last year the Coal Company offered a through
freight from Halifax to Sydney of 22 cents a
barrel; to-day they charge 70 cents to shorter
haul points and refuse Sydney freight altogether.
They are probably doing this out of pure love
fcr the People’s railway, and in the meantime
the Halifax board of trade will put itself down
to an early call. 1Its services are neaded.

The meaning of that is that the Dominion
Coal Company can control all freights fon

Glace Bay and all freights for all towns |

and villages between Glace Bay and Louis-
bourg on the one hand, and Glace Bay and
Sydney on the other, and if the harbour
goes to ruin and no freights can be landed
there, the whole population of that district
will be at the merey of the Dominion Coal
Company in getting freights from ILouis-
bourg, because the Dominivn Coal Com-
pany’s steamers run from Halifax to Louis-
bourg, and send their freights from Louis-
bourg, over the Dominion Coal Company’s
railway to Sydney. I think it is very clear
that if you allow the harbour to go to de-
struction, you will be placing the whole
population of that district at the mercy of
the Dominion Coal Comapny. I am bringing
up this matter in the interest of the town
of Glace Bay. I have been requested to do
50 by the Board of Trade at Glace Bay,
and by the leading merchants of Bridge-
port. and Glace Bay, and I say without
any hesitation, it will be a great hardship
if it is not dome. With regard to the
Dominion Coal Company, or the Glace
Bay Mining Company holding uninter-
rupted possession of that harbour for forty
years, here is the Act I have quoted,
especially 'providing for public rights in
that harbowur, bLut allowing the Dominion
Coal Compauy’s rights on their wharfs.
That is all right. There is no objection
.to that; if they continue to have proper
wharfs to discharge their freight on,
they will have the same right to collect
wharfage in the future as in the past. If
the Dominion Coal Company will repair

I think the government of Canada should
take steps to see that the people of that dis-
trict are not.imposed upon, and that a pub-
lic wharf or landing place be made on public
property—the King’s highway, owned Dby
the public, and at a point where it is divid-
ed in two by the harbour. The Dominion
government has already spent thousands
of dollars in dredging that harbour. Pre-
vious to that two companies operating in
that place were able to ship coal in large
vessels. Immediately after the Dominion
Government dredged out the channels, the
coal company were able to send their coal to
Montreal, and the larger steamers can now
take their coal to Montreal, and nobody is
asking that the government should arbitrar-
ily impose on the Dominion Coal Company.
It may or can be done by correspondence. I
did not correspond with them, but I under-
stood the representatives both in the loecal
legislature and the federal parliament were
to do so, or had some correspondence with
them. I expected action would be taken in
the matter hefore this, in order to satisfy
the demands of the people of that town.

Hon. Mr. MacKEEN—If I misappre-
hended the hon. gentleman’s remarks, it
seems to me he has put rather an extreme
interpretation on mine. I said nothing, as
far as I can remember, against the opening
of that harbour, or the giving of a grant
to it under proper conditions. What I say
is that it is a little precipitous on our part
to undertake to deal with private rights
and private property without having some
arrangement with _the owaers thereof.
That is my contention. I Lknow this
property is as much the property of that
company, every inch of it, as my house
and property that I live on belongs to me.
My contention is.not in regard to the rates
at all. I will say, further, that I have never
had any communication, and do not know
what the intentions of the company are in
regard to this matter. I have never heard
of it, but what I do say is, that for us to de-
bate it here, before we know anything as
to the conditions or agreements they are
willing to make, is premature. That is my
whole contention. There may be some
rights. It seems to me strange that the
company, which is a progressive one, and I
have no doubt fairly alive to its own inter-

that wharf it is all right, but if they do not, ' ests, should allow those piers to go down.
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It is a matter I am not very well advised
upon at the present.’

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (C) ‘An Act for the relief of John
Hamilton Ewart.’—(Hon. Mr. Primrose).

Bill (D) ‘An Act for the relief of James
Brown.—(Hon. Mr. Landerkin).

Bill () ' An Act incorporating the Mol-
sons Bank Pension Fund.—(Hon. Mr. Mac-
donald).

APPLICATIONS FOR RAILWAY CHART-
ERS BILL.
SECOND READING. .

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (De Lanaudidre)
moved the second reading of Bill (A) ‘An
Act respecting applications for Railway
Charters.” He said : I do not know whether
it is the desire of the House to proceed
with the discussion of this Bill now.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELIL—Ex-
plain,

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudidre)—
This is the same Bill that was presented last
year. It was referred to the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours after a
very lengthy discussion, and when it came
before the committee, it was met, 1 under-
stood, with favour, as shown by the Debates
of last year, when the bill was reported to
the Senate. The Hon. Mr. Baker reported
an Act respecting applicatlions for Railway
Charters, and said that while they approved
of the principle of the Bill, they recom-
mended that, owing to the late period of the
session, the promoter be allowed %o with-
draw it. Following that, Mr. \lacdonald
(P.E.I.) spoke decidedl® in favour of the
Bill, and said, he regretted very much that
the promoter of the Bill had decided to ac-
cept the report, that such a Bill was in
the interests of the Dominion. He said: ‘1
believe that if a measure of this kind had
been introduced may years ago, it would
have inured to the benefit of the people, and
would have prevented speculation in char-
ters’. One who has now left us for ever,
-the Hon. Mr. Allan, also spoke in favour of
the Bill, and I find in his speech he said :

The principle of the Bill, I think I may say
without contradiction, was universally approved
by all the members of the committze, but it was
thought to be too late in the session to take it
up now and discuss it.

I do not know whether it is necessary to
discuss the principle of the Bill, seeing that
Hon. Mr. MacKEEN.

last session the Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbours, according to the
speeches of hon. gentlemen I have just
quoted, decided almost unanimously in fav-
our of the principle of the Bill. If I can
take it for granted that the Senate has not
changed its opinion since last year, and that
the principle of the Bill meets with the ap-
proval of this House, it would shorten the
discussion considerably, and I might be al-
lowed to move the second reading without
further remarks, and ask that the Bill be
sent either to a Committee of the Whole
House or to the Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbours, as was done last
session.

"Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—Better send it to
a Committee of the Whole House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—This is an extremely
important Bill in my judgment. It pro-
vides that before a petition can be reported
on by the Standing Orders Committee of
either House, certain- details shall be fur-
nished. In my experience, had a Bill of
this kind been enforced for the last twenty
years, the country would be minus very
many railways that now exist, and many
railway charters before the chamber to-day
could not be entertained. It might be car-
riéd out in some parts of the country—that
is, to furnish plans in detail of the charac-
teristics of the country, over which the line
was projected. It might be done in an old
settled country, where it was well known.
In the settled parts of the Ontario peninsula
it might be comparatively easy to take the
levels of the country and prepare the plan.
But take a number of the railway charters
before us to-day. There is the Yukon Paci-
fic, and the Nipigon Railway Company, and
we have at least two charters for lines run-
ning to James’ Bay. It would be absolutely
impossible to grant charters to those com-
panies if this Bill were to become law. No
promoters would ever think of incurring the
enormous expense this Bill would entail on
them to ask for the charter, and we all
know that promoters are the persons who
lead the way. They are the pioneers in
railway legislation, and I deny, as a matter
of fact, that they make any money, how- .
ever fair the prospects ‘may appear. I have
been very familiar, for forty years, with
railway charters, and I think I can bear
testimony to the fact that the pioneers of
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the railways do not make any money—that
they lose their money. They are always
hopeful to believe that they are going to
make some money, but when the capitalist
comes in, and he sees that the attention
of the country has been called to the con-
struction of a particular line, that its advan-
tages have been pointed out, and it is bound
to be reasonably feasible, he picks it up
and turns aside the promoters. They get
nothing out of it in ninety-nine cases out of
a hundred, and it is really the promoters
of railway legislation that we are indebted
to for the construction of many of our lines.
In railways that I have known it would cost
. not less than one to two thousand dollars
a mile to provide the Committee on Stand-
ing Orders with the information which
would be required under this Bill. It says
they must provide a map or plan made from
actual survey, showing the route of the pro-
posed railway according to the preliminary
survey thereof. I think there are two
railways projected to James’ Bay, one from
Nipigon and one from a point further east,
and we would require to have a survey from
a point on Lake Huron to James’ Bay. In
reference to the railways in the newer sec-
tions of Canada, even the matured plans
that are made for the Railway Department
under the Railway Aect, are not easily pre-
pared. The Railway Act is very specific in
requiring detailed plans 'to be made before
the promoters or the persons who hold the
charter can enter upon the work, not only
have plans to be prepared, but the levels must
be taken, and the fullest possible informa-
tion is required for the Minister of Railways
and Canals before the authority can be given
to go on with the work.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE Bd\VELL—That is
where there is a subsidy.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, in all cases. In
the case of a railway a profile must be made
from actual, levelling, and showing approxi-
mately the ground surface, the proposed
gradients, the crossing of rivers and water
courses, highways and railways, &c. That
information could not possibly be obtained
in reference to the roads I have mentioned,
and fifty other roads I could name, if it
were necessary to adduce that as an addi-
tional argument, but the fact is that in all
the newer portions of Canada where rail-
‘ways are projected, and where plans are

even made, we know very well that after
the line is laid out, the persons who origi-
nally made the surveys, not being familiar
with the topography of the country, they
have had to deviate perhaps eight or ten
miles from the line. Could the Canadian
Pacific Railway have been built on the north
shore of Lake Superior if they had to fur-
nish this information ? It would have
thrown them back three years. I am quite
sure the Bill would not go through the other
chamber. There is also this fact to be con-
sidered, that if the committee of either House
choose to lay down an arbitrary rule, that
they will not approve of a Bill unless cer-
tain evidence is produced, it is perfectly
competent for the committee to do so.
In that way they can throw out any of
these Bills. They do not require an Act
of parliament to do it. All they need to do
is to make a rule. Fifteen, twenty or
thirty years ago, we were not nearly so
particular as we are to-day with reference
to granting these charters. I can remem-
ber perfectly well when we did not call
upon the applicants to submit even a plan.
They named the point of starting and the
point they proposed to reach, and that was
about all the information we got. As
years went on, from time to time, rules and
l'eghlations were made by the committees
of the House of Commons and the Senate.
requiring additional information. I think
now—I speak subject to correction—that we
require a map of some kind showing in a
general way the direction the road would
take. I heard the report to-day on a very

.important road, the Atlantic and Pacific, a

road starting from some point on the Que-
bec and Lake St. John road, and running
west probably 150 miles north of any sur-
veyed lands: it would be perfectly impos-
sible to make a survey of that line in ad-
vance. It could not be done. There are
other lines projected to James’ Bay; in fact
James’ Bay seems to be regarded as an
ideal spot for a depot, so many promoters
are asking for charters for lines to that
point. But if a committee of this House,
the Standing Orders or the Railway Com-
mittee, choose to take a stand, they can do
it. They can say: ‘We will not grant a
charter unless you give us fuller informa-
tion.’ It is the province of committees of each
House to make such regulations as will
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suit them with regard to the granting of
charters. The committee can throw out a
Bill if the information they seek is not fur-
nished. I think it would be rather unfor-
tunate to crystallize it into an Act of parlia-
ment. Of course it would not pass the
other House: they would not tie their hands.
Before any progress can be made, before
the holders of a charter can enter upon any
man’s land to make a survey, they have
to do certain things. The Railway Act is
very specific as to what is required :
Surveys and levels thall be made and taken
of the lands through which the railway is to
pass, together with a map or plan and profile
thereof, and its course, direction and the lands

intended to be passed over and taken therefor,
&ec.

And it goes on to describe the map and
profile to be furnished before the authority
can be obtained to commence the construec-
tion of the railway.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—After the charter is
granted ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes. But I venture
to say that many a railway that is of vast
importance to this country would not have
been undertaken at all if a law such as the
Bill before us had been on the statute-book,
because it would have entailed too large an
expense for the first promoters to undertake.
I do not see what benefit will be derived
from restricting charters. There has been
a general idea that a charter should not be
granted to a company unless they showed
they that were solvent and prepared to go
on. We have had on our statute-book for
the last thirty or forty years an Act de-
clining to grant charters unless the promo-
ters had a certain amount of money, unless
they were British citizens, and containing
other provisions of a similar character,
and what has been the effect ? It has re-
stricted the carrying out of a number of
enterprises: but the parties found a way
of evading it. They got charters in the
United States. The provinces have been
ahead of the parliament of Canada in grant-
ing charters. In England enormous bene-
fits have flowed from freedom in granting
charters. There you can go to the registrar
who issues charters, and have your charter
the next day by paying your fee. Any

seven persons applying for a charter for any

industrial purpose—excluding of

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

course,

banks, railways, insurance and loan com-
panies—can get a charter at once.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Did I understand
the hon. gentleman to say that that was the
practice in England ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, you have not to
wait, nor have you to put up any money.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—My
hon. friend referred particularly to railway
charters.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It does not apply to
railway charters. I am merely speaking
of the principle. The principle of granting
charters readily has been found of very great
benefit, and has stimulated enterprises. Five -
or six years ago some gentlemen were im-
pressed with the idea that those charters were
granted too readily and that they were used
for speculative purposes, and that in the
general interest restrictions should be im-
posed, and a committee composed of the
leading minds of the House of Commons
made a very long report on the subject. Their
conclusion was this: that a great part of the
industrial enterprise in Great Britain within
the last 30 years was due to the fact that
any seven persons could unite and get a
charter any day without putting up money
and without having to comply with any
extraordinary regulations. A large amount
of money from outside was brought into the
country owing to that fact—capital from
France, Germany and other countries, and
the charters were taken out in Great Britain.
Recently in Canada the province of Nova
Scotia has adopted the English rule of grant-
ing chanters for all industrial enterprises
outside of those I have named—railways,
loan, insurance and banks—with that free-
dom which I have mentioned, and without
requiring the applicants to put up any
money. The province of British Columbia
has also adopted similar legislation. It has
not been found to have the deleterious in-
fluence that many timid persons fancied it
would have. In Ontario they have aban-
doned the principle of requiring notice, and
I propose next week to submit for the con-
sideration of this chamber a bill changing
entirely our system of granting charters,
giving the utmost freedom to parties who
apply for charters—that is, allowing any five
persons who ask for a charter for any
proper purpose, so long as it does not
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infringe on private interests, to obtain a
charter without putting up any money as
we now require. At present the regulation
is that they must subscribe fifty per cent
of the capital and pay ten per cent of that
fifty per cent, and deposit it with the
Receiver General, and other regulations
which have been found to simply check
enterprise. In a country like Canada, where
there are such vast opportunities for the
development of enterprises that come to the
surface every day, persons meet together
and propose to form a company to work up
some project. When they find that they
must have fifty per cent of the stock sub-
scribed and ten per cent paid up, and then
wait three months for notice in the ‘ Canada
Gazette,” they often cool off and abandoun
the enterprise. That is the effect of it.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—Does not this Bill
apply only to railways ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, but the principle
is the same. I have shown that the principle
in regard to industrial enterprises is to give
the greatest possible freedom in the
formation of companies. The same principle
ought to apply to railways. When a charter
is obtained it is for the head of the Railway
Department to insist at the proper time,
before the work is commenced, on having
plans in the elaborate way required by the
Railway Aect. I do not think, under the
circumstances, the Bill will meet with the
approval of this chamber, ind I am quite
sure that it will not be adopted by the
House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSUN—While I agree
with some points in the remarks of the
Secretary of State, I must say, at the same
time, I am in entire agreement with wue in-
troducer of this Bill with regard to the
existence of a very great abuse in Canada
in connection with the granting of railway
charters. Any of us who have been a num-
ber of years in parliament, especially those
of us who have been members of the Rail-
way Committee, have observed upon what
very insufficient data the applications for
charters have been made, and unfortunately
granted, and we have only to keep our eyes
and ears open to be conscious of the fact
that a great many of these charters have
been got out for purely speculative pur-
poses ; that there are men in this country

who are watching for opportunities of ob-
taining charters to sell them to any
bona fide railway company that really means

to construct a road in Canada. No
later than this morning I made my
own observation in the committee, and

I am conscious that we have several mea-
sures of that kind before us. I am con-
vinced that we should do something to
check this almost indiscriminate granting
of railway charters, under which a great
many abuses have sprung up. I am, how-
ever, in agreement with the Secretary of
State in regard to another point. I do not
think that it would be advisable that parlia-
ment should tie its own hands to the extent
that it is proposed to do in the Bill before
us, but it is high time that we so amend
the rules of the House as to embody in
them the provisions of my hLon. friend’s Bill,
and then, should a really meritorious propo-
sition come before us, by unanimous vote
the rule could be suspended, and the House
could exercise its own undoubted powers in
granting a charter to a good proposition, not-
withstanding the existence of this rule.
Were we to pass this Bill, it would ma-
terially tie the hands of parliament.
We could, of course, repeal the Act, but it
would take a little while to do so,
and it would require the assent of both
Houses of parliament, and of the Gov-
ernor General. My hon. friend’s object could
be reached- just as well in a safer and
better way, by amending the rules of this
House, so as to require promoters of rail-
way companies to come to us with a great
deal more precise information than has been
the custom to demand, before proceeding
to consider their applications. The Bill before
us is defective, however, in a very impor-
tant particular. In fact, what my hon.
friend proposes to do by legislation wowd
be better done by rule of parlinment. But
there is,-to my mind, legislation required in
connection with this subject which is not in
the Bill. It would be no use, by a rule of
this House, or by any other means, to insist
that promoters of railway Bills should come
down with this very precise information,
unless power was given them to enter upon
private property, and make the examina-
tions essential to a really good survey and
plan and profile. There is no power under
the law by which promoters can enter upon
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private property to make such examinations,
and while I know there are many parts of
Canada where charters are granted where
there would Dbe ‘no difficulty, I can well
understand that in the older and settled
parts of the country there would be great
difficulty in encroaching upon private pro-
perty to get the-information. We might
" legislate to give this power, on condition
that the promoters would deposit with
the government, say with the Comunittee
of tne Privy Council, a sum that would be
considered sufficient to cover any probable
damages to private property that would
arise during the survey. I can easily see
that it would never do to allow mere pro-
moters to go over the country, entering
private property to make surveys, without
any provision being made to properly indem-
nify the owners of such private property for
damages. I have here on my desk what I
might call an up-to-date railway measure,
passed in the Island of Cuba within the
last month, and promulgated by the govern-
ment of Cuba. I find in it a provision to
meet such a case as this. It is there pro-
vided that any person or company propos-
ing to build a railway may enter upon
private property, or have access to wue public
records, for the purpose of getting informa-
tion, but they are required to make a deposit
with the Railway Committee of the State
sufficient to cover any possible injury that
might arise to private property in connec-
tion with the making of the survey. The
amount that is there required to be deposited
is thirty dollars for every kilometre, which
I think would be about $45 for every Engish
mile. Having done so, there is a very
simple and easy process under the Cuban
law, which is largely modelled in its general
principles on the Canadian ldw, but which is
in many respects more up-to-date than ours
with regard to this and to other matters,
From the inquiries that I have been making,
I think my hon. friend, the Secretary of
State, is not altogether right with regard
to the procedure in Great Britain on tnis
subject.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I was speaking only of
industrial companies. I was not speaxing
of railways.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I understood the
hon. gentleman to say that they could get
the charter the day after they applied.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—VYes, the day after.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—If my hon. friend
will look carefully into the English law on
that question, he will find that they have to
do a good deal before they can get from
the Board of Trade the certificate, which
has the effect of an Act, and, in fact,
the project has to be very far advanced
before they can get this certificate. The
British Parliament has never tied its own
hands with regard to anything. It could
grant a railway charter anywhere in the
United Kingdom. It has never abandoned
its own powers, but has given certain pow-
ers to the Board of Trade with reference to
the making of railways, and persons cau
make application, but must show that they
have made agreements with the owners of
all property which is to be traversed for
the purposes of the railway, for compensa-
tion for damages, and they must show that
they have posted their notices. Having done
that, the Board of Trade is bound to make
an inquiry under the law to find whether
all these pre-requisites . have Dbeen com-
plied with. When they find that to be
the case, they issue a draft certificate, a
copy of which is sent to both Houses of
parliament, within seven days of the time
it is granted by the Board of Trade, and
if, after six weeks, parliament takes no
action by resolution against the railway,
the charter becomes law. That is the
way I read the English law ; I may not be
right about ft, but I think that is the law
with regard to the subject. As the Eng-
lish parliament retains to itself the power to
give a charter under any circumstances, I
think we should reserve that power here.
We should not proceed to tie our hands. I
suppose the system of legalizing railways
by the Board of Trade is called for in
England by the congestion of work in the
Imperial Parliament, and this as well as a
vast amount of such legislation is dealt
with by what we might call a depart-
ment, but the British parliament has not
divested itself of the power of granting a
charter or passing any law which it might
deem right or proper to pass. While that
is the case, and a charter can be got in
England without making a special applica-
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tion to parliament, it is also true that very
serious and important steps have to be tak-
en before you can commence to build a rail-
way. After you have got your certificate, or
simultaneously with the granting of the
certificate, you have to deposjt in cash
an amount equal to 8 per cent of the cost
of the road in some public department,
or it may be in the form of securities or
satisfactory bonds to double that amount--
All this is preliminary to building a rail-
way in Great Britain. I admit frankly that
in Canada we should not bind ourselves by
too firm or too fixed a rule. The conditions
_in Canada are different from the conditions
in Great Britain, and conditions in the
eastern and settled part of this country are

different from those that prevail in the

west, and very different from those exist-
ing in the great unexplored country in the
north, which I hope will ere long be de-
veloped by railways. I do not think the
best way to open those regions is by grant-
ing wildcat charters to all those who seek
them. " I fear that in many cases the grant-
ing of these charters throws an impediment
in the way of railroad building rather than
otherwise, and that great care should be
taken in granting them. I am told the Can-
adian Pacific Railway, owing to the difii-
culties thrown in their way by the ap-
plications that are continually made and
the readiness of parliament to grant
charters to mere promoters, finds it almost
better to go into the market and buy out
these promoters than to come to parliament
and look for’ a charter themselves. They
complain that they are in many cases bled,
and bled by men who have spent next to
nothing themselves, and who have just step-
ped into the breach and stand to a certain
extent in the way of those who are willing
and anxious to build a railway. This
being my view, I think that my hon. friend’s
measure is deserving of very serious con-
sideration from the House. He has done a
very distinet public service in bringing it
up. There are very few members of this
House who will deny that abuses exist
and that charters are being granted too
freely and without proper preliminary sur-
veys, by the parliament of Canada. I

believe it would be in the public interest,
if, as the hon. Secretary of State has sug-
gested, we were to amend our rule in that

particular by requiring something to be done,
such as my hon. friend has embodied in his
Bill, only have it done by rule, and then we
would not be bound absolutely by it in all
cases. If we found there was really a meri-
torious proposition ‘before us, we could eas-
ily, by a unanimous vote, overcome the rule,
and proceed with the legislation on which
there would be so much unanimity. I hope,
however, that the hom. Secretary of State
will assist my hon. friend, the introducer of
this. Bill, and the members of the House, in
trying to find a remedy for what we must
all recognize as a very serious abuse.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE—I understood the hon.
Secretary of State to say that in England
the law under the Companies Act was to
permit companies, other than railway, in-
surance, bank and loan companies, to Dhe
freely organized, and I believe he is quite
right in his statement. Under the Act of
1862, and which has been introduced in Bri-
tish Columbia, as he has stated, and lately
in Nova Scotia, such has been the practice
and the law. All that is necessary-to form
an assocciation is for a given number of per-
sons to sign and file an application with the
registrar and get their certificate. They have
to subscribe a nominal amount of shares,
and a‘ corporate existence is given to those
persons, and they are entitled to commence
business. I would be the first’ to congratu-
late the hon. Secretary of State if he would
introduce a measure of that kind as soon
as possible in this House. It has been very
badly needed. I do not see why the time of
parliament is occupied in putting through
a number of charters, when it could be
done, as it is done in England, by filing
an application with the proper au-
thority. They do not get any special pow-
ers; it is merely the formation of an or-
ganization entitling them to do business as
an individual would do business. However,
it is different with railway companies, be-
cause under the Railway Act the company
has extraordinary powers, so to speak. The
railway company has the power of expro-
priation, and it should not be obtained by the
mere filing of a memorandum of associa-
tion. Recourse must be had to parliament.
I am entirely in accord with the hon. Secre-
tary of State and the hon. gentleman who
has just spoken in regard to this matter, that
it would be very unwise to tie the hands
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of parliament by a Bill such as this. It
may be that the rules of this House could
be amended with advantage in the direction
indicated by the hon. gentleman who has
just spoken, and as he properly pointed out,
the Bill calls upon the promoters to do
what ? To do a thing which they have no
power to do—to commit a trespass upon
somebody else’s property. It is calling for
an impossibility, THe hon. mover of the
Bill seems to be under the impression that
there is no power to enter upon land for the
purpose of making surveys, even under the
Railway Act, but he is altogether mis-
taken. Section 90 of the Railway Act reads :

The company may, subject to the provisions
in this and the special Act contained :

(a) Enter into and upon the !and of any per-
scn whomsosaver, lying in the intended route
or line of the railwezy, and make surveys, ex-
aminations or other necessary arrangemcnts on
such lands for fixing the site of the railway, and
set out and ascartain such parts of the lands as
are necessary and proper for tlge railway.

Surely the first thing which is necessary to
be done, in order that surveys may be made,
is the creating of a corporation, and giving
them power to enter upon lands. Whether
parliament prescribes that sndemnity should
be paid or not, power must be given them
to do this, otherwise they would not have
the right to go upon my neighbour’s pro-
perty to make surveys or otherwise, and
therefore it would be placing the promoters
under the necessity of doing something
which they had no right to do before they
could apply for the charter ? In other words
it would be inviting them to commit a tres-
pass for the purpose of complying with
this Bill. It is perfectly well known
that in a number of cases, the surveys
contemplated by this Bill are quite ex-
pensive, and it would involve the joint and
several liability of the promoters until the
company was organized. It is well known
that until the company is organized, the pro-
moters are jointly and severally responsible
for all expenses. They are considered as
a commercial firm, and it would deter the
promoters of railway enterprises from hav-
ing anything to do with these matters, be-
cause they might involve themselves in a
large amount of expenditure, and also In
law suits, and I say, therefore, that the
first step should be the formation of the
company. I perfectly agree, for my part,
that the law might be more strict, but it
would be something that would call for a
Hon. Mr. BEIQUE.

change both in the rules of this House, and
the rules of the other House, and in the
Railway Act. We should not be too strict
as to the formation of railway companies.
It should be facilitated as much as possible,
and in that respect I agree with the hon.
Secretary of State in saying that in a new
country such as this, no unnecessary im-
pediment should be offered. I agree also in
the statement which has been made by the
hon. gentleman who has just spoken, that
we should not encourage traffic in railway
charters. But it seems to me easy to con-
ciliate the two things. Let us facilitate
the organization of companies, but, on the
other hand, let us prohibit the sale of
stock or the transfer of charters Dbefore
any stock has been paid, or as this might
be difficult to do in a practical way. let
us exact that in a short time after the
formation of the company stock shall be
subscribed to a specific amount, and that
a certain amount shall be paid, as was
suggested by the hon. gentlemen who has
just spoken, and in that way we will
have the guarantee that unless these pro-
moters are serious, and that unless it be
done within two or three months, then
the charter will lapse, and they will not he
'in a position to traffic the railway charter.
Promoters” who come to this House or to
the other Chamber, and ask for a char-
ter, should be prepared to give some evi-
dence of good faith, and that they do not
intend to keep that charter hanging over the
heads of others, but are in earnest, and have
the intention of proceeding with the work.
Then a time should be prescribed in the Rail-
way Act so as to guard against this traffic
which has been alluded to, and which is a
real mischief, but I do not think it could
be accomplished by a Bill of this kind.

Hon. Mr. GIBSON—I was very much as-
tonished to hear the promoter of the Bill
say that the principle of this measure was
endorsed by every member of the Senate
last year.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (De Lanaudiére)—
Every member of the committee.

Hon. Mr. GIBSON—I could hardly believe
that we were going to have retrogressive
legislation in this good Conservative Senate.
I am sure our hon. friend, the promoter of

the Bill, could not have given this matter
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very much consideration, except from a pro-
fessional standpoint. First and foremost
let me say to this House that the ditliculty
that the engineer, or the promoter of the
Bili, would have in the first instance would
be to get somebody to have faith enough in
his enterprise to furnish a sufficient sum of
money to engage a staff of competent
engineers to make a survey of the proposed
railway. Every one knows that’in the con-
struction of a railway there is a great deal
of expense, and that the best spent money in
the construction of a railway is that which
is expended in the engineering department
before the construction of a railway. As
a matter of fact, while a great deal has
been said this afternoon that might be said
against promoters and charter mongers, 1
think we are simply going to “the other
extreme when we are forcing those, who
have brains and not very much money to go
to railway companies who alone can furnish
the money to procure all the necessary pro-
files and plans, as to the course of construc-
tion and the quantities—an accurate plan I
think the Bill calls for, which is impossible.
No railway company ever projected a line
without running three lines, and one of the
three is selected by the chief engineer as the
most suitable and economical. So that you
would be compelling a company to come here
under large expense, and many of our rail-
ways would never have been built if this
state of affairs had existed in past years.
The railway companies will have control of
the work of the promoter because he could
not getany one to furnish him with money
for the surveys. It is impossible to carry
on the work in any other way. I am sure
that many things came up before the Rail-
way Committee to-day, but I am not at
liberty to speak of them here, and much in-
formation - could be given which would be
of far more importance in my judgment
than a mere survey, so long as the point
from which the railway is to start and
where it is to finish are mentioned, and I
think one of them perhaps that should be
insisted upon would be a list of the pro-
moters and the names of the stockholders,
and the amount of money they had sub-
scribed.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. GIBSON—That is far more im-
portant than the profiles and plans that
might be produced before the Railway Com-
mittee. If I understood the hon. Secretary
of State aright with regard to the proposal
that he intends. bringing in a Bill to simplify
matters of this kind so that railways in the
future may have— &

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, not railways.

Hon. Mr. GIBSON—I was going to say,
in reference to railways, that in the United
States all they have to apply for there is
a charter under the Joint Stock Companies
Act, and they can build a railway without
going before the State legislature or the
federal governnient of the United States.
With regard to the course of legislation in
England, if my hon. friend, the Secretary
of State, will turn back to the early days
of the promotion of railways, he will find
the cost of railway legislation was greater
by thousands of pounds per mile than the
cost of construction, and that was done
purposely, because at that particular time
the Imperial government was flooded with
railway charters. Such is not the case here.
There, .were many men in the early days
of the country—and there will be many in
the future—who have projected a railway
traversing an unknown part of the coun-
try, and came down in all honesty to us to
secure a charter, perhaps without any
money at their disposal, and we now pro-
pose to ask them to furnish the Standing
Orders Committee with profiles and plans,
which would be next to impossible. 1
therefore hope the hon. gentleman in charge
of the Bill will see his way to withdraw it,
becauise I think it is retarding legislation,
and putting these railway charters of the
future in the hands of a few who have
money.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM moved tue ad-
journment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, April 7, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock. '

Prayers and routine proceedings.

RULES AND ORDERS OF THE SENATE.
MOTION.
The order of the day being called.

By the Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL,

K.C.M.G. :(—

That he will move that paragraphs 1 and 2
of Rule 80 of the Rules, Orders and Proceedings
of the Senate of Canada be amended by striking
out the word ‘seventeen’ in paragraph 1, and
substituting the word ‘eighteen’ therefor ; and
that paragraph 2 be amended by striking out
the words ‘twenty-one,” and substituting the
wcerds ‘twenty-four’ therefor.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL said,
Before proceeding with the motion I have
to ask the Senate to unanimously allow the
suspension of rule 16. Those who have
looked at the paper will see that the motion
is for the purpose of increasing the number
of senators upon the library committee by
one, and upon the printing committee by
three, in order to give an equality of num-
bers upon these two committees, as be-,
tween the Commons and the Senate. I find
upon looking at rule 16 that it provides as
follows :—

No motion for making any order of the Senate
a standing order can be made unless the sena-
tors in attendance on the session shall have
been previously summoned to consider the
same.

Notice would have to be given for a
special summons, unless by a unanimous
vote this rule is suspended for the purpose
of enabling the motion of which I have

given notice to be put.
. The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I find, on information
received from the clerk of the Senate, that
the House of Commons has not been gov-
erned by any positive rule as to the number
on either of those committees. It has varied
in past years, running some years as low as
twelve and up as high as twenty-four. So
that it will be better that our rule should
be also elastic—one that would enable us
to name as many members on the com-
mittee as the House of Commons has named,

otherwise we may make an arbitrary rule
and find the House of Commons will have
appointed a less number. But for the pre-
sent year I see no objection to it. We can
alter it again if necessary. They do not
seem, in past years, to have acted on any
fixed principle in the House of Commons.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman may be correct. I know the
practice in the Commons was to put a cer-
tain number on each committee. However,
this motion might be allowed to stand and
a motion placed upon the paper to-morrow
making the rule elasticc But the Senate
will remember that there were great diffi-
culties and trouble and - annoyance in
the formation of the committees, as to
numbers, until a special committee was
appointed, and their report was to restrict
the number appointed to each commit-
tee. It was thought Dbetter to do that
than to leave it open. There are some
committees upon which every member of
the House would like to sit, such as the
Railway Committee and the Banking and
Commerce Committee ; hence they were re-
stricted. If it is thought at the next session
of parliament that we should make all the
committees elastic, or only these two com-
mittees elastic, or so vary the rules as to
give an equality upon both committees, I
think that would be the better way. In the
meantime, I beg to move

That paragraphs 1 and 2 of Rule 80 of the
Rules, Orders end Proceedings of the Senate of
Canada be amended by striking out the word
‘seventeen’ in paragraph 1, and substituting the
word ‘eighteen’ therefor ; and that paragraph
2 be amended by striking out the words ‘twenty-
one,” and substituting the words ‘twenty-four’
therefor.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—What
would the hon. Secretary of State suggest
as to filling up those committees ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Perhaps our
Committee had better meet.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I was
going to suggest the Hon. Mr. Ferguson for
the Library Committee.

Special

THE POSTMASTER AT VERNON RIVER,
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired :

1. Whether it is true that Daniel MacDonald,
pestmaster at Vernon River, Prince Edward Is-
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land, has been, or is to be, removed from office?

2. If so, for what reason ? Have any charges
been preferred against h'm ? if so, state the
nature of the charges and the name of the com-
piainant.

3. If charges have been preferred, has an in-
vestigation taken nlace, and by whom ? What
has been the finding of the party entrusted with
the investigation ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There must be some
very serious misunderstanding about this,
because the answer given by the department
is, that there has been no change in the
postmastership of the post office at Vernon
river. Mr. O’Neil is postmaster, and no
change is contemplated.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—There are two post
offices at Vernon river. The Vernon River
bridge post office is the one to which I refer.
We will allow the question to stand cor-
rected as applying to Vernon River bridge.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Very well, I shall try
and get the answer to-morrow.

BOUNTY ON PIG IRON.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. WARK inquired :

1. Who were the shippers of 6,000 tons of pig
iron on board the ship ‘ Priestfield ' from Sydn:y
to Glasgow about the end of February ?

2. And of 6,600 more tons after by the ship
‘Oscar’ from the same place to Liverpool ?

3. Will such iron be entitled to receive bounty,
ard at what rate per ton ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is not customary to
give the names of either the exporters or
importers of goods, but as regards the iron
in question, there were six thousand tons
shipped per Priestfield, and 4,260 per Oscar,
_ both, however, for Glasgow, and none by
those vessels for Liverpool. Such iron was
entitled to receive bounty at the rate of $2
per ton, as having been manufactured from
foreign ores. :

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (22) An Act to incorporate the Board
of the Presbyterian College of Halifax.—
(Hon. Mr. Ferguson.) -

Bill (29) An Act to incorporate the Sov-
ereign Life Insurance Company of Canada.—
(Hon. Mr. Gibson.)

Bill (47) An Act to incorporate the Can-
adian Manufacturers’ Association.—(Hon.
Mr. Jones.)

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (T) An Act respecting the Canada
Southern Railway Company.—(Hon. Mr.
MecCallum.)

Bill (13) An Act respecting the Canada
and Michigan Bridge and Tunnel Com-
pany.—(Hon. Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (15) An Act respecting the River
St. Clair Railway, Bridge and Tunnel Com-
pany.—(Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell).

Bill (20) An Act to incorporate the Bat-
tleford and Lake Lenore Railway Compauy,
as amended.—(Hon. Mr. Perley.)

Bill (18) An Act to incorporate the Velvet
(Rossland) Mine Railway Company.—(Hon.
Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) ;

APPLICATIONS FOR RAILWAY CHAR-
TERS BILL.
BILL WITHDRAWN.

The Order of the Day being called :

Resuming the adjourned debate on the motion
for the Second Reading (Bill A) An Act respect-
ing Applications for Railway Charters.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I desire to make

‘a few remarks on what I consider a very

important Bill. If hon. gentlemen think
that we have enough railways in Canada
now in‘the dnterests of the people, and in
order to give them facilities to take the
products of their labour to market, of
course we will pass this Bill. But if not,
it is not the time to place obstructions in
the way of railway building. My hon.
friend who introduced this Bill is like many
a young man who comes into parliament .
and has an idea that he is going to revolu-
tionize the whole proceedings of parliament
by a Bill. He says, further, that the com-
mittee was unanimous in favour of the Bill
last year. In that respect he is very much
mistaken. I was a member of that com-
mittee and I was just as much opposed to
it last year as I am now, but the committee
considered, out of courtesy to a young mem-
ber, that they ‘would let him off easy and
give him another year to see if he could
not think better of the interests of this
country. When he says that they were
unanimous I tell him that they were only
unanimous in allowing him to withdraw it
for a year. I was not in favour of the Bill, and
I was there. Has the hon. gentleman con-
sidered what would be the result of this Bill
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if it were passed ? Some hon. gentlemen
says it is unworkable. Well, I believe it is.
Some hon. gentleman says we should amend
the rules of parliament in order that this
Bill might work. We have the power in
our own hands. Are we going to tie our-
selves? I have been & member of the
Railway Committee, in one House or the
other, of parliament, for twenty-eight years
continuously, and I have yet to learn of any
harm that has come from legislation ob-
tained in that way. There were vague
rumours a year ago, but let the hon. gen-
tleman come down to particulars, because
if people get charters from parliament, and
can sell them instead of building the road,
we should know it. They should be marked
men in this country, so that they would
not get.a chance to do it a second time. 1
am not going to be carried away by rumours.
I consider we have not half the railways
we want in this country. I listened to the
discussion on this Bill the other day, which
was very interesting, about the practice in
England in reference to railway charters.
What they do in England is not applicable
to this country. We are a different coun-
try. All the local governments in this coun-
try have assisted in building railways to
my knowledge, and the Dominion govern-
ment which is in power has done the same.-
Bills for railway subsidies come before the
Senate and each one of us has his own opin-
ion of them. If one thinks the government
are giving a company too much per mile,
he can find fault, but the government are
held responsible that they do not pay any
money where it is not earned, I have
yet to learn that the money that the people
have voted to railways has Dbeen squander-
ed. Nothing is more certain than that we
should have railway communication with
the unsettled districts of this country, in or-
der to allow settlers to take their produce
to the markets of the world. I consider
these railway promoters are slandered. 1
have known many of them. Some have
gone to their long home, to the great loss
of the country. They have gone lamented
by the community in which they lived and
by the people who benefited by railway pro-
motion. I hope we will have more pro-
moters in this country. Usually railway
bromoters have not a very large amount to
their credit in the banks; but they have
brains and energy, and they g0 over the
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

country and see nvhat the people want and
g0 to the municipalities and get them to vote
money to aid railway projects. I am speak-
ing of what I know. In my own locality
before confederation, when Wm. Lyon Mac-
kenzie returned from exile to Canada, the
first county he represented was Haldimand,
in which I lived. I know that he got a
charter through parliament for the Buffalo
and Brantford Railway. I took stock in
it, and the municipalities took stock. We
all took stock to encourage it. That was a
new thing. There was no such thing then
as steel rails. It was iron rails, and they
did not understand how to build railways
as they do now. WWhat was the result *
We lost all the money we invested, but we
have the railway.

Hon. Mr. OWENS—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—And people would
pay ten times more than they have paid
rather than lose the railway. That is one
case that I know of, and it is so all over the
country. I know very little of the promo-
ters of railways in this country, but I hap-
pen to live in a very little corner in the pro-
vince of Ontario, and I know something
about it. It is going om all over Canada,
and if my hon. friend considered what he
was doing, he would not have introduced
this Bill to retard the progress of this coun-
try. I know some of the promoters. I
know men who have given their lives to the
promotion of railways and have made no
money out of it. Not one of them to my
knowledge has made anything. I will name
some of them, I will name Thompson of
Welland and Mr. Laidlaw.

There are men within the sound of -my
voice who knew Mr. Thompson. The people
made him member for Welland afterwards
as much from gratitude as anything. But
did he make any money ? I knew him to
be for seven or eight years promoting that
railway, when the Great Western Railway
of that day and all the people of Hamilton
were opposing him. I know I had to leave
my home and go to Toronto when the matter
was ‘before parliament in order to enable
him to get that charter. The only man in
Hamilton at that date who supported him
was the Hon. Isaac Buchanan, who is dead
now. Mr. Thompson got the charter and
built the road. I have known others. There
was George Laidlaw, whose name is well
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known in the province of Ontario. He built
the Toronto and Nipissing Railway, the
Toronto, Grey and Bruce Railway, and the
Credit Valley Railway. I must speak of
something else. One of the men, and he is
dead, Robert Hay of Toronto, largely assist-
ed Laidlaw in pushing forward the Credit
Valley Railway scheme. I have known him
to assist Laidlaw to the tune of $300,000.
Laidlaw had no money, but he had brains,
Did@ he get rich on building railways ? No,
he died poor. Then the Hon. Hamilton Mer-
ritt was a promoter of railways, and pro-
moter of a great many other things besides'
railways. He promoted canals. He built
the Welland Canal, and promoted the Wel-
land Railway, which is running to-day. Did
he make any money out of it ? No, not a
dollar. I could speak of others that have
gone the same way. We have railway pro-
moters to-day, and I hope they will do a
great deal more, unless it is thought that we
have too many railways. We know what the
member for South Norfolk has done. He
promoted and built the road from Port Do-
ver to Wiarton. Did he make any money
out of it ? No. Has Mr. Beemer made any
money out of all the railways he has pro-
moted in the province of Quebec ? If we
have railways enough let us say so, and

stop, and we will save money, but will the
people of this country be satisfied ? Myi
hon. friend ought to know better than to|
bring a Bill here for class legislation. I'!
always go for the whole people, not for a
class. This Bill is in the interests of pro-
vincial land surveyors. I have many a '
friend among them. I respect them. They
are very useful in their profession, but we
are not going to alter the rules of parlia-
ment or pass this Bill-not with my consent
at all events—to please them. I was speak-
ing of Mr. Beemer, and there is John R.
Booth, of Ottawa. I hope he will make mon-
ey, he deserves it, but really he was not the
real promoter of the enterprise of the Parry
Sound Railway. The original promoter was
H. J. Huburtus, who used to be the ¢ Glohe ’
correspondent in the House of Commons.
He has tramped from here to Parry Sound
more than once. He was the promoter, but
he did not have two dollars to Jjingle one
against the other as the result of his con-,'
nection with the enterprise. That I know.

I hope Mr. Booth will make money out of

his undertaking, and if he does he is the
first railway promoter I know of who has.
My hon. friend from De Lanaudiére (Mr.
Casgrain) is very much mistaken in suppos-
ing that the Senate was in his favour
last year, because I noticed two gentlemen
spoke against the Bill in the Senate, after
the report of the committee came in. What
case has my hon. friend made out before this
House ? Harve there been any petitions to
parliament against the granting of railway
charters ? I have not heard of any. If a
man gets a railway charter and does not
promote it as he should do, out with him
and give others a chance. My hon. friend
from Marshfield had to go to Cuba to gain
experience in building railways. We do not
want to go to Cuba or Great Britain either.
We have the experience here, and we are
doing very well. We have spent millions
and millions of money in the Dominion of
Canada between the local and the Dominion
governments and the municipalities, and we
are not half done yet; but as much
as I respect the provineial land surveyors, 1
do not want to retard the prosperity of the
country in order to give them employment.
We should consider what we ought to do
in this matter. Are we children lere that
we should not have control of our own busi-
ness ? If we should so far forget ourselves
as to pass this Bill, does any one suppose it
will pass through the other Chamber ? I
doubt if it will ever pass the House of Com-
mons. To show the encouragement my hon.
friend had to go on with it this year, a
couple of members spoke of it in this way on
that occasion. One member said of it:
‘This is a vicious Bill I agree with him.
I consider it is opposed to the best interests
of the country. I have no interests to serve
but the interests of my country, and I be-
lieve that is the position in which the Senate
as a whole stands. My hon. friend took it
for granted, because the House treated him
courteously .last year, as the Senate always
does, that this Bill would be accepted this
year. I thought he would, during the re-
cess, reflect on what he was doing ; that
he would see how he would retard the pro-
gress of thie country, because he listened to
what people called rumours, but so far as
ny knowledge of railway promoters is con-
cerned, these rumours are slanders. This is
what the hon. gentleman said last year :
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The object of this measure is to prevent
speculative charters being granted by parlia-
ment; also providing all the necessary data
should be furnished to the House in which the
Bill is to originate.

Then Mr. Lougheed goes on and shows it
is a vicious bill. Then a senator from Cape
Breton (Mr. MacKeen) blows hot and cold.
He says there is some good In it and some
that is not good. He says:

T think it is known to us all, that one charter
was obtained in this House and afterwards sold
for $60,000 without one dollar having been ex-
pended. As regards the application of this Bill
to the older provinces, I think it is almost per-
fect. Countries which are now so well opened
as our eastern provinces—which are so inter-
sected by railways, and where the topography
of the country is so well known, it would be
of immmense importance to my mind to have in-
formation of the character the Bill calls for in
the hands of the committee.

I am glad they have all the railway com-
munication they want down there, but it is
not the case in my part of the country.
Then he says :

No railway can be built without surveys—and
whether they are made preparatory to the char-
ter or subsequent to the granting of the charter,
it is pretty much the same to the engineers, I
would take it ; but to ask any company or any
investor to expend we will say anywhere from
$2,000 to $59,000 as the case may be without any
guarantee whatever of success in getting a char-
ter, is perhaps a little hard. I do not think
we would succeed in getting any investors to
do that in a country like the Yukon ; all the
same, I think the spirit of the Bill is in the
right direction, and with some amendment it
will meet with the approval of this House.

When we are told there are rumours of
charter selling, the hon. gentleman ought to
be prepared to come down with particulars.
In all my experience in parliament I have
never known anything of the kind. I do not
pretend to know all about railway building,
but I know something about it. Do we want
to go back to fifty years ago ? What would
we be without railways to carry out the pro-
ducts of the country ? We would be locked
up all winter, as we have been in the past,
until navigation opened. The men that I
have spoken of who have gone to their long
home, have erected monuments to their me-
mory in the hearts of the people which is
more lasting than granite or brass. When
history is written fairly, it will show that is
how the people of this country feel about
those railway promoters. There may have
been some black sheep among them. The
sale of a charter for $60,000 may be true,
but it is a drop in the bucket compared to
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

‘great man, Mr. Blake,

what the Dominion of Canada has spent for
railways. I know at one time in the pro-
vince of Ontario the opposition to Sandfield
Macdonald’s government found fault with
him because he set aside $1,500,000 to assist
railways running north through the then
sparsely-settled districts, and on that policy
of opposing aid to railways Mr. Blake ap-
pealed to the country. There are men here
who must know what I say to be true, and
that was his stock armour against Sandfield
Macdonald, that, and the murder of Scott
at Winnipeg. He came to parliament when
I was there, and I happened to hold the two
seats at that time, before dual represen-
tation was done away with under Mr. Costi-
gan’s Bill. I remember the time well. My
hon. friend the Secretary of State must re-
member it. He was speaker in the local
legislature then, if I mistake not. He was
made speaker by the Sandfield Macdonald
government, and there is no doubt he got
my vote. .

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It was by acclamation.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Then. the hon.
gentleman did not want my vote, but it was
there for him if he did want it. The hon. gen-
tleman was there and can correct me if I am
wrong in what I say. I must say for that
he was everything
by turns, but nothing very long. He was the
hope and aspiration of this great Canada of
ours. He was called, and I almost believed
it, Canada’s noblest son. Where is he to-
day ? Doing battle with his tongue and his
money against the British empire of which
we form a part. I may be allowed to di-
gress to make that statement. When he
came into power that one million five
hundred thousand dollars was not enough
to build railways. He added $400,000 more
to it, making $1,900,000, and he mortgaged
the province of Ontario for twenty years for
$100,000 a year, making $2,000,000 more ; 80
that, with one stroke, the province of On-
tario assisted railways to the tune of $3,-
900,000. I say that in order to show that all
local governments have been promoting rail-
ways, and I hope they will continue to do
80. Whether the government be Reform
or Conservative, we must hold them res-
ponsible, and first see that they do not give
too much to any railway, and hold them
responsible for the payment, and see that
they do not pay money until it is earned, and
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then it will be all right. There is no use
dwelling on this matter, I am sorry my
young friend has brought into this House a
Bill which, if he had considered the matter
at all, he would have seen at once was
going to retard the progress and prosperity
of the country. I beg to move that this
Bill be not now read a second time but that
it be read a second time this day six months.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)—I have
listened to the interesting address of the
hon. gentleman from Monck. It embraced
a lot of ancient history, but it had very little
to do with the principle of the Bill which is
under consideration. He referred to various
contractors who have built many roads in
this Dominion, and in the province of On-
tario especially, men who conferred great
benefits on the country by building those
roads, but the Bill which is under considera-
tion has no reference to people of that class.
It is intended to apply to people who make
applications to parliament for charters for
railways which they never intend to build,
but charters which they desire to put on the
market and sell, not for the benefit of the
country but for their own individual benetit.
The hon. senator from Monck referred to
men whose names are identified with the
history of Canada, men who have built some
of the best works in the country. Men of
that class are not interfered with by the
Bill now before us. This measure refers to
quite a different class of people. The hon.
gentleman from. Monck asked what had we
to do with this Bill when there were no
petitions presented to us for it, but I would
ask the hon. gentleman if we are not to
take any action on a matter which is neces-
sary for the good of the country until peti-
tions are received here for it? I take it
that we are more advanced. When we
see that it is necessary to legislate on any
subject we do not wait for outsiders to
move. ‘e take it into our own hands, and
if we see a Bill is necessary, a Bill is intro-
duced, and if it receives the approval of a
majority of the Senate, what does it matter

to us if it is rejected by the other; branch !

of parliament ? If we know that it is

going to be rejected there, that is no suffi-

cient reason for declining to give it our at-

tention. If it is 4 good measure it should

have our sanction. I expressed my ap-

proval of a Bill of this nature when it was
11

introduced last session. I have heard noth-
ing said by any hon. gentleman which would
induce me to change my opinion respecting
this measure. We know many charters are
applied for in the Dominion of Canada
which are never carried out. The statute
books are filled with Bills which have
been passed on applications to parliament
for railways which have never been bullt,
and never will be built in some cases.
How often do we see petitions coming up
here for measures that have passed parlia-
ment three, five, seven and I think in one
case ten years ago, which have not been
carried out yet, but they were applying to
parliament for leave to extend the time for
the commencement of the work until they
can dispose of their charter and receive
some remuneration in that way. The
hon. Secretary of State in speaking of this
Bill, went, I think, further than necessary
in his opposition to the measure. He
weakened his case by dragging in here
the applications that are made to the im-
perial parliament for charters for industrial
corporations. What has that to do with
the Bill now under consideration ? If it
had not been called to his attention by some
hon. members, we would be under the im-
pression that railway charters were in the
same position as charters for industrial cor-
porations, but when it was called to his at-
tention he had to admit that railway char-
ters and banking charters and certain other
charters were not in the same position, but
the incorporators had to make application to
parliament and show where the roads were
to be built and what the cost of them was
to be before they could obtain those char-
ters. The Secretary of State also referred
to Canada as being a new country in which
such a Bill was not applicable, that it
might under some -circumstances be ap-
plicable in' a settled or old country, but
would not do in Canada. In contradiction
to that statement, I just refer hon. gentle-
men to an application which is at present
before parliament, or coming before parlia-
ment, for a transcontinental railway to ex-
tend from the city of Quebec on the St.
Lawrence out to the Pacific,c and on the
whole of that road, from one end to the
other, it will be found that there has been
a survey, the height of land at every mile
along the road has been given in a map,
the very pass through which it has to go
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in crossing the Rocky Mountains has been
surveyed, and all particulars given respect-
ing that route, even more than required
under the present Bill. I believe that
many of these charters that have been
granted Dby parliament are held in sus-
pense and are blocking the way of those
who would be desirous of opening roads
in the same- direction, but cannot do so,
because some charter-monger has a wild-
cat scheme which had passed through
parliament. In that way he is blocking
the legitimate enterprise of men desirous of
building a road in the same section. Enter-
taining this opinion, hon. gentlemen, I feel
that I am pursuing a proper course in sup-
porting this measure. It may be true that
in some respects it goes further than some
hon. members desire, but this measure
can be amended in committee if it is
given the second reading. There are few
lhon. gentlemen who will not admit that
there should be some restriction placed on
people who merely come here and ask for a
charter without funds at their back, with-
out any idea of building a road but merely
for the purpose of getting the right over a
certain piece of ground which they appro-
priate in that way, never intending to build
the road. There they are, blocking some
person who would be in position to build
a road over the same ground. Holding
these views I shall support the Bill, as 1
did last year, and I dissent entirely from
the views expressed by the hon. gentleman
from Monck. We see applications made to
parliament to build a road within three
years along a certain line. At the expir-
ation of the time limit, those same people
come to parliament asking to have the
time extended for three years more in
order to commence the road. At the end
of the second term it is quite possible they
may not have done anything, and they
make a third and fourth application to
parliament. That should be put a stop to
in some way, and if this Bill did nothing
further than stop these wildcat enter-
prises, it would be a benefit to the Domin-
ion. We know that the taxpayers of this
country are paying very large amounts in-
deed for railway subsidies, and possibly
many of these parties would not receive any
‘encouragement from parliament if it were
not for the application coming at a time

to grant a subsidy for a road in a certain
section. It comes usually just before the
Dominion election, and then we have Bills
coming in here on the last day of the
session granting $3,400, $6,800 or $10,000
a mile for the purpose of building such
railways, and in some cases the very pro-
moters cannot tell where the road begins
or where it ends. Hon. gentlemen must
admit that under these wcircumstances it is
desirable to place some check, not on leg-
itimate railway promoters, such as the hon.
gentleman from Monck referred to, but
upon those who make applications for wild-
cat charters, and I regret that some hon.
gentlemen of the Senate oppose the Bill,
but none so determinedly as the hon. gentle-
man from Monck. All other hon. gentlemen
who addressed the House admitted it was
possible that a measure of this kind, if it
were embodied in the rules of the House,
might be beneficial. If it were crystallized
in a Bill, -would it injure legitimate pro-
moters of railways? I say it would not.
It would keep out of the way those who are
illegitimate promoters of wildeat enterprises.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN (de Lanaudiére)—!
have listened with a great deal of pleasure,
as hon. gentlemen will readily understand, to
.the speeches which have been made, not
all in favour of the Bill which I have had
the honour of introducing. In order to show
that I had proper encouragement in coming
before the House with this measure, I refer
to the Debates of last year, where the chair-
man of the Railway Committee reported, in
rveference to an Act respecting Applications
for Railway Charters, that while they ap-
prove of the principle of the Bill, they re-
commend that owing to the late pericd of
the session the promoter be allowed to
withdraw it. Hon. gentlemen have heard
the hon. sepator from Prince Edward Island
expressing his views. The hon. member who
spoke on that occasion was the Hon. G. W.
Allan, and I will just read one phrase from
his speech which I think gave me enough
encouragement, coming from such a high
authority, a man whose opinion had been
respected so much in this IHouse. I
thought, under the circumstances, 1 was
perfectly justified in reintroducing this Bill.
The Hon. Mr. Allan said :

The priuciple of the Bill, I think I may say
without contradiction, was universally approved

when it may be beneficial to the government
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.L.)

by all the members of the committee.
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That will be found in his speech, and any
hon. gentleman can verify it by referring
to page 412 of last year’s Debates. The
favourable reception of this Bill last year
gave me some encouragement, and I may
say that, outside of this House, some very
important railway people thought the Bill
was a move in the right direction. Some
very prominent members of the House
asked me if I was going to introduce the
Bill again this year. I took it for granted
that they thought well of the Bill. I
admit that it may look presumptuous for
one who has been for so few years in this

- House to introduce legislation, which many
of the members of this House think some
older member should have taken charge of,
but I really fail to see why any one who has
the honour of a seat in parliament, whether
in this House or the other chamber, if he
truly believes in his own humble way that
a certain measure is in the interests of the
country, should not have the courage, even
if it does not meet with the approval of the
majority, to rise in his place and submit
the measure and let it be fully discussed.
If it is right let it be passed ; but if it does
not get a majority, let it fall on its own
merits. The hon. Secretary of State last
Friday said that pioneers in railway enter-
prises did not make money. He might have
added that pioneers in legislation often have
a thankless task before them. They have
to devote a great deal of time and study to
public measures without hope of any
kind of reward. I thought this was a move
in the right direction. I do not claim this
Bill is perfect. Perfection is not of this
world. But I think it is a step in the right
direction. I did not originate this legisla-
tion. It has Dbeen in force for yedrs and
years in France, Germany and Spain. 1
had occasion to inquire, and I found that
the rules and regulations in those coun-
tries were much more stringent than any-
thing contained in this Bill. Still, I must
say that I believe, and I will keep on be-
lieving, that any private member "of this
House has not only the right, but it is his
duty if he thinks it is right, to introduce
legislation. I do not believe that all public
legislation should necessarily emanate from
the government. The government in that
case would be ruling the country and there
would be no use for senators or members
of parliament. I wish to say a few words
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about the real object of the measure. This
Bill seems to have been much better under-
stood last year than it is to-day. After the
explanation last year the committee were,
to my mind, apparently in favour of the
Bill and the chairman himself reported it.
The intention is not to .restrict railway de-
velopment. On the contrary, it is to facilitate
railway construction. It is to prevent large
tracts of territory being set apart for the
sole benefit of one railway company, and
preventing others from building within that
area. We know that in Canada all that
is necessary now is to take the initial
and terminal points, and there is no limit
to the deviation that may be made from
the straight line. If @ charter is granted to
build a railway from Ottawa to Winnipeg,
or Ottawa to Toronto, then it is quite pos-
sible for those who secure this charter not
to go in a straight line to either of these
points, but to diverge aund take in almost any
town they like on the line, claiming that
they have the right to build to any town
between these places. There is nothing in
the Railway Act to say that they shall go,
as far as possible, in a straight line. There
is no limit to the deviation allowed. If a
plan was used before parliament, then it
would be possible for parliament to say :
We will grant your charter passing by this
town or village, but not to go all over the
province to the ncrth and to the south,
without any regard .to the line.’ So soon
as any one comes to parliament asking for
a charter between those two points, the
owner of the charter will say: ‘Oh but
that is within our territory. You are taking
territory over which we have control.’
When once they have their charter they are
entitled, without applying to parliament, to
extend branch lines six miles on either
side, making a strip of country twelve miles
wide. These charters are granted for one
hundred, two hundred and five hundred
miles. Iive hundred miles by twelve miles
in width—there you have an enormous ter-
ritory of some 6,000 square miles altogether
within a sort of monopoly in the hands of
the one company. One company has got
the absolute control, first, for two years, be-
fore they begin work, and after they have
begun work, they have, according to the
Railway Aect, seven years altogether, and
very often they come before parliament and
renew and get an extension of time, thus
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holding an enormous tract of country for
their own purposes for years, and prevent-
ing other people from building. No one
can enter into that territory without paying
toll to the owners of that charter. As to
the objection that this is a Bill to give work
to land surveyors or engineers, I must say
that it would rather tend the other way, be-
cause it is well known that those who get
railway charters, in order to keep those
wildeat charters alive, actually employ en-
gineers, and if there was a tendency in this
Bill at all, it would be against engineers. 1
think the hon. member from Cape Breton
did justice to that, when the same argument
was brought up last year by the hon. gen-
tleman from Calgary. Now, as to the Bill
itself, it says:

(1.) Before the consideration of the petition
for such Act by the Committee on Standing Or-
ders of the House in which the Bill is to origi-
nate, the applicants for such authority shall
deposit with the Department of Railways and
Canals—

(a.) A map or plan, made from actual survey,

shcwing the route of the proposed railway ac-
carding to the preliminary survey thereof, or
the site and nature of the aew works.
‘ Before the consideration of the petition.’
After inquiring from legal gentlemen, I
found there was really no other time to de-
mand details until the consideration of the
petition. It was the only time. The hon.
member for Queen’s spoke in favour of some
parts of the measure, and thought that the
amending of the rules of the House might
meet the case. There is t.his one objection
to the amending of the rules, that the
rules can be suspended, and the Bill pro-
vides in clause 2, that:

If the conditions imposed by the next preced-
irg section or any of them, are not compiied
with, the Committec on Standing Ordars of the
House in which the Bill is to originate shall
report accordingly to that House, and thereupon,
tnless otherwise specially ordered by that House,
or unless otherwise provided for by the Stand-
ing Orders thereof, all further proceedings upon
the Bill shall be suspended until the said condi-
tiors have been complied with.

So that the hands of parliament are not
in any way tied up by this legislation. If
the House finds any good reason why any
of these clauses should be dispensed with,
the power to dispense with it is in the Bill.
The hands of parliament are not tied. The
hon. gentleman from De Salaberry made,
apparently, a very strong point when he
spoke of trespassing upon private property.
He read the law, subsection A of clause 90

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN.

of the Railway Act. This is not fatal to
the Bill by any means, because a simple
amendment—I remember the hon. member
from De Salaberry laid great stress on that
objection—would cover the point. If the
Bill had gone to committee a third clause
could easily have been inserted, reading
like this:

For the purposes of this Act, the Minister of
Railways may grant to the applicants the powers

cantained in subsection A of clause 90 of the
Railway Act.

Not any more difficult than that. Now, as
to the enormous cost that would be en-
tailed, supposing this was exacted, the hon.
members of this House may not all of them
be familiar with what a preliminary sur-
vey is. It is not at all a location of the
line. It is not putting in the curves, estab-
lishing grades, or making up the quantity,
but a preliminary survey—a general survey
of the land, very cursorily done, and a re-
port by the engineer, and levels taken, per-
haps, with an aneroid barometer, or level
The Secretary of State says this might cost
two thousand dollars a mile. There would
be nothing like that, or half or quarter of
that. About one-fortieth of it would be the
extreme cost in the woods and rough coun-
Ary, and in the prairies ten to fifteen dollars
a mile would cover it. If a company wish-
ing to build a railway, and wishing to have
a charter for say one hundred miles, can-
not scrape up a thousand dollars, how and
where are they to get the funds to build
a railway ? Why let them get a charter,
if they cannot stand the expense of a pre-
liminary survey ? They also require the
report of an engineer. The report would
not be more than a statement that the route
is feasible, and the road required, because
when we are granting a charter we are of-
ten authorizing a route over ground where
it would be impossible to build a railway,
and the expense would be much greater,
if, after having started and built a few
miles, you come to a part of the country
where it is almost impassable, with any
reasonable expenditure, for railway pur-
poses, and that part of the road has to be
abandoned. Would it not be more prudent
in the interests of the people to have, before
commencing the enterprise, some idea of the
country through which the road is to run,
and the amount of money required ? The
system that prevails in England is much
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more complicated, and, 1 may say, referring
to that speech about trespass, that it is
allowed in England. Engineers are not pre-
vented from entering even the most beau-
tiful parks and carrying on their engineer-
ing operations. I have asked, old engineers,
and they tell me that surveys have never
been blocked on account of the unwilling-
ness of the people to let the operations be
carried on. In England a complete plan,
showing all the buildings, farms, fences,
watercourses, rivers, ravines, even the topo-
graphy—a complete plan has to be provided.
Besides that, there must be a book of levels
giving not only the name of the owner
of the land, but also the name of the occu-
pant, the total quantity of land held by the
occupant, the portion required by the rail-
way, and the probable cost of acquiring
the land. That is only from the technical
point. Now, from the business standpoint,
and this is important—I am not a financial
man, and I expected some one more versed
. in finance would have brought up that
point—the financial ability of the people to
carry out the enterprise, is a very important
question which would be discussed. In
England and in other countries, before ob-
taining a charter the promoters must satisfy
parliament that they are able to carry out
the enterprise. They must give an estimate
of the cost, a close and detailed estimate
of the land purchased, &c., and, more than
that, they must also show the probable re-
That is where pardHament is wise,

turns.
in having the probable returns trom
the investment, so that if the pub-

lic, on the strength of a royal charter,
choose to invest their money, they are pro-
tected by the parliament of England against
putting money into a project which would
not be remunerative either to the share-
holders or to the bondholders. What do we
do in Canada ? We grant railway charters.
Those charters are taken across the water,
and bonds are floated in England. In Eng-
land, where parliament has so jealously
guarded the interests of the public, capi-
talists invest their money with a feeling of
security. I have had some personal ex-
perience in what has been done by pro-
moters going over to England and raising
money on Canadian roads, getting bond-
holders to invest their money, because with
a charter emanating from the parliament
of Canada they naturally inferred the same

precautions were taken here as in England,
that the enterprise was a safe one, and the
probable returns would justify the expendi-
ture. But in Canada we have neither the
English system nor the system which pre-
vails in th United States. The system in
the United States, in my humble opinion,
is better than ours, because there you can-
not sell a railway charter. There are, pro-
perly speaking, no railway charters. Any
company of men have merely to register
their intention to build a railway, and they
can proceed to build it, but they cannot
monopolize one inch of land, except what is
occupied "by their own right of way. Any
other men or syndicate can do exactly the
same thing. Consequently there is no ne-
cessity for selling railway charters in the
United States, because it is in the reach of
every one. We have neither the United
States nor the English system. We have the
English system of granting a charter. On
the other hand, we have a system which
places large territories in the hands of a se-
lect few, to the great detriment of bona fide
enterprise. When the company have suffi-
cient friends in parliament they manage to
obtain a charter. This charter is held over.
They may raise some money on it. Some
years afterwards their friends in parlia-
ment may change places, the charter is not
continued, and the foreign capital invested
in the enterprise is in great danger of being
lost, and bondholders are deceived. That
some change in the system is necessary, I
believe. Whether this Bill would be ex-
actly what is wanted, I am not prepared
to say at the present moment, but I thought
with the help of my colleagues in this
House, it might have been possible to de-
vise a measure which would contribute to
some extent to remedy this great evil. If
promoters are unable themselves to build
roads, there is one thing they are able to
do—that is to pester the great railways of
this country trying to sell their charters to
the Canadian Pacific Railway, to the Grand
Trunk Railway or the Canada Atlantic.
If you will speak to the officials of those
railways you will find from one end of the
year to the other, they are constantly being
approached by promoters trying to sell
charters for a few dollars—at first for many
thousands, but afterwards for a few dollars
each, for a charter granted by this parlia-
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ment. Speaking of the Canadian Pacific
Railway and the Grand Trunk, these rail-
ways never undertake to ask parliament
for a charter without having previously
done everything, and more, called for in
this Bill, because these railway companies
intend to pay for the work. Promoters do
not care what the amount of expenditure
may be, because they have very little money
themselves ; but those who intend to pay
for the property take good care to have a
proper estimate made of the probable cost.
and the probable returns. There is one
other objection which has been raised, and it
is this, that a company engaged in getting
these surveys made and planned and pro-
files prepared, might, after all their ex-
pense, fail to get a charter from parlia-
ment. Well, hon. gentlemen, I have too
much confidence in the parliament of this
country to believe, if a railway charter was
in the public interest, that this parliament
would refuse it to men who had expended
their money in promoting a necessary line.
I have entire confidence that if it was a use-
ful project parlinment would grant a charter,
because I believe that parliament is com-
posed of the most public-spirited men in
the country, belonging to the two great
parties, and I do not believe, and could not
bring myself to believe, that it would be
psossible for parliament, after a company had
gone to the expense to prove that a road
would be useful and in the interests of the
public, to refuse a charter. I refrain from
using too many technical words, because
one might be inclined to believe I was
talking in favour of the engineers, but on
the Dbroad principle of bringing down a
public measure I wish to say, in closing,
that my sincere desire was to try, in my
humble way, to do some good for the
country. My task is ended, and I have the
satisfaction of knowing that I have done
my duty to the best of my ability, and I
shall cheerfully abide by the decision of
the Senate. I may say, in closing, that I
had a short conversation with the Secretary
of State who tells me that the Railway Com-
mission which will meet this summer will
deal with the railway companies generally,
and probably some steps will be taken in
the direction indicated in this Bill. I there-
fore ask the permission of the House to
withdraw the Bill for the present session,
Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN.

and trust that the government will do
Justice to the subject.

Mr. McCALLUM—I would rather have a

-division.

The SPEAKER—Does the hon. gentle-
man from Monck insist on a division ?

Mr. McCALLUM—No.
that's all.

The Bill was withdrawn.
The Senate adjourned.

Don’t do it again,

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, April 8, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (O) ‘An Act respecting the Algoma
Central and Hudson Bay Railway Com-
pany.’—(Mr. Landerkin.)

Bill (P) ‘An Act respecting the Mani-
toulin and North Shore Railway Company.'—
(Mr. Landerkin.)

Bill (39) ‘An Act to incorporate the St.
Lawrence and Northern Railway Company.—
(Hon. Mr. Godbout.)

Bill (44) ‘An Act respecting the Tilson-
burg, Lake Erie and Pacific Railway Com-
pany.’—(Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (52) ‘An Act respecting the St. Clair
and Erie Ship Canal Company.—(Mr. Mc-
Callum.)

Bill (Q) ‘ An Act to incorporate the Metro-
politan Bank.—(Mr. McMullen, in the
absence of Mr. Jones.)

CHARLOTTETOWN AND MURRAY HAR-
BOUR RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.

. Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired :

1. What sections and how many miles of the
railway from Charlottetown to Murray Harbour
are now under contract ?

2. Do the contracts in progress include grad-
ing, tracklaying and ballasting, or what do they
include ?

3. Who are the contractors, or contractor ?

4. Were these contracts awarded by tender
after public competition had been :nvited ?
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5. What amount of money has been paid on
these contracts up to the 31st of March ultimo ?

6. At what date or dates is the work «n these
contracts severally required to be completed ?

7. If these contracts, or any of them, are based
on a price per mile for grading, tracklaying and
ballasting, or any of these cperations, give said

r;;?el't not based on a price per mile, state cn
what basis regarding price thes2 contracts have
been made.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The answers that I am
iustructed to give to the House are :—

1. Section No. 2, Mutch’s Point to Village
Green—113 miles.

2. The contract includes :(—Grading and
completing the roadbed to formation level,
also fencing, but does not include ballast-
ing or tracklaying.

8. Willard Kitchen is the contractor.

4. Yes.

5. $53,939.44 has been paid on contract
gsection No. 2—Mutch’s Point to Village

-Green, up to 31st March, ultimo.

6. The date for completion, named in the
contract, was 31st December, 1900, but the
time has been extended.

7. This contract is not based on a price

per mile.
8. Schedule prices.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Work is .being

done on a great deal more than that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I will call the attention
of Mr. Schreiber to the hon. gentleman’s
statement.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I think the answer
is not complete.

THE PRICE OF WHEAT IN THE N.W.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired of the gov-
ernment : z

If they have c¢n record in the Department of
Agriculture, a statement showiag the price which
Manitoba hard wheat of the different grades sold
for on the English market during the past five
months ? If not, will they obtain the informa-
tion and lay the same on the table of the Senate
at as early a date as possible ? Also, the trans-
portation charges con wheat per bushel from
TFort William to Liverpool ? .

_He said: I migbt say that I am aware
this question is somewhat out of the regu-
lar order of questions, but I am inspired
to ask it from two or three causes. Omne
is, that there are serious complaints on the
part of the fatmers, I think all over the
Territories and Manitoba, that they have

not got their fair and proper price for wheat
this year—that the buyers have cheated
them in some way or other. I received a
letter the other day from one of the most
intelligent farmers of Assiniboia in which
he complained that the farmers had beeu
cheated out of 25 to 29 cents a bushel on
their wheat. My idea was, if we could
get the price of wheat in Kngland, and the
cost of transportation, we.could see if the
farmers had been paid a fair price. It Is
a very annoying thing to have almost every
man you meet tell you that he has been
cheated by the grain dealers. I do not
think it myself—at least, I do not think they
have been cheated to the extent that they
believe. I received to-day a paper ,which
will verify my statement, and, I think,
justify me in asking for this information.
It would be a very great advantage to the
government who are encouraging immigra-
tion to the North-west Territories, to have
this matter settled so that immigrants will
know that they are not coming to a coun-
try where they will be robbed of one-half
or more of the fruits of their labour. It
is very detrimental to the settlement of the
country. ‘The article in this paper which
I am going to read to the House will give
an idea of what they are publishing to the
world, and the government will themselves
see the importance of getting: the informa-
tion, if they do not already possess it, so
that the farmers will see whether they are
robbed or not. The article is as follows :

The Big Wheat Steal.

The plain fact is that the farmers of the west
are out by millions of dollars. The cool, calcul-
ating scoundrels of the grain ring, taking ad-
vantage of circumstances, have plucked and
plundered, rokbbed and fleeced the helpless far-
mer withcut mercy. Mild language is wasted
in such a case. We blelieve the thief on the
cross was a stainless innocent :ompared with
these vultures who planned a scheme in cold
blood to deliberately rob the farmer of the {ruits
¢f his toil. These men are going about with fat
wallets, but the place where they ought to be is
the penitentiary, doing hard labour on a slim
diet.

Hon. Mr. TEMPLEMAN—What paper is
that from ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—A North-west paper
published at Moosomin. It is called the
¢ World.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—What side of poli-
tics is it on ?
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Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Conservative, but |if they can obtain some information on the
that does not make a difference. At one | subject, in order to ascertain whether the

time the farmers wanted to bring a dele-
gation of 100 here during the session. 1

was notified and asked if that would not.

have the effect of inducing the government
to see that some redress was given to the
farmers of the west. I think it would be
advisable for the government to answer
these questions. - My object in getting the
government to do it is, to have it authori-
tative. When the information comes from
the government the people will take it with
a good deal more confidence than they
would have if it came from a private in-
dividual. That is why I ask this question,
in order that the farmers may not be hum-
bugged.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—On inquiry at the De-
partment of Agriculture, I was informed
they never had any record of the grain
sales, or delivery, or the ocean freights. |
also inquired at the Department of Trad:
and Commerce, and was answered that they
bad no record there, and they did not “think
the information was available, except after
a very special inquiry, as in many instances
the prices changed from week to week, and
more particularly the transportation rates
changed, both ocean and inland freights. I
shall be very glad to see Mr. Parmalee, of
. the Department of Trade and Commerce,
and suggest to him that he might possibly
get some information from the grain in-
spectors. I was under the impression that
there was considerable rivalry to secure the
wheat of Manitoba and the North<west, it
being so superior to the wheat grown In
Minnesota and further south. I never
heard of millers of the United States or
Canada entering into a combine, and I un-
derstood there was considerable competition
between them to secure the largest share of
the output of Manitoba and North-west
wheat. I may, however, be mistaken. 'I'he
condition of things my hon. friend has de-
scribed could only arise from the existence
of a trust, because there must be a com-
bine if the price is unduly reduced below the
market rate. There are numbers of buyers
every year, and one would suppose they
would keep the prices up to normal level.
When my hon. friend’s remarks are printed,
I will call the attention of the Department
of Trade and Commerce to them, and ask

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN.

complaint is based on tacts, as stated in
the newspaper.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—In ad-
dition to inquiring of the grain inspectors,
they might also inquire of the Canadian
Pacific Railway what the rates were.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The
companies, all of them.

transportation

THIRD READING.

Bill (12) An Act respecting the Edmonton
and Slave Lake Railway Compmly —(Hon.
Mr. DPoirier.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (H) An Act for the relief of Samuel
Nelson Chipman.—(Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer.)

Bill (M) An Act respecting the Atlantic
and Lake Superior Railway Company.—
(Hon. Mr. Owens.)

Bill (N) ‘An Act respecting the Great
Eastern Railway Company.’—(Hofi. Mr.
Owens.)

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES BILL.
FIRST READING.

Hon Mr. SCOTT introduced Bill (R) *An
Act respecting the incorporation of Joint
Stock Companies by Letters Patent.’ He
said : The object of this Bill is to give
greater facilities for the incorporation of
companies, assimilating the law to that now
for some years existing in England, which
has been found to work very advantageous-
ly. In England, hon. gentlemen know who
have given any attention to the subject, any
seven persons can unite together and make
an application to an official who is known
as the registrar. They file with him
articles of association, which are practically
an agreement between themselves to take
a certain amount of stock in the proposed
company, giving the name of the company
and its objécts and purposes, and on the
filing of that paper, the registrar issues
the certificate and the company is ipso facto
at once incorporated. A few years ago
a committee was formed for the purpose of
ascertaining whether that extreme freedom
of giving charters was really in the public
interest, and after a very exhaustive inquiry
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- the committee came unanimously to the con-
clusion that it was very beneficial that every
facility should be given to private enter-
prises to unite together for the formation
of limited Jiability companies, and that any
obstructions or obstacles placed "in the way
only check the development of business.
The large amount of business that is car-
ried on in England was ascribed mainly to
the facilities given for the formation of
those companies. That is the general scope
of the Bill. At present it takes about ten
or twelve weeks to get through an Act of
incorporation. It practically takes quite as
long to get a charter under the Joint Stock
Companies Act, as it does to get an Act of
parliament. And the consequence is, very
many people prefer coming to parliament to
secure Acts of incorporation. In the first
place, there is the publication in the ‘ Canada
Gazette, and then the parties are obliged
to do more than they are compelled to do
under Acts of parliament that are granted
to private companies. They are obliged to
subscribe one-half of the whole capital stock.
If it is two million, they must subscribe for
one million, and they must pay up 10 per
cent on the 50 per cent of the capital stock.
That payment of 10 per cent must be deposit-
ed practically with the Receiver General.
Formerly they could place the amount on
deposit in the bank in trust for the company,
but there was a change made some years
ago obliging the parties to practically de-
posit the money to the credit of the Receiver
General. where it is held in suspense until
the company actually go into operation.
That sometimes takes from eight to ten
weeks, and in the meantime parties are
deprived of the use of the money, and they
very often chill off, get tired waiting and
apply to withdraw the money and abandon
the enterprise.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—What
time will it take to do this under the Bill?

. Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The proposal is that
it can be done within two or three days.
An examination would have to be made in
the office. At present the charters are is-
sued from the office of the State Depart-
ment.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Would
there be registers in every province ?

.Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No. It is only for
those who apply for charters for the whole
Dominion. There will only be one central
office with authority to issue charters, but
they will be promptly issued, publication
will be dispensed with and the payment of
any money down will be dispensed with.
The various details will probably come in
better when the Bill is before the House.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Has the Bill been
distributed ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, but I have had it
revised and changes made, and it is ready
to be printed.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—Will we
have the Bill printed to-morrow ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I thought we might
take it up on Thursday, but if it is the de-
sire of the House it can be postponed till
Tuesday next. 4

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Might
I ask the hon. gentleman whether that Bill
is somewhat of the same character—I
should judge it is—as the Bill which was
introduced by the late government which
they failed to carry, simplifying the mode
of securing these charters ? I presume it
is from the explanation the hon. member
has given us, but I think it goes a little fur-
ther, of which I am not prepared to com-
plain just now. I should like to call the
hon. gentleman’s attention to the fact that
the Ontario government impose a tax upon

‘what they call extra-provincial charters, and

to ask, whether such tax is constitutional. I
do not know, but it seems to me to be quite a-
hardship. You obtain a charter from the
Dominion government to do business in any
portion of the Dominion, and the province
of Ontario—I do not know whether the other
provinces have adopted the same thing—
will not permit you to go on and do any
business until you first take out a license
from them. You have to pay for a license
to do business under a Dominion charter,
and then they tax you a yearly sum in ad-
dition; and besides that, you have to re-regis-
ter every year, and have to make out very
voluminous returns. In - fact, it is a pry-
ing into the whole business of the company.
I do not know whether that question has
been brought under the notice of the Jus-
tice Department or not, but it seems strange
that this parliament should give power to
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transact business to a company of any kind,
and then the province have a right to step
in and say : ‘ No, you shall not do business
in this province until you pay us a tax.’

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—Is that not
within the purview of the local government,
and have they not the right to do so ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
is just what I am asking.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—It is a mat-
ter of revenue for the local government,
and they have a perfect right to do it or
they certainly would not do it, but I think
perhaps the Bill which the hon. gentleman
has introduced may interfere with the same
line of granting charters that now exists
in Ontario, and it will overide that—

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It
does not override anything. You get
a power to do business through the
whole of the Dominion. Each pro-
vince has the right to grant charters to do
business within the province.  What I com-
plain of is that this parliament, which is
supposed to have power to dominate the
whole Dominion should be prevented by the
local legislature from exercising that power
which the constitution gives it, and I want
to know from the department whether they
think that is constitutional ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—That point has
been tested and decided in favour of the
provinces by the Privy Council

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In reference to the first
point Dbrought under the notice of the
House, I may say that I am entirely and
personally responsible for the Bill in its
present shape. I have no doubt the same
views have struck other people, because it
has been an apparent absurdity, for a great
many years, that we should have surround-
ed the issue of letters patent with so many
obstacles and obstructions, and it really
seems the policy was to prevent companies
being incorporated under the Act. I have fol-
lowed largely the English Act, and con-
sulted the Acts in British Columbia, in
Nova Scotia and In Ontario. I may say that
in Nova Scotia they have adopted the Eng-
lish Act in its entirety, with very little
change. They did the same in British
Columbia, I think either two or three years

Hopn. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

ago. The government of the province of
Ontario have also very nearly assimilated
their practice to the English practice—not
quite so much as the provinces of Nova
Scotia or British Columbia. I have referred
freely to the Acts in all these provinces
with a view to getting any suggestions that
I thought might be of value in the general
Act. With regard to the second question,
which I think is an extremely important
one, the provinces, no doubt, for reasons
which it is quite unnecessary for me to
mention—first, the desire to obtain all the
fees possible, and the desire to avail them-
selves of every opportunity of adding to
their revenue—have gone, I think, beyond
their power. I do not know how far the
case to which my hon. friend refers may
have gone. My own view of it has been
that they have a right to tax federal com-
panies, provided that tax is not a discrimin-
ating tax, provided they tax all companies
on the same level. They bhave no right to
single out companies holding charters from
the Dominion and tax them at a higher
figure under similar conditions to com-
panies holding charters from the provinces,
and I am quite sure if the question is tested
in court, the court will decide it was be-
,yond their powers. Attention has been
called repeatedly to Acts that have been
passed in the provinces in which efforts
were made to diseriminate against charters
obtained from the federal government. It
has only arisen within the last two years,
and attention having been called to it, the
hope was expressed that they would dis-
continue, or bring the law into harmony
with the old law—that is, if they place a
tax upon the provincial companies, they
should put no higher tax upon federal com-
panies. So long as they do not discriminate
against federal companies, I think it is
quite within their line. They would have
no power to go heyond that. In the Bill 1
have introduced I have retained the refer-
ence to the several sections in the law as
it now exists, so that hon. gentlemen can see
all the changes that have been made, if any.
in the law as it now stands.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Has the hon.
minister introduced the same provisions as
in the English Act with reference to returns
to be made by the company to the govern-.

ment ? -
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, I have gone further
_ than the Ontario Act. I have introduced
what is called the inspection clauses. In
England one-fifth of the shareholders in
value have a right to apply to a judge of
the higher court to ask for the appointment
of an inspector to examine into the affairs
of the company, and if the judge is satis-
fied that the motives of the party are
fair and reasonable and not instituted by
malice, he appoints an inspector who has
power under the Act to make a very careful
examination into the affairs of the company.
That clause has been introduced and I have
also introduced a clause. The English Act
compels all companies annually to make a
return to the registrar of the names of the
shareholders, the amount of stock actually

subscribed, and the amount paid up, the‘

amount unpaid, and the amount in default.
I have thought that that was not actually
necessary, and the better way would Dbe
that a company should be called upon to
make that return when asked for by the
Secretary of State. If the attention of the
Secretary of State was called to any com-
pany not giving its members a full expla-
nation of its affairs, then all they had to
. do was to ask that a report be made to the
Secretary of State, giving the information
that was required. That clause is in, but
the refurn is only to be made on demand. As
in many of our earlier statutes, we have
added that if the request was made by par-
liament, companies should make a return,
but only on request. It was thought it
would not be necessary, where so many hun-
dreds and thousands of companies are in
existence, that in all cases they should file
a return.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I quite agree with
my hon. friend in reference to the point he
has just dealt with. The English Act is
extremely cumbersome in the matter of pry-
ing into the domestic arrangements of com-
panies without any good results being ob-
tained therefrom. It seems to me to be un-
called for that a company, for instance, a
private corporation, should be compelled an-
nually to make a return to the government
of their stockholders, and the amount of
stock paid up, and of many other domestic
concerns of that nature, which should not
be disclosed to the public, and which cannot
contribute to public utility. I quite agree

with what my hon. friend has said, that
every facility should be given to share-
holders and others to make demand upon
the company for the purpose of securing as
much information as would be necessary
to apprise those interested in the company
to become seized of the company’s business,
and of any other information desirable to
obtain, but there is much of the machinery
in the English Act which could with ad-
vantage be rejected, and I am very glad to
see that my hon. friend has left it out of
the Bill.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—I should like
to know whether those returns apply to
companies now in existence, or only to those
obtaining charters under this Act ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It would not be re-
troactive. It would only apply to com-
panies which came in under the law itself.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—What provision
have you made for existing companies com-
ing under the Act ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I have made this pro-
vision, which is important and an innova-
tion of my own. ‘Dhere is a clause in that
Bill which authorizes the parties holding a
provineial charter to make application to
the Secretary of State .and take a charter
out under the now proposed law, and en-
abling them to do business over Canada.
I go further: that any company duly incor-
porated in the United Kingdom, or any
company duly incorporated in any foreign
country, on making application to the Secre-
tary of State and satisfying him that the
company is in good standing, and that no
public or private interests will be affected
by recognizing it, is also enabled, on com-
plying with certain necessary conditions, to
take out a charter in Canada. I think that
is a very valuable feature, for I find now
there are in the United States a consider-
able number of companies that are being
organized for the purpose of developing
industries in Canada and bringing capital
into Canada. My opinion is we will get
more United States capital into Canada for
the development of our industries than from
the other side of the Atlantic, and I have
thought it well that where companies or-
ganized in the United States apply for
charters here, if they satisfy the authorities
that they have been duly incorporated, and
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are a company of character and possessed of
capital, they should be incorporated here.
An Act was passed here three years ago
authorizing mining companies which held
charters of incorporation in either British
or foreign lands to apply to the Secretary
of State for a license to mine, and many
companies are now working under licenses of
that kind in the Yukon and in the North-
west Territories. All they have to do is to
produce their charter and give substantial
evidence that it has been properly issued
and that the company is in good standing,
and a license is granted them to carry on
their business under that charter. As a
matter of fact, many foreign companies
are really doing business in Canada with-
out any authority whatever. They are re-
cognized practically by the courts, and no
notice is taken of it.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—As ordinary com-
panies ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes. Nearly one-third
of the Insurance companies of Canada are
American. They, however, have to deposit
with the Receiver General a certain sum of
money, depending on their capital and the
amount of business they do in Canada, in
order to secure the parties who may be assu-
red in Canada. I mention that to show that
we do now allow foreign companies to do
business in Canada.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-—There is very
much in that which my hon. friend from
Hastings has said with reference to the
conflict existing between the federal powers
and the provincial authorities as to federal
charters. Of course nothing that this gov-
ernment can do can possibly disturb the
rights of the provinces to powers within the
competency of the province ; but it seems to
me that this government could with very
great advantage to the public, and particu-
larly to incorporated companies, approach
the various provinces of the Dominion and
arrive at an understanding to obtain through-
out the whole of the Dominion touchiug
those federal carporations doing business in
the various provinces and over which the
provinces may exercise authority. The con-
flict has become so acute between the
federal power and provincial authority, that
we find the legislatures of the various pro-
vinces frequently passing legislation of a

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

most vexatious character so as to handicap
and prevent federal companies from doing
business. Business of recent years has as-

-sumed such a comprehensive nature, that

any ambitious corporation—that is a cor-
poration that would come within the pur-
view of the province feels that they are
called upon to take out a federal charter
for the purpose of doing business through-
out the Dominion. It is only a company of
a very narrow and contracted kind that
would be content to do business within any
province alone. Consequently we find the
legislation of which I have spoken hostile
in terms against those companies. It seems
to me this government should be able to
approach the provinces and have an under-
standing with reference to that class of
legislation. Qur courts are constantly
dealing with this question, and of course
friction is promoted by reason of it.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—In -what pro-
vince ? There is nothing of the kind in
Quebec.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am more fami-
liar with the legislation of the west. If any
one will look at the statute-books in most
of the English-speaking provinces, he will
find legislation of such a character as I have
spoken of, directed against the doing of busi-
ness by companies empowered by the fed-
eral government to do business throughout
the Dominion. I refer to those companies
which could be incorporated within a pro-
vince, and with which the province has
power to deal. I am pointing this out and
particularly to the Secretary of State at this
time, as it is a matter which should have
been dealt with before. Take for instance
the territorial assembly, a legislature that
can only legislate subject to legislation of
the Dominion parliament, and yet that
legislature, although it is subordinate
to the Dominion parliament, and has
not all the rights of a province, has
passed legislation of a most aggravating
character, compelling companies that have
been incorporated by letters patent to do
business throughout the whole Dominion, to
take out license, and conform to restric-
tions, which have resulted in many com-
panies withdrawing from doing business in
the territories, and also preventing many
companies from doing business within the
territories which otherwise would. There is
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a large and undeveloped district of country

which affords an excellent field for corpor-
ations such as loan companies, and other
corporations of that character ; yet we find

this legislation on the statute-book blocking

them. Appeals have been made to the Do-
minion government for the purpose of dis-
allowing this legislation, and the Dominion
government, although I fancy disapproving
it, yet permits that legislation to remain on
the statute-book. That, I would point out
to my hon. friend, is something for the im-
mediate consideration of the Dominjon gov-
ernment, so that the legislation may be dis-
allowed. The time for disallowance is not
expired. It is the duty of the Dominion
government to make full examination of
this legislation for the protection of those
companies which have been chartered by
them to do business throughout the terri-
tories, and if possible to wipe out that class
of vexatious legislation, which is caprici-
ously passed and has the result of handi-
capping the expenditure of capital.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman’s
strictures are well founded. When I refer-
red to the Act passed by the North-west
Territories, I found it was just what my
hon. friend has described. It was an Act
putting federal companies on the same
basis as foreign companies. In their de-
finition they make all companies foreign
that do not hold their charters from the
territories, or the particular province. No
doubt that Act is ultra vires, and it probably
will be disallowed, but the other provinces
‘are also sinners in that regard—Ontario,
Manitoba and British Columbia. They are
all encroaching on the powers of the federal
authority, and naturally there has been hesi-
tation to disallow the Acts because it leads
to great embarrassment, and because many
parts of the Act are in the right direction.
The subject has frequently been before the
Justice Department, and they have discussed
it and got into a controversy over it, and
there is just that disinclination to disallow
it when they malke a half promise to amend
it. The only plan to adopt is the rather
severe one of disallowing those Acts, be-
cause there is that disposition in all the
western provinces, which does not exist in
Quebec or the maritime provinees. In On-
tario and the west they are constantly in-
fringing on the prerogative of the federal

authorities, and making it very embarrassing
for companies which hold charters from the
Dominion, to do business, which is contrary
to the constitution of the country.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Why should not
those Acts be disallowed ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is my view of it
at any rate.

The Bill was read the first time.

The Senate. adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, April 9, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DISMISSAL OF THE POSTMASTER AT
VERNON RIVER BRIDGE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON jnquired :

1. Whether it is true that Daniel MacDonald,
postmaster at Vernon River Bridge, Prince Ed-
ward Island, has been, or is to be, removed from
office ?

2. If so. for what reason ? Have any charges
been prefarred against him ? If so, state the
nature of the charges and the name of the com-
plainant.

3. If charges have bezn preferred, has an in-
vestigation taken place, and by whom ? What
has been the finding of the party entrusted with
the investigation ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The answer sent me by
the Postmaster General reads as follows :—
Mr. Macdonald was removed from the post-

‘mastership of Vernon River Bridge because

of his active political partisanship during
the last Dominion elections and because of
keeping intoxicating liquor on his premises
in connection with the election, and allow-
ing the post office to be made use of as a
central place of meeting for party workers.
The department being fully satisfied as to
the accuracy of the charges did not deem
a formal investigation necessary.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Then there was
no investigation ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No more than was made
by the department.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman says there was no investi-
gation other than by the department ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No other than by the
department.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Could
the hon. gentleman state who made the in-
vestigation ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I presume, from the
answer of the Postmaster General, he
received information which was sufficient
to convince him the charges were correct.

Hon. Mr. FERUGSON—Was the post-
master notified of the investigation ? He
writes that he never heard of it.

CHARLOTTETOWN AND MURRAY HAR-
BOUR RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired :

1. What sections and how many miles of the
railway fiom Charlottetown to Murray Harbour
are now und:r contract ?

2. Do thz contracts in progrzass include grad-
ing, tracklaying and ballasting, or what do they
include ?

3. Who are the contractors, or contractor ?

4. Were these contracis awarded by tender
after public competition had be2n invited ?

5. What amount of money has bean paid on
these contracts up to the 31st of March ultimo ?

6. At what date or dates is the work on these
contracts severally required to be completed ?

7. If these contracts, or any of them, are
kased on a price per mile for grading, track-
laying and ballasting, or any of these opera-
tions, give said price ?

8. If nol based on a price per mile, state on
what basis regarding price these contracts have
been made. ]

" Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I have already given
the answer to that question that was fur-
nished me ; I have inquired of the depart-
ment and they still adhere to the correct-
ness of that answer.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My opinion is—
and I am quite certain of its correctness—
that other sections besides this one are
under construction and have been for a
considerable time. It is quite impossible
that the answers can be correct.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman's
question reads ‘under contract.’ They
may attach importance to that- I really do
not know. The question is how many sec-
tions and how many miles are wnder con-
tract. I scarcely think they would use that

objection to it.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It may
be just possible the work is going on with-
out a contract being entered into.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Possibly.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—That would he
inconsistent with the former answer, that
the work was done by tender. I asked that
question, and the answer was yes.

MILITIA REGULATIONS AND ORDERS.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY inquired of the gov-
ernment :

1. In what year were published the last regul-
ations and orders for the Militia of Canada ?

2. Has the French version of these regulations
ever been published, and in what vear ?

3. If such version has never been published,
why ?

4. Does the government intend to put at the
disposal of the French officers of the Canadian
militia the French version of the aforesaid re-
gulations, ard when will it be distributed ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The answer sent me
by the department is as follows :

1. 1898.

2. No. }

3. Because the issue was a provisional one.

4. Yes, shortly.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Is it still a pro-
~isional one ? Is there a new issue or the
same one. )

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not know.

SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES OF
QUEBEC.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved :

That an humble address be prasented to His
Excellency the Governor General ; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid upon the
table of the Senatz a copy of the Orders in
Council appointing :

1. The Honourable Mr. Wurtcie, one of the
judges of th2 Court of Appeal for the province
of Quebec, chairman of the commission for the
revision of the statutes of the Dominion of
Canada.

2. The Honcurable Justice Fraagois Langelier,
one of the judges of the Superior Court of the
province of Quebec, a judge of the Court of Appeal
of the same province, in the room and place of
the said Honourable Judge Wurtale.

3. Cancelling the aforesaid appointments.

Together with a copy of all correspondence
exchanged on the subject of these appointments
and the cancellation thereof.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am not aware that
there is any Order in Council. There is no
objection to the order going, assuming that
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the hon. gentleman believes there is such
an order. If there is it will be brought
down.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (37) An Act to incorporate the
Sprague’s Falls Manufacturing Company
(Limited).—(Hon. Mr. McHugh.)

Bill (49) An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents certain powers for
the relief of John Westren.—(Hon. Mr.
Kerr.)

Bill (#6) An Act to incorporate the Strait
of Canso Bridge Company.—(Hon. Mr.
McHugh.)

MOXNTREAL, OTTAWA AND GEORGIAN
BAY CANAL COMPANY’S BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the third
reading of Bill (I) An Act respecting the
Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal
Company.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland)—Before
this Bill is finally disposed of, I should like
to direct the attention of the hon. leader of
the House to the point to which I called
attention when the Bill was before the
House for second reading. It is well known
that the Minister of Public Works has
suggested to the cther House, or through
the press in a public speech, that he has
under consideration. the propriety of the
government taking up a portion of this
canal as a government work, that is the
portion Dbetween Georgian Bay and Lake
Nipissing. There is also, as we all know,
an opinion entertained by a great many
people in the country, that a work of such
great importance as this should be a
national work, and that it should ultimately
belong to the government and be entirely
under government control. I am not pre-
pared to say at present that I endorse tnat
cpinion, but I wish to call attention to this,
that very important changes may take place
within the next ten years, public opinion
may develop in that direction, and it may
become necessary for the government, with-
in the next ten years, to acquire possession
of this important work, and finish it, if
commenced, and own it afterwards as a
government work. If this Bill passes in its

present form without an amendment, it will
tie up the hands of the government for the
next ten years. For the next two years a
company will have control of the work—
that is, the government will not be in a
position to undertake any portion of the
work whether it is commenced or not. After
the next two years, and for eight years
afterwards, the smallest amount of work,
which may be undertaken by the company
will be sufficient to give them control of
the project and prevent the government
from interfering with their operations. It
will therefore be seen that the hands of
the government will be tied up for the next
ten years, and that there is no release pos-
sible except in one way. There is a pro-
vision in the original charter of this com-
pany that the government may at any time
take over the work, and the way is fixed in
the Act by which this can be done. The com-
pany appoint an arbitrator and the govern-
ment appoint an arbitrator, and they two
appoint a third arbitrator, and these ar-
bitrators are to settle the amount which the
government are to pay the company in case
they take it over, but that clause contains
this provision :

That the crbitrators in such valuation may
take into account the expeuditure of the com-
pany, its property, the business of the canal and
other works thereby authorized and its past and
prospcctive business, with the interest from the
time of the investment thereof.

Now, it appears to me it would be very
difficult indeed for any set of arbitrators
before this work is completed to estimate
its prospective business. That might be a
very good way of settling the value which
the government should pay the company
after the work is completed and in opera-
tion, but during the ten years that construc-
tion is going on, if the government decide
to take the work over at all, it would ap-
pear to me they would have to proceed
upon some different basis. It is not for me

to suggest that basis; it would be a matter

of negotiation with the company. A reason-
able plan would appear to me to be to pay
the company for any expenditure which
they had incurred up to the time the gov-
ernment had decided to take it over, and
a reasonable percentage of profit upon the
money which they had invested. That
would appear to me to be a reasonable
way for the government to acquire posses-
sion of the works during the pericd of con-
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struction. The method,
method proposed in the Act, appears to me
to be really impracticable during the period
of construction. The suggestion which I
made before was that the government
should negotiate with the company, and,
when they are passing this Bill, altering
a clause in the charter, they should also
«deal with this other clause, and in view of
the importance of this work and the length
of time it will be locked up during the con-
struction, that some provision should be
made by which the government could ac-
quire possession of it on reasonable terms
if they desire to do so before it is com-
pleted.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-—It is altogether be-
tween the government and the company.
‘Whatever that arrangement may be, I do
not know, but there is one thing very cer-
tain, the government are not very likely
to take this out of the hands of the com-
pany so long as it is under construction,
because during that time they are not called
upon to pay a solitary dollar. That may
ease the hon. gentleman’s mind so far as
that is concerned. Whatever arrangement
the government make, they will of course
carry out. So far we have nothing to rely
upon except the charter. What the ulti-
mate arrangement may be with the govern-
ment, no one can say. I have no doubt the
government will aet liberally, seeing the
importance of this work, in order to arrive
at a solution of the whole difficulty. We
had the other day an eminent engineer here
who gave his opinion, which I am sure
every one who heard him, listened to with
delight, and I have no doubt that he is
ready to proceed with that work, which
° will be carried on steadily to the entire
satisfaction and benefit of the country at
large. Whether the government® intend to
take this canal over after it is constructed,
I cannot say, but these are matters which
will be settled before the work is finished;
therefore there can be no misunderstanding
in the future. I would have no objection
to the government taking over this work
if they are satisfied they could do it as
economically and quickly as the company,
but so far our experience has been to the
contrary. However, that is apart from
this Bill. The Bill simply asks that a cer-
tain extension of time may be granted to
the company. Some gentlemen thought it

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland).

and the only

should be made longer, but I do not think
that is necessary. This company has already
expended some $90,000 in making plans and
surveys. They have surveyed every inch
of the route from Montreal to  Lake Huron,
in order to arrive at data which cannot be
misunderstood. I hope hon. gentlemen will
be satisfied with this explanation. I do
not know what the Secretary of State may
be able to say, but I presume it will be on
the same lines. WWhatever the government
undertake to do they will carry out, and I
bhave no doubt this work will be found to
be of great advantage to the country. It
would have been of great advantage had
it been carried out years ago, and it would
have been constructed if poor Ottawa had
not been side-tracked, as usual, in favour
of other places. I do not despair of seeing
the canal in operation, even at my time of
life, and once it is in operation the country
will be as surprised at its value as they
were at the results which followed the con-
struction of the Canadian Pacific Railway.
As I understand, the government intend to
make some proposition to this company,
which is acting in good faith. It continues
to disburse its money liberally and to make
its plans as perfect as engineering skill can
suggest. I hope the Bill will be allowed to
go to the other House, where it will be dis-
cussed as they think proper.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The hon. gentle-
man from Rideau division does not seem
to appreciate the point' taken by the hon.
gentleman from Westmoreland. I did not
know the hon. gentleman had raised the
point at the second reading, but when this
Bill was before the committee yesterday,
I asked the engineer who was explaining
the project to the committee, if the com-
pany had taken into consideration the pro-
bability of the government proceeding with
the French River improvements, a question
which I understand has already received
serious consideration from the government,
and which the Minister of Public Works
has intimated will be proceeded with at an
early date as a government work. Now it
must be ‘manifest to the government, as
well as to every hon. gentleman in this
chamber, that there will be a conflict of
authority or of rights with reference to that
portion of the work. The Bill unquestion-
ably gives to the company the right to carry
out this scheme in its entirety, including
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the French River portion. If the govern-
ment should proceed with that part of the
work, what will be the relation of the gov-
ernment to the company, or the attitude of
the company, in regard to this invasion of
its rights, to the government ? If the gov-
ernment have given consideration to the
French River improvements, they should re-
serve to themselves powers in this Bill by
which the rights of the company should
be restricted to that extent. It is a mat-
ter for my hon. friends who represent the
government here to state what attitude the
government is prepared to take on the ques-
tion, but there will seemingly be a conflict of
rights, judging from the information given
by the government in regard to the French
River.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—This is
entirely in the hands of the government. I do
not suppose any work will be done unless
the government come forward with a sub-
sidy. I think my hon. friend would never
suggest for a moment that a great work
of this kind should stand still. Where would
the other great works of the country be if
that theory had been acted upon. Where
would the Canadian Pacific Railway have
been if we had waited for the government
to take it up ? Supposing at any time the
government should wish to take this over,
they can do so at a valuation.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland)—I think
the hon. gentleman has not apprehended the
point of my remarks. If the government
wished to take this work over after this Bill
passes, they have only one way of doing
it, and that is the way fixed in this charter,
by arbitration, but I claim that during the
course of construction the government can-
not take it over. It is really impracticable
to take it over that way, because, according
to the wording of this Act, they must take
into consideration the prospective earnings of
the canal, of which it would be impossible to
form any estimate. The point I wished
to call attention to was this: Suppos-
ing the company, as they have ten
years to complete this work, expend say
$§100,000 on it and then suspend oper-
ations that locks it up for the whole
of the ten years, because the work has been
commenced, and the company has ten years
to> finish it. The government cannot take
it over during that time, or make any other

12

arrangement for its completion, unless they
step in, as provided under this section of
the Act, and pay the company the damages
which may be assessed, including the pros-
pective earnings of the canal. The sugges-
tion I wished to make was, that there
should be some provision which would fully
protect the interests of the company, and
which should provide some equitable ar-
rangement, in case the company fail to go
on with the work, by which the government
can take charge of it at any time during the
period of construction and let it to another
company or build it themselves on paying
the existing company the amount expended
by them with a reasonable sum as profit.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I think
the time within which the company should
commence and complete the work might
reasonably be shortened, but there is no
danger of the government taking this up at
any time. If they choose to do so, it is quite
open for them, and there should be no
obstacle in the way of this company going
on with this great national work. I hope
myself to see it go on.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—One or two friends
have rather foreshadowed the policy of the
government. They have stated what is
practically known to everybody, that the
government has made no arrangement with
this company. The matter has been dis-
cussed, but no conclusions have been
reached, and under these conditions our de-
bate is purely a hypothetical one. I do not
agree with the hon. gentleman from West-
moreland that should the government of
Canada at any time propose to take over the
work, and there were only one hundred
thousand dollars expended on it, that
a company that contemplated expending
$80,000,000 would have claims for dam-
ages on the future working of the canal.
It is idle to enter on that branch of the
subject at present. The government have
not come to any conclusion as to the course
they would pursue on it. They have not
given the company any encouragement. The
company got a charter from parliament.
They still hope, no doubt, that the time may
come when the people of Canada may suffi-
ciently appreciate the work to induce the
government to aid its construction, or build
it as a public work, and take it off the con-
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. tractors’ hands, but so far as the govern-
ment are concerned, they are perfectly free
as to the policy of the future.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The hon. gentle-
man is begging the question. Supposing
the government go on with the French
River improvement, what relations will they
have with the company ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I cannot answer a hypo-
thetical question.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—A member of the
government has stated they may build the
French River section as a public work.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—A member of the gov-
ernment has some freedom in stating what
his views are, but the government have not
come down with any policy on that subject.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—Is it the in-
tention of the company to proceed at once
with the construction of this work without
first having a contract with the government
to pay 2 per cent on the expenditure ? If
these people are prepared to go on and take
their risk, there should be no trouble with
the Bill, because I am quite satisfied that
no government, so far as I can remember,
in the past, ever thought of committing the
country to an expenditure of $2,000,000 a
year for the purpose of constructing that
work, and I am quite satisfied that the gov-
ernment now in existence are too intelligent
and too able a government to have com-
mitted this country to any such scheme as
that proposed by the Bill now before the
House. Therefore, I would ask the hon.
gentleman if the company are going to take
that risk themselves, whether they are
going to get the government, or any one else,
to guarantee that two per cent interest. It
appears to me it would be like the Chignecto
undertaking. In that case the foreign bond-
lholders are after the government all the
time asking them to relieve those who hold
those worthless bonds in Scotland and other
places. If this scheme is undertaken, it will
be something of the same kind, because I
am satisfied no English capitalist, unless the
government guarantee the interest, will in-
vest one dollar in any such enterprise. The
engineer who appeared before the committee
yesterday, certainly a very intelligent gentle-
man, admitted frankly that the estimate of
$83,000,000 might be fairly increased by at
least twenty per-cent.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. OWENS—No, no.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—That would
make it over $100,000,000, and I have heard
a much larger estimate for the comple-
tion of the work. I do not think we should
put on the statute-book any law that would
induce foreign capitalists to come in here to
invest money that there was no possible
chance for them to get out of the country
again. It is simply, as 1 said Dbefore, an-
other Chignecto work to damn the credit
of the country for years to come. I hope
this Bill will not be allowed to go any fur-
ther. The canal will never earn enough to
pay the lock tenders. I am quite sure the
country has had enough of that sort of
work. Our St. Lawrence canals differ alto-
gether from this. They have a much longer
time for navigation, yet even those of our
canals that have a longer period of naviga-
tion do not pay to-day the interest on the
money spent on them. To invest $150,000,-
000 to $200,000,000 on a scheme of this kind,
is preposterous to think about.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—-It
seems to me that this whole discussion has
taken a very wide range, altogether beyond
the intention of the hon. gentleman for West-
moreland. He was only pointing out the
provisions of the present law and the extent
to which it would affect the government
in case they should assume the responsibility
of carrying on the work, he said not one
word either against or in favour of It, but it
seems to me, from the expression ot the
Secretary of State, that the governmeat has
not arrived at any decision as to what course
they intend to pursue.on this question, and
therefore cannot give an opinion on a hy-
pothetical case. The very fact that the gov-
ernment has not a policy is the strongest
possible reason why provision should be
made in the law to protect the country in
case these parties should go on with the
work and the government afterwards make
up their minds to assume the responsibility
of completing it. If I understood the hon.
gentleman from Rideau a few moments ago;
he said the company had already spent $90,-
000 on this work.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Sup-
posing the scheme propounded by the Min-
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ister of Public Works, of constructing the
French River section of this canal by the
government is carried out and becomes

the policy of the government, then,
under the statute which has been
read by the hon. senator from West-
moreland, the government would take

at once the responsibility, not only of re-
paying that $90,000, but of paying all pros-
pective profits which might arise upon any
traffic that might take place in the future.
All that the hon. gentleman asked was that
in making the amendments, to which no one
has taken any objections, provision should
be made to protect the country in the evr :t
of that taking place which I have indicated.
That is the position taken by the hon. gentle-
man. He did not speak of the feasibility or
practicability of the route or its prospective
success. I have heard statements of a simi-
lar character to those of the hon. gentle-
man from Hamilton made, in reference to
other great enterprises in this Dominion,
and they have been seriously at fault,
very much to the interest of this country.
I heard it declared on the floor of parlia-
ment by the most eminent leaders of the
~ hon. gentleman’s party, that the Canadian
Pacific Railway would never earn enough to
pay for the grease to lubricate the axles of
the trains. I heard another gentleman say
that all the wealth. of England could never
construct that road in ten years., I heard
another eminent railway man, to whom my
hon. friend from Monck -called attention
yesterday, Mr. Thompson, then representing
the county of Welland, declare upon his
responsibility as a railway man, that the ties
upon the eastern section of the Canadian
Pacific Railway would be all rotted out be-
fore the ties could be laid on the western
end of the road. All these predictions have
been proved to be the utterances of false
prophets. The Canadian Pacific Railway
stock stands to-day at 115, notwithstanding
the gloomy predictions. While I am not
enamoured of this scheme from a financial
standpoint, it is a scheme which should be
carried out in the defence of this coun-
try. We are not called upon to discuss
that aspect of the question now, but
I Dbelieve it is of sufficient importance
to this part of the empire that the im-
perial government should assist in the con-
struction of that canal and interest them-
123 ‘

selves in the manner it is proposed to con-
struct it, we know what took place in the
past—that after the war of 1812 the British
government spent a great many million
dollars in order to comstruct a little ditch
to enable us to get around by the Ottawa
to the upper lakes, when we consider the
magnitude of that work at that time, as
compared with the position of Canada to-
day, and its importance in the eyes of the
world, we should not be too pessimistic in
looking at these great projects.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—Why did
not the hon. gentleman, when he was head
of the government, take action on it then
if he was so enamoured of it ? His party
was eighteen years in power and they did
nothing with it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman’s interruption is totally ir-
relevant. He might just as well ask why
the Canadian Pacific Railway was not built
fifty years ago. If he will look at the his-
tory of this country, he will find that the
connection of the eastern portion of the
Dominion with the Pacific was proposed
years ago. He may remember that a gentle-
man came down here and proposed to build
such a line long before they were in a posi-
tion to construct it. I might as well ask him
why he did not establish the large wholesale
business that he now carries on, fifty years
ago, when he was a good deal younger than
he is now. He was not in a position to do
it, and consequently did not do it. But

‘when he grew up, he was able to do that

which he could not have done when he was
younger. This country is able now to do
what it could not do when the Conservative
government was in power. The hon. gen-
tleman should remember a country grows
just as an individual grows, and has the
ability to do that to-day which it could not
have done twenty-five years ago, and, more-
over, is justified in doing it; I think the
Secretary of State, as the hon. gentleman
from Calgary said, rather begged the ques-
tion. It strikes me, and I think it also
strikes others, that there is very much in
the point raised by the hon. gentleman from
Westmoreland, and that the fact that the
government has no policy on this question
is the best possible reason why we should
protect the country against any difficulties
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which might arise in the future, and at the
-same time protect the country against any
serious loss owing to the expenditure which
the company may have incurred in promot-
ing a great national work.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time, and passed.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (26) An Act respecting the Quebec
and Lake Huron Railway Company.—(Hon.
Mr. Landry.)

Bill (21) An Act respecting the Port Dover,
Brantford, Berlin and Goderich Railway
Company, and to change its name to ‘The
Grand Valley Railway Company.'—(Hon.
Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (24) An Act respecting the Windsor
and Detroit Union Bridge Company.—(Hon.
Mr. McCallum.)

BUFFALO RAILWAY COMPANY AND
INTERNATIONAL RAILWAY COM-
PANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM moved the third
reading of Bill (81) An Act respecting the
Buffalo Railway Company and the Inter-
national Railway Company.

He said : This is a Bill, which on a former
occasion, I opposed very strongly, but hav-
ing seen a list of the stockholders, I am
satisfied that they are men who are good
honest Canadians and loyal to the coun-
try.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—Conserva-
tives ?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I hope they are.
The hon. gentleman may consider that an
objection, but I do not. My reason for op-
posing the Bill last year was I know that
on the other side of the river there are a
great many men who are not friendly to
Great Britain or to Canada. That has been
proved, because they have come across these
very bridges, which I do not want to see
in the hands of the United States, and we
‘have three of them in the penitentiary
“for crime committed in this country. They
would have destroyed the Welland canal
and drowned a lot of people if they could. I
refer to this to justify the position I took
and the strong opposition I gave to the

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

‘of the Presbyterian "College,

Bill before. Now, I am satisfied with it
and am assisting to promote it.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time, and passed.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (22) An Act to incorporate the Board
Halifax.—
(Hon. Mr. Ferguson.)

Bill (47) An Act to incorporate the Cana-
dian  Manufacturers’ Association.—(Hon.
Mr. Jones.)

Bill (14) An Act to incorporate the Indian
River Railway.—(Hon. Mr. Godbout.)

ALGOMA CENTRAL AND HUDSON BAY
RAILWAY COMPANY’S BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. LANDERKIN moved the second
reading of Bill (O) An Act respecting the
Algoma Central and Hudson Bay Railway

Company.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—I should like the
hon. gentleman to explain what point on
Hudson Bay is to be the terminus of this
railway. This illustrates the impossibility
of profiles or survey being made on all oc-
casions. I should like to know—the hon.
gentleman no doubt has studied the matter
well—what particular place the company
propose to locate the terminus at.

Hon. Mr. LANDERKIN—I understand
James’ Bay is to be the point.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the second time.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (P) An Act respecting the Manitoulin
and North Shore Railway Company.—(Hon.
Mr. Landerkin.)

Bill (44) An Act respecting the Tilson-
burg, Lake Erie and Pacific Railway Com-
pany.—(Hon. Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (25) An Act respecting the St
Clair and Erie Ship Canal Company.—(Hon.
‘Mr. McCallum.)

METROPOLITAN BANK INCORPORA-
s~ TION BILL.
SECOND READING POSTPONED.
Hon. Mr. McMULLEN moved the second
reading of Bill (Q) An Act to incorporate
the Metropolitan Bank.
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Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I object to the second
reading of the Bill. It has not been dis-
tributed.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Seeing these Bills on
the order paper, I sent a page to the dis-
tribution office, and he tells me they are
not in the distribution office.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—How is it they are
marked as printed, when they are not ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is a mistake by some-
body.

The second reading was postponed until
to-morrow.

BOARDS OF TRADE INCORPORATION
BILL. !

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT introduced Bill (S) An
Act amending the Act incorporating Boards
of Trade. He said: In the province of
British Columbia a number of the mining
towns have been recently applying for the
incorporation of boards of trade in their
respective communities, and it has been
found that as they have not 2,500 of a pop-
ulation within the limits of the town, the
incorporation cannot be proceeded with. In
the Act authorizing the incorporation of
boards of trade there is a definition given
to the word district. If the town has not
2,500 population, if there is in the district
2,500, then the board of trade can be in-
corporated under the Act. The definition of
a district reads as follows :

District means a city, town, village or judicial

district within and for which a Board is establ-
ished under this Act. *
In the province of British Columbia they
have not judicial districts and the Justice
Department has given the opinion they
could not be incorporated, and it has led
to a good deal of dispute. I propose to
correct it by this BilL

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
same difficulty might arise in the Yukon
district, and it would be as well, while the
hon. minister is dealing with it, to add
that district.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, it is just as well
to add that.

The Bill was read the first time.
The Senate adjourned.

| geological museum,

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, April 10, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (T) An Act to incorporate the St.
Joseph and Lake Huron Ship Canal Com-
pany.—(Hon. Mr. Landerkin.)

THE GEOLOGICAL MUSEUM.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER rose to inquire of the
government :

1. Has the government begun the works of
constructicn of the new Geological Museum in
accordance with the ministerial statements of
last year ?

2. If not, when does the government propose
to begin these works ?

3. Will there be a sufficient amount voted anew
this year to comm<~nce in earnest the construc-
tion of the museum ?

He said: A sum of $50,000 was put in
the estimates, last year, for the construction
of the new Geological Museum, which was
to be called, very appropriately, the Victoria
Memorial Museum. The minister at that
time did not know where the building would
be put, whether on Nepean Point or else-
where. He ignored also the question as
to whether it would be solely and merely a
or whether it would
include the Supreme Cot_n't, the Exchequer
Court, the Fishery Exhibit and the Art
Gallery. He stated that if it were to be
solely a Geological Museum, the cost would
be half a million dollars. As to the import-
ance of the building, he expressed himself
in the most emphatic and the very strong-
est language, stating that he himself and

| his colleagues were ‘criminal in delaying

the construction of that museum so long.’
Now, hon. gentlemen, a year has elapsed
since those ministerial declarations were
made, and we see—I see at least—no trace
of any beginning of our national museum.
We do not know more than we did last
yvear as to where it is going to be located.
We do not know the plan which the gov-
ernment have adopted, whether it is going
to be solely a museum or whether it is
going to include the Supreme Court, the Ex-
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chequer Court, the National Art Gallery
and the Fishery Exhibit. I think, hon.
gentlemen, it is time that we should know
something about it. What makes the situa-
tion more grievous is the fact that the minis-
try, and the Ministerof Public Works par-
ticularly, deemed themselves ¢ criminal ’ last
year for not having commenced the con-
struction before, and they must certainly be
in a deplorable state just now, after an-
other year in the state of criminality, or I
might add, mortal sin, in which they have
been plunged for the last year. Mr. Tarte,
particularly on account of the discipline
of the particular church to which he be-
longs, should not stand in a state of perdi-
tion and damnation more than one year.
We should know something about all this.
The importance, and the necessity—the ur-
gent necessity, for building that museum, I
need not dwell upon. It is admitted by
everybody we should have another museun,
isolated, not exposed, as the one we have
now, to any conflagration which would de-
stroy collections which are very wvaluable,
many of them unique, specimens that could
never be replaced—a treasure accumulating
since confederation.and long before. It is
the duty of the government to take imme-
diate action on this matter, and if they do
not, it is the duty of the House to urge that
& proper museum be constructed, a fire-
proof building, in which the priceless accu-
mulation of specimens should be beyond the
reach of fire and accident, We are proud
of the strides that our country is making
in its development. We are glad to see the
government here follow closely upon, and,
in some respects, even going ahead of the
other government in doing everything they
can to promote the development of our Do-
minion. We must not forget, however, that
the mineralogical branch to which I refer is
one of the most important departments of
ournational resources. If we have made
strides in commerce, in imports and exports,
our progress has been still larger in the de-
velopment of our mineral wealth. I, for one,
believe that our Dominion of Canada, as it
is now, stretching from Halifax to British
Columbia, and very likely a little later on,
extending to include the rich island of New-
foundland, when the French shore question
is settled—that our Dominion abounds in
mineral wealth of all kinds, from diamonds
down to structural materials as much as any
Hon. Mr. POIRIENR.

country, and perhaps, when fully developed,
ahead of any other country in the world.
Reading the latest reports to hand, I find
that the whole output of our mines in 1886
was, in round numbers, ten millions of dol-
lars. 1In 1896 it had more than doubled ;
it was 22 millions of dollars. Four years
later, it had more than trebled the last fig-
ure. It had run up to 64 millions of dollars
all told. That is an immense stride, an in-
crease of six-fold since 1886, and multiplied
three times in the last four years. XNo
doubt, the report to be issued this year will
show a still larger increase. It is unfortu-.
nate that we pay so little attention to that
branch of production, when we pay so much
attention to others. The Geological Sur-
vey and staff form a technical bureau, de-
voted specially towards giving the people a
knowledge of the undeveloped wealth of
the ‘- country, and they should be properly
cared for. We should have the new museum
at once. I would beg the government not to
erect, especially if the building is to be put on
Nepean Point, such a building as the Print-
ing Bureau. If we wish to make Ottawa
anything like a Washington of the north,
that building will have to be pulled down.
It is architecturally almost a disgrace to the
city. It may answer the purpose it was in-
tended for, but it certainly does not harmon-
ize with the natural beauty of Nepean Point,
the continuation of our Major's Hill. That
building will have to be pulled down ere
long, in my estimation, if we are not to make
unsightly a city destined by nature to be
beautiful. If the government intend to build
a Geological Museum, I would ask them very
earnestly to consider architectural beauty,
without, of course, impairing the utility of
the building. Going Lack to the importance
of this question, I find that in almost all
branches of mineral production we are to-
day in a position to compete with the rest of
the world. Starting with Nova Scotia, we
have there bituminous coal, we have iron
ores, we have fluxes, and we have gold in
quantities only surpassed in the Dominion
by the gold fields of the Yukon Territory.
In fact, the Nova Scotia gold fields now are
pronounced by experts to be equal to the
best gold areas of Australia. Coming to
New Brunswick, we have there gypsum,
manganese—the finest manganese deposits
in the world. True, it is handicapped now

by special legislation which puts it on such

.
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a basis that it cannot be prospected, but
the fact of the matter is, we have in New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia, the finest man-
ganese to be found. Coming to the province
of Quebec, I read in to-day’s paper a report
of Mr. Obalski, in which he states that the
output of asbestos alone, for last year
amounted to $1,285,000. The asbestos of the
province of Quebec is the best in the world.
So with.phosphates, which are well compar-
able with those of Norway and Sweden.
Quebec has chromic iron and mica, un-
surpassed in any country in the world.
Ontario is developing into a gold min-
ing country. Two or three years ago large
deposits of corundum, the finest to be found
were discovered in central Ontario and the
mines are being developed largely. The
nickel ores of Ontario are unsurpassed in
quality and extent, and we have New On-
tario, which is undeveloped so far, also
abounding in minerals. I need not mention
the Yukon, or the province of British Colum-
bia, where are to be found all the precious
minerals that are mined anywhere else in
the world. Coal also exists there in im-
mense quantities, especially in the Crow’s
Nest Pass—that is, I find it so stated in the
‘ Toronto Globe.’

Hon. Mr.
Canada.

TEMPLEMAN—The best in

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I ask the govern-
ment if they propose to do anything in this
matter. The money is not wanting. There
is an abundant revenue, and the hon. gen-
tlemen on the treasury benches know how
to spend it. I do not say they spend the
revenue lavishly or wrongfully, but I hope
they will expend at least half a million dol-
lars of it in the erection of a geological
museum in the city of Ottawa, which will
be a benefit not only to the city but to the
Dominion at large.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In answer to the hon.
gentleman’s quesgiou, I may say that I
think we will all agree as to the importance
of the early construction of the geological
museum. That has been recognized for
many years. I presume the reason it has
not been undertaken before is due to the
pressure there is for public aid for the very
many enterprises that are constantly being
brought to our notice, owing to the enor-
mous expansion of business in recent years.

Plans and specifications are now being pre-
pared—I think are nearly completed—and
there is a sum of money already in the esti-
mates from last year, $50,000, towards the
construction of the work, and an item is
also in the estimates of the present year,
so that I have no doubt the work will be
commenced during the present season. It
is the intention of the government to begin
at as early a day as is practicable after the
plans and specifications have been prepared.
It was thought important, in erecting a
building of that consequence, in order to
have it thoroughly fireproof and adapted to
the conditions for which it was to be used,
that the architect should go into outside
countries and examine Dbuildings else-
where. He is now giving us the result of
that inquiry in revised plans that are, I be-
lieve, now about being completed, and just
as soon as they are completed, tenders will
be called for and the buildings put under
way.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Could the hon. min-
ister tell us if the government has decided
whether it is going to be solely a geological
museum, or if the Supreme and Exchequer
Courts and the art gallery are to be in the
same building ?

Hon: Mr. SCOTT—I am not able to speak
definitely, but I do not think it is intended
the Supreme Court room should be in that
building. It may be that the art gallery
might be there, although I am not really in
a position to say how far that proposal
might be carried out. The probability is
that it will be exclusively for the purpose
for which it was designed.

THE PRIMITIVE METHODIST LAND
GRANT.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to inquire :

If the date given in the answer to the ques-
tion asked on Thursday, 3rd instant, ¢ viz., 30th
June, 1896, re the final settlement with the
Primitive Methodist Colonization Company, is
the correct date ?

Has there been no change made with the
company in regard to those lands since the date
given in the answer of the-3rd instant ; also,
regarding the $26 scrip referred to, what is
meant by it ? Does it apply to each quarter sec-
tion, or how much land does it apply to, cr
what does it mean ?

He said : I am inspired to ask this question
because I understand some of the residents
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in the colony complain that there is very
great dissatisfaction existing between the
settlers in the colony and the head of the
Colonization Company. I understand that
the company’s grant comprises some lands
that were called scrubby, that they were
not so readily worked for agricultural
purposes as other lands occupied by settlers
on the plains. I understand the government
have exchanged those scrubby lands for.
good lands on the plains, that many of the
settlers wanted for their sons and other
persons there, and I understand. there is a
great deal of dissatisfaction as between the
settlers and the company and the govern-
ment in regard to those lands. That is
what prompted me to ask this question. I
have been requested to do it by those per-
sons.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The answer sent to me
by the Department of the Interior is as
follows : The date ‘ 30th June, 1886, is that
of the Order in Council defining, in general
terms, the mode of dealing with the colo-
nization companies which desired a settle-
ment. The dates of the Orders in Council
providing for the final settlement with the
Primitive Methodist Colonization Company
are 1st July, 1886, and 17th September,
-1886. There has been no change in the
settlement so provided except the exchanges
of lands mentioned in the reply to the in-
quiry of the 3rd instant. The amount of
$26 in scrip was to make up the small de-
ficlency in the area of land to which the
company was entitled under the terms of
the final settlement. This scrip does not
apply to the lands of the company, but may
be accepted at its face value in payment
of any Dominion lands.

SECOND READING.

Bill (39) An ‘Act to incorporate the St.
Lawrence and Northern Railway Company.
—(Hon. Mr. Godbout.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, April 11, 1902.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

STATION-HOUSE AT PICTOU, NOVA

SCOTIA.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE rose to inquire of
the government :

‘Whether it is their intention to make provision
in the supplementary estimates or otherwise for
the erection of a new station house and the
securing of suitable grounds, adequate to the
requirements of the Intercolonial Railway pas-
senger traffic at Pictou, N.S. ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The supplemental esti-
mates have not yet been prepared and I
have not seen them. They have not been
considered by council, and I am not in a
position to answer the questions.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—I just wish to say
a few words with reference to what led me
to place this question on the Order Paper.
The station at Pictou is, in a sense,
the terminal point of the Intercolonial Rail-
way there, inasmuch as freight is carried by
rail to the waterboard by steamers, and
vice versa carried by vessels and steamers
and transferred to the railway. The station-
house is the one, with very slight alteration,
which stood there originally. The whole
freight traffic, as also the passenger traffic,
of that important station is conducted in
that little bit of a building. It is very small,
one end of it being used as a gentleman’s
waiting room and the other as a ladies’
waiting room, and the office itself is sand-
wiched between the two, a very small
office, with a very large staff of clerks,
very poor ventilation, and the wonder to
the merchants of the place is how the busi-
ness can be conducted satisfactorily under
the circumstances. The freight business is
large. I have under my hand a statement
of the freight brought from Prince Edward
Island during the months of January and
February by the steamer ‘Minto '—months
during which the steamer has to go through
ice in passing over the gulf from the island
to the port. It will give the House some
idea of the volume of freight that is carried
for the time which I specified, and if the
hon. Secretary of State is in a position to
answer the questions which have been put
on the Order Paper by the hon. Mr. TFergu-
son, I think my statements will be verified
still further, that there is a very large and
very important volume of freight business
carried on there, and that the station-house
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with its appointments is utterly inadequate
to the proper management of the business.
The idea was that a location might be pro-
vided further up town, towards the centre
of the town, and the freight business be dis-
sociated from the passenger business, the
new station-house and grounds being used for
passenger traffic, leaving the present station-
house and grounds for freight traffic. This
proposition would, in a large measure at
least, meet the difficulty and simplify mat-
ters, and put them somewhat in the posi-
tion in which they ought to be placed, and
I imagine that one of the prime objects of
the management of the Intercolonial Rail-
way, as of all other railways, is to cultivate
trade and so increase their revenues, and
under the circumstances which I have re-
cited, I think it would be only a wise and
legitimate movement on the part of the
managers of the Intercolonial Railway to
make the arrangement which I specify.
During the month of January, the steamer
‘ Minto’ made 21 round trips between Pictou
and Georgetown, carrying 311 passengers
and 26,618 packages of freight. During the
month of February the ‘Minto’ made 16
round trips, carrying 351 passengers and
28,875 packages of freight. Twelve thousand
two hundred packages of freight, weighing
625 tons, were brought from the island,
while 16,675 packages, weighing 850 tons,
went forward. I hope, after the short state-
ment I have given to the House, the gov-
ernment may be able to take such measu-
res as will tend to improve the situation
very much in regard to matters which I
have recited. I thank the Secretary of
State for the courtesy with which he has
answered my questions. I am quite aware
that the question has been put in a form
that might be deemed inquisitive, but there
are two kinds of inquisitiveness, one com-
mendable and in the interest of the country,
the other might be considered as having a
flavour of impertinence. I have only to say
that the latter is not the character of my
question.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman is
quite within his rights in asking this ques-
tion," and I shall be very glad to send a
copy of his remarks to the Minister of Rail-
ways, because it rests with him, after all,
to make a recommendation to council.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I desire to add
my testimony to what has been said by the

hon. gentleman from Pictou with regard to
the inadequacy of the terminal facilities at
Pictou. The province to which I belong is
deeply interested in those facilities, because
there is a very large trade Dbetween the
ports on the Prince Edward Island side and
Pictou. I may say further, that the trade
has very much developed in recent years,
owing in the first place to the expansion
of business, and the development of busi-
ness in Sydney, Cape Breton, and also on
account of the very large increase of our
exports to Great Britain, making con-
nection with ships sailing from the port
of Halifax. I am in a position to say that
the freight business between the province of
Prince Edward Island and Pictou is to-day
and has been within the last two years
very much larger than the freight business
with Pointe du Chene. In previous years
it was altogether the other way. The larger
part of the business went by Pointe du
Chene and found an outlet from the pro-
vince that way, while in the last two years
a large volume of our exports finds an out-
let by way of Pictou. The consequence
of that is the facilities are very much over-
taxed. I have many opportunities of ob-
servation at Pictou, and I do not know
of any railway point where I find the faci-
lities ‘so utterly inadequate for the amount
of work that is being done as at that place.
I might add to what my hon. friend has
said, that our winter business has hitherto
been almost entirely with the port of Pictou,
but there has been an extraordinary develop-
ment of freight traffic between the pro-
vince and the mainland in consequence of
better communication that has Dbeen af-
forded by the steamers that have been em-
ployed within the last few years than those
previously on the route, as the return for
which I am about to move, will no doubt
show hon. gentlemen, if they will take the
trouble to look at it. I wish, therefore, not
in any local interest at all, but in the general
interest of the province I represent, as well
no doubt to a great extent in the interest of
the eastern part of Nova Scotia, to plead for
better railway facilities at the port of
Pictou than they have hitherto had.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON—I should like to
add my testimony to what has been said
by the hon. gentleman from Pictou and the
hon. gentleman from Prince BEdward Is-
land. It is almost inconceivable how the
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traffic at Pictou has increased df late years.
While there last winter, the captain of the
¢ Minto’ told me that the vessel takes as
much in one trip now as the ‘Northern
Light’ took in a month. The accommodations
at Pictou are altogether inadequate. This
last winter, on account of the ‘ Minto ’ meet-
ing with a small accident, she was stopped
sailing for two days, and the freight shed
became so overcrowded that there was no
room for freight. The station is altogether
inadequate for the traffic that is conducted
in it. It is uncomfortable, old, and not at
all fit for a place like Pictou. I should like
the Secretary of State to press on the gov-
ernment to improve the accommodation at
Pictou as rapidly as possible. It is just as
much a matter of importance to us in
Prince Edward Island as it is to Pictou.
The increase is due largely to the trade with
Sydney, Cape Breton. That trade is in-
creasing very rapidly and will continue to
increase for years.

EARNINGS OF STEAMERS ‘MINTO’
AND ‘STANLEY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON rose to inquire of
the government :
What have been the earnings and expenses of the

steamers ‘Minto’' and ‘Stanley,” giving the
figures separately for cach boat, and for freight

and passengers for the following routes and
geasons :—-
1. Between Prince Edward Island ports and

Pictcu, for the seascn of 1900-01 ? .

2. Between Prince Edward Island ports and
Fictou, for the season cf 1901-02 ?

3. Between Prince Edward Island ports and
Tormentine, {or the season of 1901-02 ? And
also, will inquire what number of single and re-
turn trips were made by each of the steamers
above named on each route and during each sea-
son, separately, and the date of each trip ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The answers to the
questions put by the hon. gentleman are
as follows :

1. Earnings ‘Minto’ freight, $8,711.29;
passengers, $3,084. Expenses ‘ Minto’ $41,-
322.34. Earnings ‘Stanley’ freight, $4,-
509.20 ; passengers, $2,054. Expenses ‘ Stan-
ley,” $32,154.39.

2. Barnings * Minto’
passengers, $3,039.50. Expenses ‘ Minto’ to
31st of March, $39,821.55.

‘3. BEarnings ‘Stanley’ freight, $851.70;
passengers, $1,844. Expenses ‘ Stanley’ to
31st of March, $17,671.05. In 1900-01, the

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON.

freight, $5,538.45; |

‘Minto’ ran between Charlottetown and
Pictou, and Georgetown and Pictou, and
made 80 single trips on the following days:
December 13, 14, 15/ 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,
22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30; January 1, 3, 4,
7, 8 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21,
22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 31; February 1, 2,
4, 5, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26; March 4, 5,
6,7 8 9 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21,
22, 23, 25, 20, 27, 28, 29, 30; April 1, 2, 3,
4, and 7 returns trips on the following days;
January 2, 5, 30 ; February 27 ; March 2;
April 5, 6. In 1900-01, the ‘Stanley’ ran
between Georgetown and Pictou and made
54 single trips on the following days: De-
cember 16, 22 ; January 10, 11, 12, 14, 15,
16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28;
March 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,
16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 23, 26, 27 ; April 2, 3,-4,
8, and made 13 return trips on the following
days: December 25, 27, 28, 31 ; January 1,
2, 9, 20; March 28, 29, 30; April 1. In
1901-02, the ‘Minto’ was running between
Charlottetown and -Pictou and Georgetown
and Pictou, and made 22 single trips on the
following days: January 6, 7, 8 9; Feb-
ruary 18, 19, 22, 24, 25, 26 ; March 1, 2, 3,
4, 5, 6, 7, 8 10, 11, 18, 19, and made 46_re-
turn trips on the following days : January
10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24,
25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31 ; February 1, 3, 4, 3, 6,
7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 20, 21, 27 ; March 12, 13, 14,
15, 17, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29. In
1901-02, the  Stanley’ was running between
Summerside and Cape Tormentine, and
made 14 single trips on the following days:
January 15, 16 ; February 8, 10, 12, 13, 18,
20 ; March 3, 4, 22, 23 ; April 2, 3, and made
48 return trips on the following days:
January 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13, 17, 18, 20, 21,
23, 24, 25, 27 ; February 14, 15, 17, 21, 22, 24,
25, 26, 27, 28 ; March' 1, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12,
13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29, 31 ;
April 1.

EMIGRATION FROM THE UNITED
STATES TO CANADA.

MOTION.
The Order of the Day being called.

By the Hon. Mr. Bernier :

That he will ask the government if they ad-
vertise in the United States with the view of
promoting immigration in Canada rherefrom ?
And if so, what are the names of the newspapers
in which such adveriisements arc published, the
cities or towns where they are published, and
the costs of such advertisements in each case ?
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—A very long paper will
have to be prepared in answer to this ques-
tion, and I think it would be better if my
hon. friend would put it in the form, of a
motion for a return. : :

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—I have no objection.
I beg to move, that an address be presented
to the Governor General asking ‘for the
names of the newspapers in which adver-
tisements are published for immigration pur-
poses. {

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is no objection
to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (35) An Act to incorporate the Nip-
issing and Ottawa Railway Company.—
(Hon. Mr. McMullen.)

THE TRANSLATION OF THE DEBATES.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER rose to move the
adoption of the first report of the Standing
Committee on Debates and Reporting.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I would ask hon. gen-[

tlemen to let this order stand till Tuesday.
I have been asked by some members to
have this report stand.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—If it is the intention
of the government that it should stand, I
bow to their decision, but otherwise I would
prefer to proceed with it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—What
object is there in asking to have a simple
report of this kind stand ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I really know nothing
about the facts. A member of the com-
mittee said he differed from his colleagues
on an important point. It involves a con-

- siderable sum of money, appointing a trans-

lator, and I have not yet had an opportunity
of inquiring into the necessity for it, and
this gentleman who is on the committee
said he could not be here this afternoon and
asked to have it stand over. -

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-It is
not adding, as I understand, any additional
expense. This gentleman who is now re-
commended for appointment has been in
the service of the Senate for two or three

years, and has proved himself to be a good
translator. We very often have committees
where one or two may differ from the
others, but that is never considered a reason
why a report should be laid over.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It
seems to me there is some other object in
view.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I merely say, in answer
to my hon. friend's obscrvations, I know
nothing about the facts. I did not know,
until he made the statement, that this gen-
tleman had ever been in our service.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Such
is the fact.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Not knowing anything
about the matter, it is rather a leap in the
dark. The report before us gives no infor-
mation whatever, and I am not in a posi-
tion to express any intelligent opinion. The
report itself is a bald one; it may be all
right and probably is all right. I have no
desire to object to it. My only object in ris-
ing was to ask that the report stand, as a
couple of gentlemen who are interested in it
could not be here to-day. I do not know
whefher this translator has ever been in
our service before. He may have been. The
bon. leader of the opposition says he has
been for several years in the service of the
Senate.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Why are not the
gentlemen to whom the Secretary of State
refers present ? - X

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—It is the member
for de Salaberry division (Mr. Beique) who
wanted to lay his views before the Senate,
but he had an important ‘engagement in
Montreal this evening, and requested that
this matter be "adjourned until Tuesday,
when he could be here.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Is the hon. gentleman
a2 member of the committee ?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—The hon. mem-
ber from de Salaberry is.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—He laid his views
before the committee. -

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Yes, but he
wants to lay them before the House."
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman from de Salaberry has been
here all afternoon.

'Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Yes, but he had
to leave by the 4 o’clock train.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—My
statement that this translator has been in
the employ of the Senate was made on the
authority of the chairman of the committee
and the report recommends that he be con-
tinued : that is my authority.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I was on the com-
mittee last year, but am not this year. My
recollection is that the work of translation
had got very far behind, and that we had
to deal with that question last year. It was
suggested that we should put one man on
the permanent staff and thus make a new
appointment, but it was felt that if we did
that the work would continue to be behind
a year or two before it could be brought up.
We therefore made a temporary engage-
ment with two men to bring the work up,
and the committee, I understand, has now
decided to appoint one mun permanently,
and thus keep up the work.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I can hardly agree
with the remarks of the hon. gentleman. It
appears to me if work falls behind during the
session, it would be much better to have two
translators during the session than one per-
manently appointed, because the busy part
of the work is during the session. I also
think, on account of having delay in the
printing of the French edition of the De-
bates—I understand it is on account of the
translation—it might be well if the whole
service of translation could be put under
one head translator who could put the dif-
ferent translators to different parts of the
work. Sometimes there are long Bills to
translate ; other times there are extensive
debates, and all the transiators could be
turned on that particular work. It seems to
me instead of having translators for the
several different branches of work in con-
nection with the Senate, it would be better
if the whole matter was reconsidered, and
the translators were all put under one
<chief translator. I might say, in connection
_with the Internal Economy Committee, we
appointed a sub-committee yesterday, for the
purpose of examining into the work done by
the several officers around the Senate build-

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

ing and I am not quite sure but that com-
mittee might think it advisable to recom-
mend something along the line I have sug-
gested. I think we would have our work:
done more effectually and promptly, because
I quite understand those permanent trans-
lators, appointed by the year, draw their
salaries all the year and have only a couple
of months’ work. I would suggest, for that
reason if nothing else, that that sub-com-
mittee which was appointed might be able
to report, before this report of the committee
is adopted, and they may see fit to recom-
mend changes. The chairman of the De-
bates Committee might meet those gentle-
men, and knowing something about the
work done by the translators, see if the
whole of the work might not be done by one
staff of translators, so that they could be
put on the work needed most at a particular
time.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I happened to be
a member of that committee and heard the
discussion, and I think the committee have
taken the most practical way to get the
work done at the proper time. They made
a report to the House and it is for the
House to say whether we will adopt the
report. Because an hon. gentleman chooses
to go to Montreal are we to put off the work
of the Senate ? I want some better reason
than that given. The report of the com-
mittee was almost unanimous. I do not
think there was any division. The com-
mittee considered, as far as possible, how
to get the work done in time, and how to
get it done in the most economical way pos-
sible consistent with efficiency. I am not a
I'rench scholar and could not go into the
translation of English and French.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—You are not look-
ing for the position ?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—No, but if any
hon. gentleman who takes the responsibility
of being a senator of this country and is
put on a committee, chooses to go away
when there is an important report to be
made, it is his affair. He should remain in
his place and see that this work is done
properly. I sit here glued to my seat all the
time, when I have anything at all of im-
portance to do. I think it is the duty of
every senator to do what he thlnks'ls right
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‘in the interests of the country and not go

away when work is to be done.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—I heard the sugges-
tion of the hon. gentleman from Marquette.
I inquired into such matters and I found that
in the House of Commons the idea was that
the plan suggested by the hon. gentleman
would not work. I was told by several offi-
cials in this House also that it was imprac-
ticable. I was told so even by the head of
the translators here. As to the report itself,
there is really no change except this, that it
makes a permanent officer of one we would
otherwise be obliged to employ as a tem-
porary officer. Whether he is paid as a
permanent officer or as a temporary one
makes no difference as to the expense,
while it would make a great difference in
the eflficiency of the work. We have at
present an experienced man. He is a good
translator, and I think it is better to or-
ganize this board in a proper shape so that
we should have the translation in proper
time. This House will remark that the
I'rench speaking members of the Senate
do not abuse their privilege to speak in
their own language. Under the circum-

stances I am sure that the House will not

object to having this officer appointed so
that we may at least have the translation
done in proper time.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I would call the at-
tention of the leader of the opposition and
of the House to the fact that we are already
very late with this motion. That it was not
brought up sooner is due to the fact that the
same gentleman who wishes it to be post-
poned now asked me to wait until he could
be conveniently here. Therefore, instead of
calling the committee before, I delayed on
his account and only called it yesterday.
To-day he is away, and on his account the
report is to be postponed. As there is money
involved in the Bill, I think I should be
acting courteously as chairman of that com-
mittee if I should acquiesce in the request
of the leader of the government if he insists
upon it. The government is responsible for
expenditure, and if the leader of the govern-
ment desires me seriously to postpone the
report, I shall do so in consideration for
him and for the government, whose duty it
is of course to render an account to the
country for the expenditure of the public
money. But I would call the attention of

the House to the fact that this sesSion so
far we have had 140 pages of the ‘ Debates’
translated, eighty pages printed, and not one
page yet distributed. I feel we have delayed
long enough, and I shall only consent to
postpone the consideration of this report if
the leader of the government says he
wishes it.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The reason given by
the leader of the government does not seem
reasonable. I do not see why, because an
hon. member does not attend to his duty,
we should keep back the public business.
We members of the French community in
this House do not ask many favours, but
when we ask what we think is only our
right, we are opposed by the leader of the
government or by some other member who
is not willing to do his duty here. 1
think the government, under those circum-
stances, should accept the report of the
committee. The fact that one member
differed from the committee is not a reason
why the report should be put aside till an-
other day. When the Striking Committee
made their report there was some division
and no one ventured to come up and ask
that the report be postponed because there
was a division in the committee. . The gov-
eriment under these circumstances should
do for us what they do for any person else.
When I say ‘us’ I am speaking of the
French element—that they should do for
us what they do for any ome else, and
allow that report to be taken into consider-
ation at once. If the people interested in
that report find that private business takes
them home, let them take the consequences
and not put the whole House in the position
we are in to-day.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I have no desire to
thwart the report of the committee. If the
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